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S A X o]2Y] Fxof theh o] HEF xR thget Fo] AFE o] itk (Lee, 1979; Sarhan¥}
Balakrishnan, 2007; Balakrishnan3} Lai, 2009

Freund (1961) E@o|X+= 534 (dynamic) 2 2918 183t 7] AFE Fsg=d], A4+ £
x5 w=2e Ala" Yo F BES aestal, sl Bl 13 g wf ywA] BEe] 13Eol
78 B8 /49 oliF ASEES FESUT. olHd RS s, H2 Leed) Cha
(2014) = REo| 5 Bxr} Qojo] RS mes 492 RUg Ause ojieg Rxo) B3 d1s

+a stk

=

ST, WA AEZA ot Al2HS] THE B o] IubH o R wie Bielal, ofe] glo] FAl
TR TS = 7 Adon, oI A dFe T Ee 2A5S 13 R RdYo] FR3}
ok olefl B AFofA ofe] a<le] FAl sl FFE FHUA, T 2717} el w54
o7 Wslehs o Haol #st AFE s B AFeME s 4T T 8Qdew, AdA
A g el (i)stte] 7RAIS Aoyt o] e w Qg o] JRAG §Fo 1% TN F
7d (i) 5 T4 (i) BERE 2Ed 2 £E2 LT o)E 2AS5E BF X F 7HA ol
X BYE nesta, oiF FHEEE T =3 dold T BEYS AR Hlusiy, o2 HH
BojAlE HNF (maximum)Z} H A FF (minimum) ] #2E Ww stz sk

B =52 4L v 2k Al 2804 A WA ol Byl 33 AFE gt A 3%

2. 28 1
o] Mg §)3lo] £ REFor 7Y NAEL R o F REY £Ho IS FE 8
AES BF EAsA =3 2o

N

(i) AA 9l (static) 87 stollAle] A" 1%
(i) Ztzte] BZo] =5 h o7 22sH= %7 (shock)o] 93+ 17

Eela 87 £70] HBH0z THE o) 84 SolA HsATiR S5

o .
(a2) Bhte] FFo]l 17 U ol Holde FEF9 ~EH A £ §3} (load)E 7 A A2

2 dolole BE £8g uE Atk 7HE Ak
olAl olHE QUAES BT ZFel= ojsk SHESZE W} WIS 7)eetnA} st A, AlA
go] 7}EEE 2EH A B £E2E ALY FENHS 72 TA, o9 FEUEIS (pd)E
m(z)et &b Z = 19 7IARA FEolA A= (1) “BARJA B st AR ugre 7 B
1, 8% 20] wpet 2FE F5 M) ()2 FAHE, dH0R FAHFFo] Z = 22 FoljA
7 RE L B 29 s e 4
M OEE2N0) (2.1)

2 Fojdrka 7pgsict. 2l (2.1)0] AAFH e B AlF ool AEEA A de o]
€5 = vg¥E2F (proportional hazards model)ol] d|F3tc} (Leed} Kim, 2013). &% =744
(shock process) &= 2Edx 3749 ¢F Z9F FAsThAL 7Hgstn, B& 107 93FE T+
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ZA1(t) + B1 + Biz, 2A2(t) + B2 + P12

f
N
N

Fubebat
Ao A4 (a2)% o9 FEALE FHT A A ASHAZ A ol A3kl &
_7,].7§ (covariate process)oll o3 Hol== 2 AF WFETTo} 2AF AET ol st 2
= ). o shujel Alamlo] AW Mk B SolA A5 AT AReha, 1
A ML 822 FUE GEAR (Z(),6 > 0} YehlAh 2el3 2e8 A2ge
- olE Bl W EEAE {Z(1),t > 0} Al wet AFsHA MEtele o F
79 (load) T AR WA 9 A 5L Liehd 5 3l
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Pt<T<t+At|Z(s)=2(s), 0<s<t, T >t)
r(t|z(s),0 < s <t) = lim .
At—0 At

2748 13E gt FHF A {Z(0),t > 0} 7F AR okl ARHA Hol, 1A
042 T A stollA o] e P3| shke] FEFA] B & 4 k. wEtA ol FF 1
A5 A (failure rate process)’(¥+ random failure rate) ]?/} :_PD}. B} 2pA| 8 AFeH2 Kebir
(1991), Aven3} Jensen (1999), Finkelstein®} Cha (2013)& #=3}7] vttt 13d ojgst =27AR
aFEe 7|Z2Ee 208 AL F4E v 2ol vERdt

