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Abstract

A commercial nuclear power station contains at least two emergency diesel
generates(EDG) to control the risk of severe core demage during the station
blackout accidents. Therefore the reliability of the EDG’s to start and load-run on
demend must be maintained at a sufficiently high level. Until now, a simple
assessment of start and load-run success rates was used to calculate the EDG’s
reliability. However, this method has been found to contain many defects.
Recently, the work of Martz et al.(1996) proposed the use of the Bayes estimator
to find the EDG’s reliability.

In this paper, we will propose confidence interval for the Bayes estimator,
compare the above two methods and, using pratical examples, illustrate why the
Bayes estimator method is more reasonable in our situation.
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1. N&

LAY BALAA AAAHA] mFHHel AW vAYAEAH 7] (Emergency

[o]

Diesel Generator : EDG)7} 7 dth v Z3tAdAdr| o] 48 Ax2 FEAA, v
BFrAEn 2 AGHE dAA T " dHvwe] "ad Hﬁ}*’ﬂ HEYe T3
€ Aoloh. 2ok 49 MHd A 2ANE B 42 TAA e A% &4
WA A8 71F R - 8 7A HAYARRY) AgEE %v‘i— TEE TARE
5 wAsta gd.

AY7MEF] BALAN H5S As2RE uAUALRY) Y AAE FRLY
B3 A7E oA FAEc o8 AyYHolA om k. Wyckoff(1986)= & 3 314l
W AT &S 2AZ AHEE Addded, F2AAE FHAME 19
W

—‘HOF

dg ALgE 3 Qi

Wyckoff & o83 HIM2E HEAELF(1993) d77F dEAHAH, 28 F
2 2 d 3¢ dojd S AA gAY dAie 29AY AAAAN A 43
A mE YA 3, 437 v A LA A EE ANG vt ok

Wyckoff W9 ZHL Ai¥ol ety e Ald 24 gleo] JIAxE A4t
g 4 Joted do 2ei o] Wge] AAte] ztddittE A ol BE HeH
< Z7FA 1 k.

AA, 71A7 A e 284 548 #9317 89y 33 (outlien & A7E 7}
Ae AS I HEY 988 1 5 Ao A, o gEld A ES 100%2 9
A HA g (optimum inherent)o] EAE % ok AA, 23Fo] LAS o} 2
A e 3 Ateld] AE HAVE UFE ZA JEY A E O zA e Al Ao o &
o] A7) € & AUt

T Martz(1996)& Hl4 A7) e A% AXlel Bayes ©12& EUda 717
7V 7HAE A8 EAE vrYgste A2 %3l Parametric Emprical Bayes(PEB)
FAHE A o] HHE e 4 ATES AIALE A3 s1Ee uy
He g8 ATES olFEFE 1 olE FAHEY %’46}1 Beta #X & ALAEXZE 3
o A N2F AIFEXZRE 33 5

ATFEE(1996)2 Wol= WyE Fuf 94d st } 7} grE 94 157]9 v
FOALHI I ulg AR e A At 43 H3 71FE Wyckoffe] W
o B3] 458 v A% ge A FouE RS

B =FdME Wyckoff, Martz ¥ Aat5 9 d4E wg o2 Wyckoff7} A3t
Z1Ee] FAH U Eods dALAELAL 13719 A5gE FI R
Bayes A WY S o] &3] v AL AIxd dF AFAHF € 5P FS
te] Baxzp gtk 2oz Add Wyle]l 71E9 Wyckoff Wyl &) £+
ol =}t e,
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2. Wyckoff A= 2 o]z FA =

Wyckoff(1986)= 8l tjAdtdr|e 7] 5deiet R 4o 2AE + =
z}zkol ;1 AE(failure rate) S AAEte ol & A FEk AAtol] o] &3

B A (failure) 715 & A& of LA 7]F 2 (start failure) T F3}EAF &
Asle B AT (load-run failure)o] Atk 7154 Eiet B3 AdelE 2t dHA
of wg} BEFE= 7|Fo) trEd, Wyckoffs ZFE A1zgHA 108 oW AHE 7]
SAHE stz 108 2Hstd Rkt Bostd Vs dEe RIeAd
7l AA A o5 AF H&2 ol YO R P

Ny = ELANS
71 Ed & X s aagE
paeRaRe = e ddARS

F A eTIT

Heta 54T LN AL UNATEL 42 obdsh gol AN & Urh

7NedEsE = 1 - JIEAHAE
Hated AEE = 1 - FeAAdAE

Wyckofft oA A 753387 W4T EES 27 s H3
AN Aot a5 e AFAE ol fatd v YA AT| MNP E of
3t Wyckoff A &g ofefo} Zo] AAstAct,

Wyckoff 4 = 7|54 E X RIFAANIHR (1)

