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AT FoA AXUES] AE gl FYditele /M S 7T o|FRE BUE AR A Alag A
g 2389, aau 440z B o Axdes] AR gEc] thE A7t gl & o o )
Wl Sof wehd AEUE gEo] @abd £ drk webd B Aol old BAME siAs] AsiA NVP Al
Fx BAL o3 AL AT wiez {32 ¢12E(Genetic Algorithms) S B43lmzl3ic} E3t 285 2d
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2.1 Zesi8 7Y 7id R &R/

Ags S 7ML Bsgo], AZEg 0] T AR Ao] TATHE T 715E FPsl] SulE FHE
28 4 QIEE k= S ouidt) A E Aladde AIEA(fault detection), AU (fault location),
AgRe] = 24 (fault isolation or containment), A HF E Al=d AF4(fault recovery and
reconfiguration) 5% Z& 74 24F 250] HAg ol FoH{1). 2eln AT E 71He] FRele =gl 23
34 AxEde A AR A Lol AUrH12). IA=slel AL sPHdle TMR(triple modular
redundancy), Watchdog timer, Pair and spare, Duplication with can parison, Stand-by sparing, ZX.
A%s] 4 79l Parity check code, m of n code, Checksum, Berger code, Hamming error correcting
code, AZEg|o] A3 & 7IYHole Check pointing., Recovery block, Conversation, Distributed recovery
block, N Self-checking Programming, N-Version Programming $°] %

2.2 xz=eg|of ZE 38 7Y ds "ol
Hudak& £ZEgo] A3 514 7149 A% 4718 (X D3 Zo| vla d¥aigHal.
(E 1A 298 NVP7t T8 AZEdo] 2% 54 7|3l vjsl 9578 2o Hrisnt,

1. 2ZEYo] ZESE dEHin

FT ED ER Ab Cr Av MTTF MTTF L

NVP 5 1 1 1 1
Recovery Block 2 4 3 5 4 4 5
Concurrent Error-Detection 4 1 2 4 4 4
Algorithmic FT 1 2 2 3 4 4
Baseline 5 5 3 5

1 2 3 4 5

better <- ~>worse

o|7]A, ED : error detection, ER : error recovery, Ab @ aborting. Cr @ correctness,
Av : availability, MTTF : mean time to failure, MTTF L : MTTF w/o luck °]t}.
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2.3 NVPZIH 714
Az Edo] 4854 WHZe] shst NVP 7iglelth ole AZEge] 2ES Nl AAstn =slsle o 2
So] oJa) AAE NS ATE B)i(Voting)3he ReolcH(5). &, NVPE shie] 27 Alkg 7Ixla N/Re] AdAde] A
2 =ag Agos TEa#g Agels 2L Edth NVPE N-version voting or Parallel redundancy(4), E3
Multiversion programming(5]elgtn® gt

2.4 71E NVP 7| A= Fxuhy

71& NVP 71geiM ASIEg 24a] flad Teat ol e,
® Ze =xHon WA
® 7 98] Zzage] AsEE Ao

® [ + 1170 ohel wel Z2ae) 4ol N2ge AT gick
o, A% 33 R(N& 4(1)% 2k
R(N)= ﬁk WG+ P (1= P = +1) A(1)

@74, NCio P (1= PV & NAZeld jAe 438 g8clth & N 34 jhe @9 =22
s130] ALY o A|zElo] AEY FES AP}

2.5 FHEX L12F i
GAz dnElEe Y20 23 WFUES I B gajgolct, 3 AE ste] dejmiE Agkd Ao
A 2E2 gaol g 2 HH3E 913 1] 71YeltH11). GAE Holland® AA  "Adaptation in Natural
and Artificial Systemsy (1975d)0] & A7NEIg e ¥ (Fogel) & X3piale] RE3E Awdle] gd {§
e A2Ee] HE2 S o6)(11). SRS ndEe] e A7t Ao e AL 2o Yol of
7 zHdd e gEold

2.5.1 |FN& Lil2|E 2ujolM
ox7 LnElae M (selection), WA crossover), EXWol(mutation)e Z& 3vA frHat eHwold
(genetic operations) & AHEdle] SHEA Ehalol} HA8HE ghgol WtH6). £, 3¢ edjdolds vHEFGoeH
B0l hgshe Hrlgto]l £ 2AQ S nh5o] o] EAlde] A MAle WS FRAARe Aol