P(T > t|Z(s) = z(s),0 < s < t) = exp (—/0 r(w|z(s), 0 <s < w)dw) . (2.2)

Cha$} Mi(2007, 2011)o AL 9ol A 7<8 248 148 T4 A=A mde] A8ste] Tk
3} Shock®2 g o} t}2 & Utﬂoﬂ #3t A= 28strt.

olA] B =RoAe AT myPog Eolebr, 71 (a2)dl thE FEEFHS A S }ﬁh;} 744
a2)ol] 9afo] shte] HEo] wA Lpw Yolgls HES AEFHA B 2
Fo #e dEAITA 7t ol2d THe FHerE =Y 3
e X198 Xo 2 YehAt o] Ffole ofd o] srel =
TRl S Uehll= S5 ele & 5 ok wEkA folo] Al
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R THESh Lol AT, S 1 ($F 2711200 AU AW U(0) =1 (8a(9) = 1) 2
skal vbdof] B35 1 (5 2)7h t/‘]’ﬁ"ﬂ FE Ol o’ W (t) =0 (V1) = 0)& AT}, Hej4
=109 i=2,i=2097=1% A5 22 A4 (a2)0] U BERPo T YL =
Qe
ri(t|U;(s) =1,0< s <t; Z = 2)
EAlim Pl< X; <t+At¥;(s)=1,0<s<t, X;>t, Z=2)
=2zXi(t) + Bi + P12, 1 =1,2, 2> 0, (2.3)

ri(t|P;(s) =1,0 < s <u; U3(s) =0, u < s < t; Z = 2)
= lim PE<X; <t+AHT;(s) =1,0< s <u;Wi(s) =0, u<s<t, X;>¢7=z2)

At—0

=ai(u, t —u)zAi(t) + Bi+ Bz, t >u, 1 =1,2, 2> 0, as(s,w) > 1, s,w>0. (2.4)

P20l 2E s,w > 00 thato], ai(s,w) > 1o]th. wehA 4 (2.4)F siAsi 2, st
g B A 2 A9 A (2.3)00 Hlste] BHQ B StollAe] AdH 1
g 7Fedol ST & 4 Jnk 9 4 (24)04 Hx 1 Bl AEHSAI Ol thE 2 W
g AL, ol e eI ez RY A Azt tig Bk W “w R
23} 2 Ak dE S0, U Hx Fu 1 T AIRke] SRl wet S71e 2Ed 20 754
7 AR AAA = ai(s,w)E woll thste] S7ksoF skar 3 2 oA Al H9 au(s, w)= well Thato]
Zaefol gtk ojgh HielA Hx FEol 1 A A =% UM aEd2e] 2 HA
ASHAl = (s, w)t soll thato] FrhslloF st withz 3 FNA Y au(s, w)E soll thsko] Zas)
of gty W3], BE s,w > 09 thate] 4] (2.4)o0 A au(s,w) = 19 = X 8+ Xo7F b2 X9
X3 Al HW%}
Al A (23), 4 (2.4)9 dujE Hot AU siAsEAL o] S fste] tha} 22 Failure Rate
Order?] 713 A7)3kt}

9] 2.1 (The Failure Rate Order) 2°] obd FEWs 7,8 Zo7F 2Ujd$9l Bxd4E 7AW,
IZE FLE 47 () ro(H) 2 M w), TS W= Failure Rate Order®] ojujol|A] Z, 7}
ZyRo} Atial St} ( Zy <y ZpEF £7)3})

BE te (0,00)°0 sk, ri(t) > ra(t).

2] (2.3)3 4 (2. 4)4 X19} Xool B3t 32 the7} Zo] Failure Rate Order?] 7)de] 71% 3k
X1 X390 vlus o Kok dud siAs & 4 QU

(X7)P3(s) =1, 0<s<u, ¥3(s) =0, s> u, X; >u, Z=2)
> (Xi|Pi(8) =1, 0<s<u, U;(s) =0, s >u, X; >u, Z=2z), forall u>0.