I Martz(1996)= Hlol= FAYUE ol&3td 637) vl daAg HHL ¥
Ao we uAYALAr] AHEE A 2e 198895 1991“177}11 4d
Bk ulay 637 Ax® wRAgol hAR gl 195789 wAT AU M) A
3 & 1952038 M ARE ALY ARt ANHEE AL AT AR 2
S Attt E3, AtE R ] g§FAYE Holr] 8 HEAAES AAETh

Holz FA#FL ol EIHCE 89, A ¥ Z‘i A B)eziyg 2L A8
o disfl, FAAUAE PIA EFEo] A FUNcES AANEXE e 2y ©E
o 7HAR s AgstdA g E. Martze O]ELE.'T‘OH ol gt *} ®X 2 Beta(a, b)
BXE AHEEAT o W, B o9 b ST ARERYH FAHE + dew, 3
A AsE A 2 o) MAEAGE sE Ao HEE A ANd geE n
28 Ao
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MAYALAsle e AHES FH57] Askel FRAAA HE 25F pdt &
b9 AL A@ wolzduols g Be] AEHE AMEEE Betala,b)
zolg,

M (2

Beta® ¥ ¢ #8uUEgse g3 2o

g(p; a, b) = Beta(p; a, b)

_ 1 a~ly1 _ 4 -1
= Bz p b =27, 0<p<1,a,8>0 @)

4714 ash bt EEOZHEH FHstelol & Betamse Holth

Beta(z, b)2EE oG EERYo] g AMREo|n, 1 AFRIE 4 Beta
$¥7} 9 Weiler(19%65)E 44 & Fal Beta AFHEZl theh Bav} o gl
HetE, 20 Bgshe AFREE 439 ARl 471 RAe B

+o AN Betarl AR EEE 4 (7 T 2§F /IFHTAFY ARPEL
E(p) = a/(a+ 52 ARE 4+ Ao tA% Sl +9ARNN 71EHFRFS
NELTFAFE 2% 1,9 mih TY, A AWEYEL 19 2, A2 o
2 goz #Aste 92 4 Atk

4 (9% B Beta(e,b)® AWREEZ AL W, msh x,7t FoIR Pt
N op o AFREY BBYFE obale} 2ol & F Ak

f(pl'lxi) a*, b‘)
= Beta(p;; a*, b")

F(3+3+n,) (&+x)—-1

. . . — . (6% n—x)—1
I'(a+x) '+ n;—x) b; (1—2:)

, 0<p: <1 (B

A7, (e Zutds, a9 be 274 245 o9 b9 FHRIR, o= a+x,,
b*= B+ ni—xiO]D}.
2 (e AFFFL p; o BERF p 2 AT F Al obe 2ok

E(p,'|x,-,a*,b')=—x————-—— 4)
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of W, 4 ()E Martze i9A LAE FHEY A FDARAI) 9 Wol= FH ol

(a+ x)(b+n;—x)
(a+b+n)(a+b+mn+1)

Beta(a, )R X9 25 g bE FHsc WHdE A EY¥(method of moments)
I FHH Y (marginal maximum likelihood)E©] Y +dl, Martz(1982)+= FH 3 ¢4
& olgatd T g9 HAS DAY FHZ g o bz AL ALh

=1 1 mEml
’g“ = ( a+i>—1§ i= ( b+l)20 (5)
/2: i= ( b+z hﬁ = a+b+z =0 6)

A7 N: 189 $
%0 72 2FF 71E4TT
n;: 72} 2FT 71e8Tsgon

AFF T RS o)l&st pool thie 100(1—a) % AHFRS FAF A
opiol diE 100(1—a) % AHATFE (po, p)T T2 obdh e AYst T

g 5 Ao

b
e

Pie
| fGilxi, a®, b)Y dp; = af2 @)

[ itz a0 ) dpi = af2 ®)
p:

A3 A@®)F FE 3 e ot 2o
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?z+x,-
Pie = 57 i+ (b+ ni— x)F gy (26 + 2n; — 2%, , 2a + 2x,)
o (a+x)F _0n(2a+ 2%, 25+ 2m; — 2x,) ©

8+ ni~xi+ ( cAz+x,-)F1_a/2( 2(/Z\+2X,,23+ 2n,~-—2x,-)

