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8 ¥
Abstract: Fault localization has theoretically been proven to be NP-hard. This paper takes a weighted bipartite
graph, as fault prqpagatic;n model, and proposes a heuristic fault localization algorithm based on Bayesian suspected
degree (BSD)*to reduce the computational complexity. It introduces a metric of BSD, which needs only to be
calculated once, and uses incremental coverage, which makes the algorithm a low computation complexity
O(|F|x|S]). Simulation results show that the algorithm has a high fault detection rate as well as low false positive
rate and performs well even in the presence of unobserved and suspicious alarms. The algorithm, which has a
polynomial computational complexity, can be applied to a large-scale communication network.
Key words: fault management; fault diagnosis; fault localization; fault propagation model; Bayes’ fo‘rmula
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AR PO 1R 52 2 P o S B R Sl s A 50 3o R T B A TV 5 A M e W 11 R A T T R Ok
Wit o 307 099 B FE L 45 14 55 W o T35 MM 55 0 v R e R v S T A v A PR O R s S TR
Ml 45 g 2 7 A g i 28T o () 3 A 0 R 7 A R e Y R 5 ) 7 X A PR, T R 5 R i
SME B A (2) MR R A RIS T A AN o Mk O LA S R O B A PR (3) e LA A e B A
WO T 2 | R A A KT A AR U PR (4) AR 2 R AMEAE IR B b HAS BEAE SR AR AR L 3 (5)
WM A B REE R B BLF. BA . Rogiess b, ik ] G476 N W A0 R 3 Pk A2 B (6) A5 9 A /] — I
Z FT R 7] I A7 2 AN W, LR IR AR A G — 2 5(7) 7 40 T80 46 01 5 0 46 ) o 8 s o 8 e o6 REE & AN A D,
A e B Al I R 5 (8) W s 7 1 AR A % R R P 1) W 2 A7 LI WA Ol NP-Hard i) 1),

1 B3 I i s 5 A B R ©L 4 4E SDH/WDM (space division multiplexing/wavelength division multiplexing)® ™.
9 4% BIp IS5 W V4% iy T IA 17 AR P S P 20k R B 3 SR o (L) 000 3035 0 4% 0 B30 0 5 A7, 3 et
BEERE D45 2 55 W 4% 3 B I B e A6 (2) BT 0 4 24 2 9050 2 10 A B, = B TR s A7 TR 4% R In) A (3) K
%2 S A 52 P (1 190 9% W I A B 00 5 (4) B 4 ek T FRLARL, AN R [ I 2% A 2 A e, AS i U G {1 A 2
IR IXBEHOR TR AN R AL 2 B 5 Ml 45 1 225K B 3G 2% NGN(next generation network)35 % ﬂ‘iﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁé,
WL 52 AV R AR T B R (1) o I S R e A AN R A S i 675 (2) AR LA D 4 R 45 R B
T 11D i AR R LA SR AR 5 (3) 5 R S o I % Bl 45 (1 A2 % R 7 A éEﬁTﬁéﬁE%ﬁ%‘FﬂﬁﬁE‘J‘%ﬁ%;
(4) FLATH v 1A W B A W0 S R ATR 5 A 265 () fﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁf&ﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁ%‘% S, T A A2 XA {5 M 55 1) i b
SV B K. *

AR FE Sy H R T I A o5 RN 3R L ﬁ%%bﬂﬁﬂ’ﬂ'i%\%@lf’ﬁﬁvﬁﬂﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬂ,%&T*%‘F%?')\'”Jr
S AL 1 i3 % 3 e e 7 B vk, X

AICE 1 %‘ﬁ?’dﬁ&l‘fﬁ%ﬁI‘ﬂE‘EWHﬁEﬁﬁIVE.Eﬁ 2 5SRO = Jy PR DAy e A 9 SR B o 5 DL
ﬁﬁiﬁf%ﬁﬁ’ﬂéﬁﬁﬁﬂ%‘%ﬁﬁ&.% 3 7RSI RY RS VE AT O BLIZH 0 SE 5 45 SIEAT A AT RN 5 4 TR gh
%iﬁ%&ﬁ*?ﬁﬁ?{lﬁ.

1 #HxIE

TR 7 157 SUPR b 45 %SG 1% (alarm correlation).  [] B 2 (problem determination) B AR Y& i i 43 17 (root cause
analysis), & Fi5 i izt 23 47 U0 I 21 14 JK (symptom), #k H 7= A2 35X e E K 1 B0 1F 5t PR 25 48 02 d L IR ZE DKL ERL A AN
M o BV TR 43 AT S SR A R S )T R AN I DR ) AR L BE A X ZH A IR A AR T B T AR T e
Z A W14 08 WU B (Fault hypothesis) ] BE AT 22 A WO 58 A7 5795 1 ST A7 T B (1 i A1 1 v 3 one A1k B Ak
B A AR ) e T A S AR A TR B ) AR 97 287 ES(exhaustive search)[gl,mﬁv‘*tkﬁ?"ﬁ'ﬂ 1 A s T
%,Iﬂ)ﬂﬁﬁlﬁﬁiﬁlEl(TIEJ),ﬁﬁ‘%%%‘ﬁﬁ?E?Eiﬁﬁﬁf’?ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁ’l\%’%ﬁiH@M%,Mffﬁﬂéﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ‘]%%.ﬁ
FOPHERIIL, 001 500 2 T SR ST | e