X7 o] 208 AL}
P(X7>t¥:(s) =1, 0< s <u,T3(s) =0, s >u,X; >u,Z =z)

t—u
= P(X] > t|X{ >u) =exp (—/ (zAi(u+w) + B + Blg)dw> ,1=1,2,
0
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Bl 4 (23)7 4] (24)9) 23 APPSR, A (22)° Aste] X, & thew g 27

P(X; >t|U;(s) =1, 0<s<u, ¥3(s) =0,s > u, X; >u, Z = 2)
= exp (f/ - (ai(u, w)zAs(u +w) + B; + ,Blg)dw) , 1=1,2.
0
thgel Aol AHR maol FZse]l Xi9 X, AVRTE ANGLA Bk o) Falo]

X198 Xo9 A% A2} A FELETTE 42 S(z1,22)8 f(71, 22) 2 YERH L X8 Xo7h
Zhof] st 2 A2} FEDETS Sx, (21), fx, (1) Sx, (22), fx, (22)E FHHEIA}; St

g2l 2.1 X198k X9 ZRAAELS Sz, 22)€ Tt 2ol FoXth

S(z1, 23) :/Ooo |:/x2{z)\1(u)+,31}exp (f‘/oxz_u(ag(u,w)z/\2(u+w)Jr,Ber,Bu)dw)

Xexp<f
+exp(—

S(wr, 22) = /Ooo U (Aa(u) + B2} exp ( - /Omru(al(u, w)2A (w4 w) + B1 + ﬁm)dw)

Xexp<f
+exp<—

29 S(z1,72)E

u

(221 (w) + 2o (w) + Br + B2 + 512)dw) du

T2

S— "

(A1 (w) 4+ 2z (w) + B1 + B2 + Blg)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < z1 < z2.

u

() + 22ali) + 51 + o + fra)d )

1

S— —

(A1 (w) + 2z (w) + B1 + B2 + ﬂlg)dw>} m(z)dz, for 0 < z2 < 1.

P(X1 > z1, X2 > x2) :/ P(X1 > x1, X2 > 22|Z = 2)w(2)dz,
0
o]jr_

P(Xl > 1‘1,X2 > 1‘2|Z: Z) = P(X1 > $17X2 > 1‘2|Xik < X;,Z:Z)P(Xf < X;‘Z:Z)
+P(X1 > 21, Xe > 22| X7 > X5,Z =2)P(X] > X5|Z =2)

71 A,
P(X1 > 21,X2 > 22| X < X3, Z = 2)

:/ P(Xl > x1, Xo >$L‘2‘Xik <X;, Xf =u, Z:Z)fo|Xi*<X§, Zfz(u)du. (2.6)
0

P(X1 > x1,Xe > 22| X7 > X5, Z=2)

:/ P(Xy > a1, Xz > w2l XT > X3, X3 =, Z = 2)fxsxooxs, zee(udu. (2.7)
0
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P(X1 > l’l,XQ > $2|X1* = X;, 7 = Z)
:/ P(X1 > .Z‘l,XQ > $2|Xf = X; =u, Z = Z)fXS‘XT:XZ*’ Z:Z(u)du. (28)
0

(Casel) 0 < x1 < z22H3L 78812t u < o1t 22 < udl woll Wit £F 10] 2322 uAlHoA 1L
Z dthe 24 st 2AF 2 A2 v 2ol BulsHA ol

. N y 0, u< a1,
P(Xl > x1, X2 >$2|X1 < X5, Xi| =u, ZIZ):

1, 2 < u,

229l woll tiske], 4] (2.3)3F 4] (2.4)04 2] =15 aFEFl tiet 7HE o5t

P(X1>x1,Xo > 22| X] < X5, X{ =u,Z =2)=P(Xo > x| X] < X5,X] =u,Z =2)
=P(X2 > z2|¥1(s) =1,0< s <u,Uy(s) =0,s > u, Xo >u,Z = z)

To—u
= exp (—/ (a2 (u, w)zA2(u + w) + B2 + ﬁlg)dw) , 1 <u < x2.
0

BT Z =27 FOIAAL X7 < X37F FoIR B¢

Ixyixp<xg.z=2(u)

~ A{zM(w) + B exp (= [ (2A1(w) + 2h2(w) + B + B2 + Prz2)dw)
- P(X7 < X3, Z=2) m(2).