A7, Pr{F<F_,(AFELl, AHE2)} =1 — /2 oIt}

3. 453 o

3.1 Beta 259 A

Martz= 27} Add WHe] FEAHS AF587] 98 1988358 19914 7bA] 44
T FHUel 634 A% Bdacl FAE 1950 wATALAI) S BI st
A ARE TAZ Wol2 FAF AT v Yok aE o)z AL A A+3}7]
Al 63749 A BH2ZREY S ARE o]§5e] Beta®F o9 bE 24
e W, 2 AF A7 g =251431, b =2391238 AU} o] L 4 (o] A&
el FAE AFRETE

f( p,-lx,-, d*, b‘) = Beta(ﬁ,|251431 + x;, 2.39123 + n; — x,')
ot

o FFYA 33719 LHAARE 5 wo)= 2HFS AN} 98 Beta®m s
e AN v Ak 25 FW A AL dx BI %
Mol ool vl F3Y A8 NHAEI} wonz R Ao Wty A& n|
= 487) fAE LA M HEF NFAY AR E o]85td G| BetaRd 2 23
u} 9l

1) NUREG/CR-2989¢] < : NUREG/CR-29890) = us 48] WAL NA HE3
7153 M (start failure)o] #F xtE7F Qlek o] 7hed] 3570 LA A 142043 9
Z1E 7ol taf 26139 J)1FAust BEHUT aemg A 5)9 4] (6)S AlLE
o R4 a9 b e FEYE 2 =106.89895, b = 2.001049°] o},

2) 2493 137 udATAdI|e o - 4L WAL 157 = 2019 o)
HALA7I(SDG)7E A=) L APAAA HARHFHALPoZ AT T} o
HOARA7E WIEAZ 5o Qe 3 AYstns YA auwase iy
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AHr e 22 7|5E F3stn 3l
<E > <F 2>° UEtd A5 A85E o889 BetaRFE Tt BW o
Bt A 1579 A9 g = 15345928, b = 254072013, ou|g A 2379 A g =
287.904, b =11.99% e°lt}.
3 YA EA 157] v AL o @ dAYAE $HA 1578 our]Ay
A717F FAEbeE ASE dulEy v =AY AS(ECCS) @ HASTFAE
18 & T3 & AEF vGAHTFASEPS), & v4da
WA 207 | AXHY Ak <F 3> <E 4>0 A (RE o839 Beta

“~

B4 Fale B wAT A 15719 A a = 28759067, b = 12.309328 o] 1, H]
Aol A 23719l AL 4 =99.42029, b = 0579701 o)t}

32 449 137] duv ¢ WA ALAY| o AEE o] &F 4

Atarseol ARER AU 18719 o] 3 ulgddaadre] RgoME oE
d7)e Z1ede 7 ey Jenz o]F o] &3 Wyckoff 2HHE T8}y
A% 7184 EES ANT F Ak HALF1993)2 12 3, 45719 HdgAEH
7] AAEE Adste RAAA Fapeust 7|4 uE dEsA TR JE
Ao 544 7184 T &S Wyckoff FAHZOZ 1158 wb itk Wyckoff &3 ol
ek ol o= do th =3 A7t doy B =EdME due Ao
o ez .

<E 1> < 2>% dutAdddsle gid A489 AHAE Addely 7%
el &E& HeEbd Wyckoff R %& B9 7Ieddzt #355% dad she] 23S
A E7E 100%0]1 3 71 F A A 347 wokd 19939 oAulg A 257)e] A$ AgEst
8357% At 1985 HE 1993d7bA) o] oA aE uste] FHF wojz F4
Fo Ay 8 Fol AL Fhoj 453121ﬁ} FAZA A 95% MHFRE VEoR
g oo, duAEd7) e HE Wyckoff FAH B¢ Be FHUYE] A7He
Hojd @S & 5 ok

<E 3> <E 4> vy ARATe de $HAEG AHE AdF e Al
T AR SE dedgAddrie Fee vlsskm, Wyckoff FA %o iR Fo] 95%
AHEFE W AgE ¢ F Arh
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<E 1> 84 157 dec|™d 157|(SDG #1) A 7|S8HE L AT ALzn

qrlcid 137)

N EER e | 1% asa
1985 35 1 0.9714 0.9815 (0.9581 , 0.9954)
1986 28 0 1.0000 0.9862 (0.9650 , 0.9976)
1987 32 1 0.9697 0.9812 (0.9575 , 0.9954)
1988 34 2 0.9444 0.9761 (0.9502 , 0.9927)
1989 30 0 1.0000 0.9863 (0.9654 , 0.9977)
1990 33 0 1.0000 0.9866 (0.9660 , 0.9977)
1991 41 0 1.0000 0.9871 (0.9673 , 0.9978)
1992 45 0 1.0000 0.9874 (0.9680 , 0.9978)
1993 29 1 0.9667 0.9809 (0.9568 , 0.9953)
3 A 307 5 0.9837 0.9837 (0.9704 , 0.9953)