h T B R R Katzela %J\%Fﬂﬁj‘ffﬁ?ﬁZE‘J%?“ﬂ,%HﬂT\ DCMMDA(diVide and conquer maximum
mutual dependency algorithm) i (L. i2 5 i 4y R 3L PEW S L A B2 A 1) 043 Oy | S A AT B0 25
B I AE IR A B I 5 N f KM AR A8 (maximum mutual dependency) it AT 16 BRSBTS - 5 11 52 2
&4 A)A°). A Ti&*iﬁé@yﬁ%‘lﬁ;l‘lﬂﬁ,%mim SENFE T2 T ARG 4 1 R s 47 )7 ¥ (coding-based fault
Iocalization)[lo?,iiﬁ‘ifﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ%‘Hﬁlﬁj\l@1’Fi‘~3Eﬁ(K%%%’%ﬁ@,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁ Rl SR AT 4 T A i i e Bt iE JK 110
R FR R T L 35 A5 U0 T ARV (1 B X b s A T B R R B Dl (A L) xlog (| A1)} 3L A &
éﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ*ﬁﬁﬂM%Iﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&E,Iﬂﬂvﬁﬂé’%{ﬁ.ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%mE‘J%ﬁﬁ%'ﬁﬁﬁl5’%1@%1‘%@,$Jﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%
RANE WG AN ZEVE B A 5 e 1,2 W 48 738 Ak I 75 22 30 07 R 3G AR A 8. 28 77 St i e 49 O % K 1
A Steinder &5 N 51T DU T I 4 Dy i A FR AR AR F S ek 3 AP IT U R AT kPl ——BE 5734 (bucket
elimination algorithm). IBU %k (iterative belief updating algorithm). IMPE %% (iterative most probable
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explanation  algorithm)f £55 B 3EAT 3K fif, 52 2% 1 43 il A (K| APxexplA), LA, AAIAR). 7T LA 3T U5 B4 22 1)
DL IS8 o8 i 5 5 57 5 5 PR B A 2% P A SR AR . BRIt Steiindler 25 A SCHR HY TR 40 PR (i 8 B4 R R BTG
IHU £17%(incremental hypothesis updating algorithm)t™® 5292 5% FH = 41 3% 51 77 2, K 9 A8 Y 40 BT B PR AIE Y6 A5 3
R e SR A AR O AP S]) IHU S0 R S T v fi A6 (B A2 110 0 T, — 2 g {2 8% o ol o 3 Ay et
i 2 T T REAE T A, T £ AT B3 IR 55 0 592 P VR i e R 92 PR A A 6 T HIU S5 0 (1 o A, 5 2 A\
TS AR T MCA/MCA+5L3:(max covering algorithm)™M o) 503k 5 56 6 HAF Yk 48 57 ) B 1) g s 142 4
HA I 4 v R 0T AR JK S5 25 (100 IR, I N AR AR 8, 2 AL A S Y. (9 41 JB A K B v 2 B 1 BA b AR
HEMEICEE N 23 SEI AT IR | AX|SJP) MCA S5 BT 7850 % MR IR BE R W ik JK i AR 2 PSS R LA
$52 22 HE IR I B AN — 5 gl S o R A P B, M C A B2 1 5 R A A 1) i 6 Ak 236, 0 L Ak Bl o 5 2
15 T IR 465 H 110 TR 2% e = 45 LR

ARICVEAN A M7 T MR 5 HE 6 B AR T 1 % R DA S S0 2R SR T M SR A 11— - PRl A A R ) HR e T
FEF DU B 400 BE 1) ) ok 3 e e 47 4835 BSD(Bayesian suspected degree fault localization). >y 1 b 512k

B, ST MCAIMCA+ ST I:A %t HL AT 1%, ) \ \
2 WEEEMIEESEE (] 7"
21 HEEIERD \ } \- -

E%M&E\Ik%ﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬂim?WJful‘ﬂ?ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ‘ﬁéB’\MM@E%f’]‘Mﬁ:B‘JE&BﬁWﬁE%%‘IEEE*ﬁ
SRR W TG 1 57, AT 22 O 1 ) e i A 3k ﬁ%&ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁéﬁ#ﬁ%é%i’a T O3 R TR R,
ﬁ‘d‘é%‘exﬁ&B%%?%i&ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁ P TG (R BIR A AL L 0 5 R PR DG R L X i 5
e Y ) K AR i R I E‘M‘%;@ﬁ Petri o FERICOT M ARSI, st P AR R TO0 R L P IO TS
g nLLa viﬁi‘%’ﬂ“"].}?%m%’il’&l*ﬁ’ﬂ\ DT 2R PSR A K Dot 30 o 8, F AT R 0 P A e ) AHL e T AR
(T 5 53 2% PR e, 1 52 B A 5 o SR FH A ARG A /b, 3 T T LAY DAy 3k SEAE 7R (10 757 A, DR G B DR 77— s 1y gl
A8, SCHA BRI v 552 2% B2 T4 K &R