dhEol, B 27h uAlHolA WA 29 drke 24 S, 4% 2F 4E ¥

A~
- vl

y . o 0, u < z2,
P(X1 >I1,X2 >CL‘2|X1 >X2,X2 =u, Z:Z):

17 UZ:EQ,

o]j_

Ixgixrsxz,z=2(u)

_ {zA2(u) + B2} exp (— fou (A1 (w) 4+ 2A2(w) + B1 + B2 + ﬂm)du)) -

P(X; > X3,Z =2) (2)-
B, HE 13 HE 271 wABOA BAG) 27 ek 2ol E 2A% AT AEReE
* * * O?u < 21727
P(X1>x1,Xe > 22| X =X, X =u,Z=2)=
Lze < w,
o];r_

Ixyixr=x3,2=2()

~ AB2Yexp (= [y (2A(t) + 2Xa(t) + B1 + B + Pi2)dw) (2)
- P(X;=X3, Z=2) ’
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oA oA Qo2 Aol 1zHe] 4] (25)~4 (28)& AT T}t go| AFVERSE g

L

Storan) = [ [ / fz{zw) + 1} exp (— [ ntu et w) + e+ prajiu

N——

X exp ( - /u(z)\l(w) + 22X (w) + B1 + B2 + 612)dw> du
0

+ exp ( — /12 (A1 (w) + 22 (w) + B1 + B2 + ﬂlg)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < z1 < z».
0

(Case 2) 0 < o < 212k 7FSIAL (X1, X1)9F (X, X3)9] i3to] A= Bl 0]7] njeo] t}eg

22 4 9.
oo x] x1—u
S(x1,22) = / {/ {zA2(u) + B2} exp ( — / (a1 (u,w)zA1(u+w) + B1 + Blg)dw)
0 x2 0
X exp < — / (zA1(w) + zAs(w) + B1 + B2 + ﬁm)dw) du
0
1
+ exp ( — / (A1 (w) 4+ 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + Blz)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < zp < x7.
0
O
N Qoj7 AREEY F2B SRS AhAso] opfeks Apdolth. BEH FA0] Sjalel ¥
BZo] Ao nd D 4 QOBE 5y = z,dd0Ae] BEZE o] 00] olUtt watA 23S
S48 e o o] Jolo] U WEFSE WER Ve D27k 9Tk X, 9 Xaol ik A%
FEUEFSE T3} 2o] Folirh.
HRAE 2.1 X19 Xp8 2REELUETTE v 2k

flz1,m2) = /Ooo {{Zh(ﬂﬂl) + B1H{az(z1, 22 — 21)2A9(72) + B2 + Pi2}
X exp ( — /012_11 (az2(z1,w)zAa(x1 +w) + B2 + ﬁlg)dw)

X exp ( — /361 (zA1(w) + zX2(w) + B1 + B2 + Blz)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < z1 < z2.
0

f(w1,22) = /Ooo {{ZM(M) + BeHai (2, 21 — w2)2A (21) + B1 + Bi2}
X exp ( — /011—12 (a1 (z2, w)zA (2 + w) + B1 + ﬁm)dw)

X exp ( - /962 (zA1(w) + zA2(w) + B1 + B2 + /312)dw)} 7w(z)dz, for 0 < z2 < 1.
0

[z, x) = /OOO {{ﬂlﬂexp (— /Oz (2M1(w) + zA2(w) + B1 + B2 + Blz)dw>] 7(z)dz.



718 Juyoung Kim - Ji Hwan Cha

29 11 < 2252 11 > 220049 AREELETS f(z1,22)E

82
flzr,m2) = 8x18x25($179€2)
o] A Ao 2lto] dojA 4= QU EI 2y = 22 = 2 G0N AFFEUETTE FALY 9 U
Wz Aelol] o3t nFe pA|A7A] wHPHA O}OFOFUPJ% zAIF A FEA =40 At FA|
Lgo] £t 0% AT BHES TEY How, 24 AT} o] Aol 0

S(z1,22)00 A 1 = 0= 22 = 022 5T, FHEZES A
(e}

[e]
= S
Sx,(x1), Sx, (22) 3 FEUETSE fx, (21), fx, (22) & T2 B2
B2AT 2.2 X8} X9 FHEZIFELS o33 o] Fo| Atk

Sx, (1) = /Ooo M {(2ha(u) + B2} exp(— /Oxl_u (a1 (1, )2 (u + w) + Br + ﬂlz)dw>

xexp(—
+exp(—

Sxafen) = [ [ / " (w) + B exp (— |7 ottt )+ o +512>dw)

u

(2A1(w) + 2Ao(w) 4 B1 + B2 + Bm)dw) du

Tl

o— —

(A1 (w) + zAo(w) + B1 + B2 + 512)dw):| m(2)dz.