< E 2> Y 1Z27] oec|™ 257((SDG #2) A J|S8HE ¥ =T AHLH T

u A 2357
EES NHa A2 Wyckoff ‘iﬂ ol = 95i%

FH P FH A=zt
1985 34 2 0.9412 0.9581 (09342 , 0.9768)
1986 30 1 0.9667 0.9606 (0.9372 , 0.9788)
1987 23 0 1.0000 0.9628 (0.9397 , 0.9806)
1988 32 1 0.9687 0.9608 (0.9375 , 0.9783)
1989 30 0 1.0000 0.9636 (0.9410 , 0.9810)
1990 37 1 0.9730 0.9614 (0.9384 , 0.9792)
1991 44 3 0.9318 0.9564 (0.9325 , 0.9753)
1992 35 0 1.0000 0.9642 (0.9418 , 0.9813)
1993 35 4 0.8857 0.9522 (0.9270 , 0.9724)
& A 300 12 0.9600 0.9600 (0.9429 |, 0.9742)
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< B 3> 84 157 v|oC|d 157](EDG #1) Hxd 2|S8E ¥ ML ALAD

WA A 157)
s E Agg | amg | Wyckoff | o= %%
‘ zu% | 249 REE
1985 25 3 0.8300 0.9529 (09274 , 0.9371)
1986 26 1 0.9615 0.9592 (0.9352 , 0.9778)
1987 24 0 1.0000 0.9620 (0.9387 , 0.9800)
1988 26 0 1.0000 0.9622 (0.9390 , 0.9801)
1989 31 0 1.0000 0.9628 (0.9399 , 0.9804)
1990 28 0 1.0000 0.9625 (0.9394 , 0.9802)
1991 33 0 1.0000 0.9630 (09403 , 0.9805)
1992 37 4 0.8919 0.9516 (0.9263 , 0.9718)
1993 38 3 0.9211 0.9547 (0.9301 , 0.9742)
3 A 268 11 0.9590 0.9590 (0.9412 , 0.9737)
< E 4> UM 15| HACIH 257|(EDG #2) UEY JSHE U AT HMED
H Ak A 2357)
L
s B ol am

1985 113 0 1.0000 0.9973 (0.9873 , 0.9999)
1986 23 0 1.0000 0.9953 (0.9780 , 0.9999)
1987 26 0 1.0000 0.9954 (0.9785 , 0.9999)
1988 29 0 1.0000 0.9955 (0.9790 , 0.9999)
1989 29 0 1.0000 0.9955 (0.9790 , 0.9999)
1990 32 1 0.9683 0.9880 (0.9638 , 0.9990)
1991 32 0 1.0000 0.9956 (0.9795 , 0.9999)
1992 32 0 1.0000 0.9956 (0.9795 , 0.9999)
1993 29 1 0.9655 0.9878 (0.9629 , 0.9990)
g A 355 2 0.9944 (.9944 (0.9857 , 0.9990)
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4. 2 &

HAO AR AIEE F43517] 8 W
@7 23, 283 we2FAY @ AFFNe

AR, Wyckoff FAUYL FdZd HE3F
AME Zloltt. watA, 7147} 7K e FY 3
St(outlier) & ABZ 7HA dole I FEA JEL J1E 5 9o o= =
Wyckoff Aol oJatd 44 15719 njdgd 15719 A9 19195 AgE
100960 ¥FH o @9l 199230l = 89.19%7F Ho A% ¢ thik A A e
A7t A7

EA, ol FAHFL HFY A +E
F pE A FAEH A5E EUE FHsE 9y A}%s}&} FA3te Wyl
mebA, o2 NHE A% 5 6571F O HHAY A9e sHHAE P wHA
of Fag gt ARr)e 7NEn FASAY 2L 712 3 9y SAXS)
B T HAER G2 £ glow, ojdAd dFL d vE= JYyxE =
A8 4 At 283, YT DAL HANE 958 (758 AN AR o A g
EE F3E 5 Atk Ho|2Wy o AP AL ARE FTUFPd IFL wx
Fet= Aol Uk A& Sof, Hlo]Z2 FAFL N W YA 1579 w|A
dd 15719 A9 191359 AFEE 963%0l the 9 1992l = 95.16%7}F
gl

AR, EE] FHe BIMEAAM 7154 T g A=} BaLAo g
AFE=E TEEA @3 TG VWIHE'FE o2 AH&3tn Uk el o))
Wl = Zzh V1E AR L Baled AN TR ALY "art o

ﬂ°i A= ’“23%4 WEE Eol7l 93 o A{ANE BlmrF9 g Z

FEQ Wyckoff 3 &Fa} wlo]2 FAakol oxaAe A 2AHA A
74]&011 #HE ATE o nFEr2 Joh

Wyckoff 83} o8& &3 I
& HolAM Bl wio

s 2 AA g 4FY 8 &
E4& vgdr] o B oYz}

o

o rlr 2

N

ol o
o -{N'
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