2.5.2 8K} &5 Hend

2} etmglzel Ag A (I DI 2eh (23 Deld 2o A 9x 27]13%H(initial population)&
o} Z7)dee dutdog AW MASe] dMAE gz YA F2 Z7IFYe A7(size)E 107He]
A 10070 Aeltt, olsh o] Zr]xche] Al U Ziztel siAof digd A$= #H7Hfitness evaluation) £ sk
QRS F2E e mAATlE ZAL @t oy 7|BAoE Heny) B A Bot B S @RS ¥
olg} Zo| FroEM HT} 2L AAE A SHAsL SakelA) "Hoh aim AYag FEE A el 2
Helw dae] S Syl wa WT oda AR sl JlEA e g Aol JAZNE AFEY sl
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3.1 ART FHUHS 3 5 2F Hok
£ dFe 444 dueEEs F4317) Hsld o) 2ol shgent
® & AXVUES] Az ze tar
® 7t AXVEES T/ e 7Y &, 0 23 893, 1& 23 ¢4

® 4 HZUESLS Z J9) vEr 4 A= s E 7R
%, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9

® N 535 [0+ 107 ol dashe oz vst
o, Az 28 RN 4% 2k
R(N) = QP?- (a1-pPy' 4(2)
W, Newasl ke [D+1] xit 4 45dE 9gold. 2, 0%& 1ol T3 P i
A AIVE HAEY gS 2o 22w P 438 88, (1—P)' Me 498 #50l0 A(2)e ¥a A
gl 1A N 3ol (50410 0 obgel g3ete 9ol e 2129 Hame st 2go.

3.2 REA 2m2E NEUY % Znt
2 A7aAE Sl MAg A2 424 dnelEe AEHes 48 1 Ase nagd

3.2.1 Z71AH

47 0SS FeF 2AUE (E D 2ok (F DM AHRY She] vE 2E(Z 24 ATUE A
A% el Fe FoI4 19 A%t 3 A A=A ot SR, 3.1, 78 3004 NA WA Fold m/2+1
YA F3mo)Ab

7N o]} dAske Aoz 7] ok, £ S/eM 37F dAFdTE AL AA Ay JHEE 49F FF
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fixldhe 2 AXAE Folth, Jela xgte zH vEANAA 713318 1 gholw, 7123)E 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8,
0.92 siict. AM A2g] Aeg T3] flsled duksl 48 AT 5 (fitness function) 2 AR&-aldct 2
= T AA Alxd] A e 4(3)3 gt

Ax) =R(N) = g]zN-X-Pj-(1~P)"_i A3)

od7lM, N& wAde £ xe 2 AXE A% 3ol ¢ P 438 88, (1-P)" "= u9a o8
ot} Z12] 1 pselects =€ FFolu 4(4)9} et
pselect= —Zi 2](4)
S
A7IM, L Ax)e & fie 2 A¢% g4golth. 221 actual counts TFATo] 248 ~EZe] ¥
& 7io] 2L expected countghE WhEHal] ARg-alAT). 71t ak(expect count)E 4](5)9h 2},
fi

exp ected count= 3 2|(5)

A7, fe Ax) BE, fiv 4 HLE F5gelch, 271409 Ssum)el g 8872.80, HF(average)@t
< 887.28°|t},

H 2. ZM Hgopd

string | initial population « value f0) = i\ neox- 0% (1-p)™ pselect Expected | Actual

No. [0.5]0.6/0.7/0.8/0.9 1=2 count count
1 glofl1[1]1 2.4 1592.53 0.18 1.79 2
2 oOl1]0]l111 2.3 1287.27 0.16 1.46 1
3 0l 1f1101[1 2.2 1030.73 0.12 1.16 1
4 011{111]o 2.1 816.82 0.09 0.92 1
5 1100 1)1 2.2 1030.73 0.12 1.16 1
6 14101101 2.1 816.82 0.09 0.92 1
7 10117 1]0 2.0 640.00 0.07 0.72 1
8 1 1110(071 2.0 640.00 0.07 0.72 1
9 1 11]011]0 2.0 640.00 0.07 0.72 1
10 1 1117010 1.8 377.91 0.04 0.43 0
Sum 8872.80 1.00 10.00 10
Average 887.28 0.10 1.00 1
Max 1592.53 0.18 1.79 2