X exp ( )+ 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + 612)dw) du
+ exp (

z/\1 )+ 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + /5'12)dw)} m(z)dz.

fx; (z1) / [/ ) + B2 e (u, x1 — w)zAi(z1) + B + P12}
X exp ( /0 (o (u, w)zA1(u+w) + f1 + /5'12)dw)
X exp ( _ /Ou(le(w) + 2ho(w) + B + Bz + ﬂlz)dw) du

+{zA1(21) 4 B1 + Br2} exp < - /011 (221 (w) + 2h2(w) + B1 + P2 + ﬁm)dzu)]w(z)dz.

faen) = [ | [T 0000 + 81} (anlu22 — wzdaaa) + a + s}
X exp < _ /Ozru(arz(u, w)2 o (u + w) + Ba + B12)dw)
X exp < - /Ou(le(w) + 2ha(w) + Bu + Ba + ﬁlg)dw) du

+ {2ha(@2) + B2 + Pz} exp < - /0 (2A1 (w) + Ao (w) + B + B + ,312)dw>] (2)dz.
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Model I|A & F F3&ol| #5282 2-§ste F40] T3t 7ol a7
WA HH =3 FE A T4 o8] 2 ofW FEe] o] WA o] o= o3l ﬁ%]—‘.?l <
A2 ods] SARTL 7Pttt webs, A8 29 FE o] AdA aFoly F&F 1w
FE A S0 2ste] R o|Fol® FFHA FHAAL o] -S| EATto] FF 29] 1ol I
FE vtk AR Model IIoA = F Fgoll #8428 28l S240] T3 F fEFo] 5L
Al A AR 1 UA FA el F5HA SH0 o8kA] gF2 ofd Fimol o] MR o] F o
€ olEe 35A SARE2 EASHA devtal 7HE wEkA] o] Aol dE Y FF 1o
AAA 7Folut Fi 1ollw 2 viA= F400 gsto] 17 Hrhd o]Fole FE AU 447l
TASHA] Foemz FEAA FH0] FF 28] 1ol FFe AA gtk o BFL oE =Y
e £ RN 3| wEE ¢ vk REIF BE AESA 9L wole o5 vF ¥FoR
AR EAI AP Aol EABHA, F5 7 AL T 3 Abro] Abgetal Ui R FF &5 AA7E 9
= T ReBE FA AN Aol AR Aok mebs HollA Vet By F e S el 1L
Fud yuA] 250 u3E e 72 B olEt 35 $4AEe] AEE 00E vEEs 2Y
EA], Model [ET} 5 52 23olgt & ¢ Qi) o] ¢ Bdlg 3oz 7]&3ol glojAfel A
ol 4] (2.3)3 4] (2.4)° Yow, o] 452 Model 1A thg3} Zo] A= o of gt}
ri(t|Pi(s) =1, 0<s<t; Z=2)
EAI?BDP(t<Xi <t+AHU;(s) =1, 0<s<t, Xi>1t,7Z=2)
=2X(t) + Bi + Bi2,1 =1,2,2 > 0, (3.1)

ri(t[P3(s) =1, 0<s<u;T3(s) =0, u<s<t;Z = z)
AlimOP(t<Xi§t+At\\IJg(s):I,Ogsgu;\llg(s):o, u<s<t X;>t Z=z)
5

=a;(u,t —u)zAi(t) + Bi, t >u, 1 =1,2, 2> 0, a;(s,w) > 1, s,w>0. (3.2)
4 (B0 ¥ 4 5], po) BE AFHT I8 ol FEAY F A0l 24 4 +
20 48 A, A (3:2)014 o] Shye] BEo] TR AL 1 o) Folis ZEHY F70] 24
32 ¢ OPH ol e B2 9o TS vIXA Z=vk. Model 119 A3AST+= o3 2]

