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Abstract

For highly reliable products, it is difficult to assess the lifetime of the products with traditional life tests.

Accordingly, a recent approach is to observe the performance degradation of product during the test rather

than regular failure time. This study compares performances of three methods(i.e. the approximation, ana—

lytical and numerical methods) to estimate the parameters and quantiles of the lifetime when the time-to-fail-
ure distribution follows Weibull and lognormal distributions under a random coefficient degradation rate
model. Numerical experiments are also conducted to investigate the effects of model error such as measure-

ments in a random coefficient model.
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A A 0.00042 0.05850 0.28218 0.18764 0.14022
A 0.00020 0.05595 0.11624 0.07412 0.05560
30 3 360 E SRS 0.00020 0.03407 0.09426 0.06264 0.04925
T2 3 0.00020 0.02844 0.28730 0.18211 0.12906
A 0.00020 0.04895 0.10807 0.06930 0.05246
830 IR 0.00020 0.03446 0.09389 0.06210 0.04861
22 0.00020 0.02844 0.28746 0.18217 0.12901
<K 4> Ry=19 7$-9 Ho
EX [ n k t, | W |Biassluy) Biasgoy) Biasyltyy) Biasgltyy,) Biasglty )| X | n| k| t,| W8 |{Biasylt, o) Biassltyys) Biasylt,,)
A 10.00265 0.13720 -0.11999 -0.08428 -0.05956 A 1-0.57920 -0.41614 -0.31817
15 3 360( 31MA [0.00133 0.09591 -0.06344 -0.04655 -0.03250 15| 3| 12| 3iA4 |-0.45682 -0.31554 -0.23694
o4 A4 10.00008 -0.02350 -0.48899 -0.37880 -0.30833 ol F23 | -0.66051 -0.62566 -0.59095
At ZAH 1000242 0.11934 -0.09466 -0.06636 -0.04590 b 2AH [ -0.55782 -0.39802 -0.30334
830| 344 |0.00131 0.09755 -0.06677 -0.04938 -0.03506 20| #A3A |-0.44981 -0.31012 -0.23274
F2]3 10.00009 -0.02350 -0.48913 -0.37905 -0.30867 T4 1-0.66031 -0.62545 -0.59074
<& 5> 5437t 10301 Ry, =19 A9 MSE
BEin &kt | B | M) MSEo,) MSEft,y) MSEft) MSEt,)| BE | n k t,| W |MSEltee) MSEt, ) MSELL,,)
ZAHY | 0.00036 0.03886 0.21765 0.12569 0.09370 A | 0.15521  0.07796 0.04878
15 10 360 s#44 [0.00035 0.04110 0.20059 0.12010 0.09094 15 10 12| 3jMA | 0.10581 0.05385 0.03532
B F23 | 000037 0.04056 0.28547 0.18725 0.13808 dloj2 FX4 | 044308 0.39599 0.35282
At A 1 0.00036 0.03795 0.22604 0.12901 0.09550 = A | 0.14024  0.07032 0.04429
830| A& | 0.00035 0.04194 0.19595 0.11804 0.08951 20| SlX4 | 0.10673 0.05416 0.03534
F24 10.00037 004056 0.28553 0.18723 0.13793 x4 | 044318 0.39607 0.35290
A STt A AAE A4HT 2A wAA S sty & gk
H e 228 A48T F YeS BfFm 9
P <E 4>olA AYAze] Anewt Y Hof gl 42 23hgo] R-Weibull 25 g
Ak RE Fgol Bel@e I Ae Holw = A
3] <F 4>} Zol Al WY BT R7b 1Y W A
el5e] 24 A i 2R T 5 Aok SR B2 $ANET wpIHZ Aol
aE3 93 ZH3FE <E 3>9 330N 103 AREE AR k), D8t FAF(E TUHD
£ 59 A9Ae YWl Jeld <E 558 wa A¥ FEAVE 27 BB <128, ~0)°]
EA4 3] FUlE B FHY AYEY & gL A AEE TR HEES o F 1639, F