3.2.2 TMIcHe} 2AMIcH
IAHE (E 3>k 2t (& 3)AM mating pool after reproductione Z71M Y actual count® 7IA1 4
AL, mates YR FAFAUT mateE ) @ £ o A wES 0UAT 12 mate AZT
crossover site™= Y9 Z mated AN MZE YHE HAsHt. L3 2IAde el Bz xghs 7R
L AANA =" AT gk Pselect, Expect count, Actual count® Fch 14de] &(sum)el & 11395.41,
% (average) & 1139.540th. 24ldi= (F 4)9h 2t} 24d= 14} $U woz 73k 24dle &
(sum)®] #k& 22119.70, HF (average) &t 2211.970lt},
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H 3. 1AeH X8y

M.P.
string after Mate Crossov po’:lflv;ltio X nf(x; =3 - pselect Expected | Actual
No. |[Reproducti er site . value n 'sz'zp - (1-p) count | count
on
1 00111 6 001111 00111 2.4 1592.53 0.14 1.40 1
2 00111 7 100111 10011 2.2 1030.73 0.09 0.90 1
3 01011 9 0011111 00111 2.4 1592.53 0.14 1.40 1
4 01101 8 101011 10101 2.1 816.82 0.07 0.72 1
5 01110 10 [ 01011 ] 01001 1.5 151.88 0.01 0.13 0
6 10011 1 110101 11011 2.8 3442.07 0.30 3.02 3
7 10101 4 011101 ] 01110 2.1 816.82 0.07 0.72 1
8 10110 3 101110 | 10101 2.1 816.82 0.07 0.72 1
9 11001 2 101110 { 10110 2.0 640.00 0.06 0.56 1
10 11010 5 110110 ] 11010 1.9 495.22 0.04 0.43 0
sum 11395.41 1.00 10.00 10
Average 1139.64 0.10 1.00 1
Max 3442.07 0.30 3.02 3
*M.P. © mating pool
E 4. 2Md) M2y
M.P.
. New
string after | Mete Cros§ov oopulatio X fx) = £ nexepd (1_p)(n—j) pselect Expecte | Actual
No. {Reproducti er site n value i=2 d count{ count
on
1 00111 10 [ 00{111} 00110 1.5 151.88 0.01 0.07 0
2 10011 8 101110 | 10111 2.9 4102.23 0.19 1.85 2
3 00111 9 101011 10110 2.0 640.00 0.03 0.29 0
4 10101 6 01/110 | 0101 2.3 1287.27 0.06 0.58 1
5 11011 7 001111 ] 00101 1.6 209.72 0.01 0.09 0
6 11011 4 101101 10111 2.9 4102.23 0.18 1.85 2
7 11011 5 101101 10111 2.9 4102.23 0.19 1.85 2
8 01110 2 110111 11001 2.0 640.00 0.03 0.29 0
9 10101 3 110111 11011 2.8 3442.07 0.16 1.56 2
10 10110 1 110111 11011 2.8 3442.07 0.16 1.66 2
sum 22119.70 1.00 10.00 10
Average 2211.97 0.10 1.00 1
Max 4102.23 0.19 1.85 2

3.2.4 4@ 24 ¥ ot

2 A7oME 570e] WAL 7R a 27lAe] HE 2EYS BEAT nejn, sheaged] ol 271Mle
HEFGS 374 ool 12 FAHUT. 2/ANE SuES) vE ~EYoR Y| Wi MR et ot
HA (2, HE)7} 2442 g8ske v]E 2Edo| Yolxy] W] Mrie] bkt AdE 44E St wet
A ZRsmAl s AAA 28 A e o Agad Aojrh aeht B Aol AHSe SulES) MEAEHOR
£8E Augtos 1 AP BAa € 4 gleme B Ao sPeAT Aok 2 A7eld 48 E $4el
A vEsEY0] ThS Aol 42 &5 xu AF £ ¥ Dol HY ol AR FHE A €
). ol AA Aladle] Azwst AW Huig doll weh o AP ofmdnt A= AA AlxE] A= G2 A%
2718 Aoln WA} F&o| H FHske AFS gAHh EF Y 2~3uE} 19 VIEAEH] & A5
F5e ks AL < 4 Aok ojHe zbzt 2ol 43 PXIE A AVt S A4 Az A
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B 5. OlgEERYn RN YT2IE Hln
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VI. 28 & &5 o7 2N
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