Aol Ak
Ae] 3.1 X 19 Xo0] BRAHETS S(z1,22)E TR 2o] FoATh
S 7 _ o0 xrQ A _ ro—u 7 A d
(x1,2) /0 {/ {z 1(u)+51}exp< /0 (a2 (u, w)zAz(u + w) + B2) w)
X exp ( )+ 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + Blz)dw> du
0

+ exp ( / (A1 (w) + 22 (w) + B1 + B2 + ﬂlg)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < z1 < z».
0
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(a1, ) = /oo {/“{m( )Jrﬂz}exp(f/oxl_u(al(u,w)z/\l(quw)+/31)dw)

X exp < / )+ 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + /3’12)dw> du
z/\

+ exp 1(w) 4+ 2z (w) + B1 + B2 + Blg)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < z2 < a1
Z: Ay 219 297 2o}z <u < 229 woll Tk, A (3.1)3} Al (3.2)49 =
Fhol thst 717g ol €] &t

AR 1%E
P(X1>x1,Xe > x| X < X5,X1 =u,Z=2)=P(Xo> x| X] < X5, X{ =u, Z=2)
=P(Xz > z2|W¥1(s) =1, 0<s<u, ¥i1(s) =0, s>u,Xo>u, Z=2)

(— e (c2(u, w)zA2(u + w) + BQ)dw> , 1 < u < X2
0
2 Zoldh UnA Fe

4e] 2.19 S FLsirt
X198} Xool t&shs 23 SEUETTE that 2o] Folint
Hz2A 3.1 X, 9 X, Agesu s ke gt

Flaran) = [ [GMGon) + i Has(or s — )2dalan) + )
X exp ( _ /O " (a1, w) (21 + w) + 52)dw)

+ exp ( — /011 (zA1(w) + zA2(w) + B1 + B2 + /312)dw>:| m(z)dz, for 0 < z1 < x2

flana) = [ [{z&(u) T B} (2,21 — 22)20 (1) + B}
X exp ( - /011—22 (a1(z2, w)zA (2 + w) + ﬁ1>dw)

+ exp ( — /m (zA1(w) + zX2(w) + B1 + B2 + ,Blz)dw)} m(z)dz, for 0 < z2 < 1
0

fl@z) = /O ” {{,612} exp (- /O T M) + 2ha() + B+ Bo + Blz)dwﬂ (2)dz.

O
X119+ Xo8 FRRETTEL ] 310049 4T R A 78 + e

[
f
ok
&£
ot

kv

4. ¥]3 9+ (Comparisons)

480 A= 283} 384 tHEYE Model I3} Model 1S ¥ dH= BAE TREE 3l o] E 9]
Sto] 94 o237 22 Usual Stochastic Order?] 7)

3 2%
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9] 4.1 (The Usual Stochastic Order) EWs 7,9 Z,7F X 45 27 G1(H) Y Ga(t) (313
A& G119 G2(1)E 7H2 of, T3-S whE31H Usual Stochastic Orderd] g mjolA] Z; 7} Zo W
ok Atk stk (( 2y <o ZoF 7131}

BE te (—oo,00)0 th3te, Gi(t) > Ga(t) (F

G
T rdol H|wE 93te], HYA Model 4, ¢ = 1,119 FE5HS, 2FAE < =

2 X{l s xS (21, 22), s&?l(m),s@;mx i = 1,22 Yepjr2 stk g Aels X x)

i =1,29 =7]Z Usual Stochastic Order?] 7§ 3ol 7|23} v s},

g2l 4.1 o #A7H 4-E T

r]o

X7[1] Sst XJ['2]7 .7 = 17 2.

olX

g H BAAE Heol7] sk

Sgg (mJ) < Sgl (mj)7 VCEJ‘ >0, J: 1,2,

]