N
*
x
A
i
o
-
gl
B
)
Joh
Jo
]
g
4>
ne
_I'ol
o
ta
ook
oh

toll Al stz ol SAHA 24

FES g, 201503 VS A3 D=s0d H$ = UFATFREY 7o) <F 6>9 YF caseRt
2 7PH%) 3 Yacout $(1996)2] Aluet 7o) FE35om, FAF W o8 R-Weibull X
m=2%2 A3 on, FEs&o] R-WeibulZEE o] g AT ¢ gloend B gidrss ¥
wZW mer HW X (largest extreme value) A2 g3k B3 QA7) S48 &S 7
X8 MEBZ olo X¥FHAE Folo] r,E A T+ 2, MSE® A )42 whie) & &
A3t o] B FANRGo] 27| Wi TIF & vt
Z+ A8 Z7o)A 1,0008 9 simulation® 43 A}
dto] E¥o] mE 2ol RS 24stn 7 & <E 6>@)~(c)F B¥ SHeA 4R
T E9geo] digk MSES)F el Hd F dF-E - glo] MR 2414 W o] 24 W uo
A2 Aol <X 6>7 <E 4>tk o714, Hele]  MSEZF FHow, T de fgHE tFAFER
<& 6>(a) g3}1&o] R-Weibull #X& W& %4 $9 MSE: Ry, =0
(FH)LA7T EAEIA &E B¢
n k i, E\g — - —
MSES(tOVm) MSES(tO‘Os) MSES(tU_l)
A 0.08724 0.03770 0.02384
15 3 12 3494 0.08724 0.03770 0.02384
T2 A 0.04138 0.02950 0.04693
A 0.08724 0.03770 0.02384
20 A3 0.08724 0.03770 0.02384
F2] 3 0.04104 0.02926 0.04672
=AM 0.03566 0.01662 0.01088
30 3 12 SRk 0.03566 0.01662 0.01088
F2 A 0.05926 0.02805 0.04246
ZAH 0.03566 0.01662 0.01088
20 344 0.03566 0.01662 0.01088
T2 0.02217 0.02615 0.04566
<E 6>(b) €3l&o] R-Weibull #E& W& 799 MSE: R, =01
(FR)exte} dshg BEAAY 7F 019 BS
n k t, i - - :
MSE{t40) MSEg45) MSE(i,,)
A 0.08179 0.04057 0.02654
15 3 12 SRk 0.06962 0.03485 0.02350
T A 0.05233 0.09747 0.11363
A 0.07884 0.03908 0.02566
20 EEE 0.06894 0.03443 0.02319
T3 0.05230 0.09743 0.11358
A1 0.06513 0.03077 0.01898
30 3 12 Gk 0.04656 0.02266 0.01465
F213 0.04782 0.09542 0.11199
AR 0.06085 0.02885 0.01792
20 34 % 0.04568 0.02222 0.01438
2] # 0.04779 0.09539 0.11196
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<E 6>(c) d3H&o] R-Weibull £X& wWE 249 MSE @ Ry, =10

(ZR)exatet datg BFAAFY W7 1.04 A%
n k t H — — =
‘ MES t0.0l) MES(tO.OS) MS’ES(tO.l)
A 0.37971 0.21016 0.13238
15 3 12 GESES] 0.25866 0.13693 0.08694
Sk 0.44125 0.39524 0.35273
A 0.35731 0.19562 0.12284
20 Bk 0.25179 0.13285 0.08421
SRk 0.44100 0.39499 0.35249
A 0.44139 0.24134 0.14831
30 3 12 Bk 0.29501 0.15008 0.09040
XA 0.44227 0.39476 0.35140
2413 0.41515 0.22372 0.13665
20 SRk 0.28693 0.14532 0.08734
213 0.44212 0.39463 0.35127
d AeRgE 43tk &, @318 R-Weibull Arch
BEYXE g 29 £44 P 9381 23t A, BEAF 45 FollA AF BEHEol
g O A EE JHEete HEskr] Wl F AT BEE U2 AFY FHEEE 53
el vls) BAAH o] A "ol it T BEEXE w23, AFY E3Eo| Reciprocal
48 Axg aoksld M AT} ZAbE Wy Weibull ¥ & w24, AFo FHEFEE Weibull
TOB 7 R,9 A7]¢ FHSHA 7 e BYXE fags 3L o83ty gstgol F £EE
MSEE Hlawd Hom Azrl 2T x4 oz E o) BRSO} RI45E 74K BAA R
27 93 #g B Fa ok a2y 2237 AP b, elal A g, A ez A3
o AFFTAANNE SV 2dE A gen, = FAAH dAxE 7esltt

|
53 Byt 2 3% 0% AW} Holdn AL

AT} plAVIN R TE A9
}

A Y 2% 24050 EAT AR, =01%
) BA5E Ha F4sn goh 2w 9
Z434E <X 6>9 3894 103E U HEZE
she} AR7L AUD <F 5>8 W grATF BE
BS99k 2ol SAHFE BE Ao UE &
e )AA gm 9
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B3 o] e et ge 978 S9
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Q219 9GS Hetslr] $iste] exkgt g3E
A vl7F 543 vl &2 A wo] A 7Hx]
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