Hold Htr}. HxA7 222 HE
S (21) = /Oo { " ha(u) + Ba} exp ( - /Iliu(al(u,w)z)\l(u +w)+ B+ Blz)dw)
0 0 0
X exp ( — / (zA1(w) + 220 (w) 4+ B1 + B2 + Blg)dw) du
0
+ exp < — /11 (zA1(w) + 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + Blg)dw)} m(z)dz (4.1)
0
2 FojAH, T3 A7 3.1 o]-§3},
S (z,) = Oo[zl A x<— T (o, w) 2\ d)
@) =[] [Ten@ e (= [T @ wr )+ s
X exp ( (A1 (w) + 2o (w) + B1 + B2 + ﬁlg)dw> du
o
+exp ( (w) + 2A2(w) + 1 + P2 + ﬂm)dw)]ﬂ(z)dz. (4.2)

A (4D A (42)2 vwEE 47
SY (21) < 8% (21), Va; >0,

Qe B9 4 ek O

2

ol Al F oA FEWS X1 9 X29] &gk (minimum) ¥} it (maximum) S W dHe £
5

£ ThRouAl olEd RAlL A o olAE AYUALUN WUA LD FYL WLk A
=4 BURoR Fa%

Agstel, ABRPN AL AYRPIFAN B8 AF ARL vashe A=
FAGlTh A Xi9} X,9] A A7 BelstellE thes] AES A8 4 stk

el 4.2 v A7 4T

min{le , Xél]} =st min{X1[2] ) Xf] h

4
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A7NN 71T “Z1 =5 Z2v T FEHTY

£ 598

BE

et

o}.

M
o

%% AE 212 7H,
P(min{XM xI"} > 2) = s(z, 2)

= /0"0 exp(— /Ozl (zA1(w) + 2A2(w) + B1 + B2 + fiz)dw)n(2)dz,

7 ZojAn, A 31025 Pmin{ X, X1} > 2) = §B (2, 2) 94 Bda Aoz AojRS 47
sla 4 glek O
webd T EdoA SEWS X 9 X0 Hage] REE S99 < 4 k. oh At s
X119} X298 H s vl et 235 AlA S
A= 4.3 o HA7E 4 Feiet
max{ X" X[} <, max{x x['}.
33 max{X}, X}'} o AEPsE
Pmax{x", x"} > 2) = (x> 2 or X[V > 2)

=PXM>a)+ x>z - P(xM > 2, x> )

= S5 (@) + 5K, (@) = s (@, 2),
THH 2 max{X{, X5} o AEgeE

P(max{X{", X}} >2) = 5% (2) + %, (2) - ¥ (=, 2),
2 Fo|Ah A 413 A7 4.29 2F4E 23 A 4.39 AAE 4L 5 Sk a
5.4 2
B AN ofe] R9l0] FA0] £Ho] FFL FHA, o] 2717} 4ol wet FHo= W

stehe 41214 23 (reliability model)o] B8k A5 SaaIch. $90] JFE & 29002, Al
A 143t o] shkel AAle) Aol mFo = gk Tof Aol thet A~ F71, IR $7,
aelw AE B 2B £5E SA0 DA o F 5L BE e T A B S 2

HolL, o)W 4 BES FESTh A WA
shock processt 143 £Aste] A £E] mgef FEFL 7]
el Rzo] 24 olFoli BEA FARHL EAIB

g vA)7) gheth Ea ol El

Hagke) RES lwstun o

9l ]
ol ek Be AAe] AEBoIY AL Fh B4 TS 9 LEo B A7 S}
£ FAlolTh 53], olg] 29l0] SAlo] 49l G F 4 glon, ol @ Yo el Jol
o 5Aoz Wash 49, o) JPL Fr BE 8UASL N 2HEE RdYo] Dasjrh o
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of # ATAL CHFR BAY g AAELS TP SYLEe| B ATE SARAL. FF o
Tl 2 AN ALY RESE A o7, 4F B4, APRY 59 Rolol A4 ATE

3= Aol o 9= F5 A7 H 2t 7l dieh
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Abstract

Under variable complex operating environment, various factors can affect the life-
times of systems. In this research, we study bivariate reliability models having multiple
dynamic competing risks. As competing risks, in addition to the natural failure, we
consider the increased stress caused by the failure of one component, external shocks,
and the level of stress of the working environment at the same time. Considering two
reliability models which take into account all of these competing risks, we derive bi-
variate life distributions. Furthermore, we compare these two models and also compare

the distributions of maximum and minimum statistics in the two models.

Keywords: Bivariate distribution, conditional failure rate, joint distribution, maximum

and minimum distributions, Poisson shock process.
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