SR JH BT M B — 43 T&1 AT LU S 4 3 0k W 5 AR R 2 TR OC R OB AL — 43 B BG=(V(AUY),
E(A8),P 5P g9, AN HMBEAE, SUEIR ARV (AOS) A h B AL I8 2H B 73715 )48 E(Ax ) A bt i ) ZE IR 1)
ARSI E LS N Pe ng R b £ R R HAEIK s 2, o fe Ase SUMER Pexg9e(0,1)
IR A AR 3 PEARE Y, 2 P s s {0, L3N Ay ff s PR AL 2R AL IR I domain(si)c A& SAEJE s Kk E‘J)ﬁ’iﬁ&%’iﬁﬁ%%;
Ak s symptom(f)c SR S5 f S BT A 1EJR 4R & \ ' A

1l —ANEH 3 AN BRI R 4 AME 6 2 1 A8 8 A 4 PR F) ST 451 g B A= o, Fa B I B = {(51,55,83,
54},domain(sl):{fl},domain(sz):{fl,fz},domain(33)={f1,f3},domain(54):{f2‘f3}‘§ymptgm(f1):{51,52,53},symptom(f2)=
{32,34},symptom(f3):{53,s4},cIuster(sl):{fl,fz,fa},cluster(sz):{fl,fz,fg},éluster(sg'):{fl,fz,f3},cluster(s4):{fl,fz,f3},P;:

05 08 09 0.0 L ).
(0.005,0.01,0.008),P = 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 \

0.0 0.0~ 0.4: 0.7
ﬁi%)ﬂﬂ‘%%bﬂﬂ‘:ﬁ@ BGV”E?JE&I‘%@%*E?ﬂ(faUIt propagation model, i #k FPM),FPM=(ZSP £P ..
WA A= {1 o, BT HROR RGP A B B AEJE AR {5180, SRR R A A AL IS IS A R
BRI p(f),P={p(f)lfie A1E fi KM R HBL s FIBEE N p(siif),P s s={p(sjlf)[fic Asje S} oA &
G5 PRI LI I 1K) AE I AR, S So M AEIEMEE B 1 FIAEJE, p(filsy) 4 HH B s IR 0 2B IR 2.
2 B BITE SE bR RS0 i T 8 W TR AR NS A2 45 U R, A5 B0 e AR I AE K 28 7 AR AR A SS A
ARA Bl A A S AR 3 A R 48, T3 BUEJE AN e A 8 2 bl T W 8 . Bh il mr &8 L T4
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P Rl 2 T PR, 5 G T i 2R T R A, T BT D PR A AN L R O % AT S 5 SR P T
B HE IR A1 5 2 1 50 G B 2 s DA MR IR o3 TR AR K s K A T O AR s5 ok MEARAIE K kg FL 56 I 1) 1
BBy T 0 B X SRR, AT 5N S % e

(1) TEJEWT WL # OR,OR=|Spl/|S;

(2) EJEERZE LR(S),5€0;

(3) fEJEMEMRZ SSR(S),5€ S

0.005 0.01 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.008

Fig.1 Probabilistic weighted bipartite graph (PWBG) Fig.2 PWBG (considering OR, LR,'SSR‘)\ \é
1 A ) 2 A — 5 B (%8 OR LR,SSR)”

22 WEELEE \ \\. -

BSD ﬁ%t’l‘]i%@fﬂ%ﬁﬁfé)ﬂE?’ifﬁﬂ’ﬂ%i’)\"iﬁﬂlﬁ,?‘k:ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ%#iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@E&Kﬁ%.;ﬁ)‘(%i@t
(L8125 4BL B B ok B £ T REME. X A 7E T+, 5 25 A — Ak AR AR X B 28 AR SR 35 DU 387 28 2 A o) W 2%,
ﬁ%%%ﬂ%%%@ﬁ@wwmww%wmgiq%md&ﬂdﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%%&@kwa%%%Tﬁ@f
A1 L SEALEE A g !

J 3 DILUD)

V bsd(f,5)= ,
Y ' ZSjssymptom(f) p(f lsj)

__ p(f)p(sI )
SRS ST )

st domain(cs) A B £ SR ARIL LI 6 AOLFE ba(F, o) F IR 4 BRsg, H: 45 BB A K ANHE RS 24 g 1T
B AT RERORT K AN 4 e T A A0 (R0 6 Gy I, 30t A R T S0 1 1B 8 305 A2 e o,
Sas0= 21" symptom( ;) g IME Iy K s BB RN 2= . i

AT AET L, BSD SES R 5 MCAIMCA+ S H] R A L™ \ \
[. A () -
(1) HBAB T FPM=(ESP AP 2.: ‘\ -

\ *

(2) ATAHERAERE S S,

(3) Eﬁﬁﬁl‘ﬂ@lﬂwm%ﬁﬁ@ﬁymi@ el

@) GEJTMEROR,

(5) MEIREKRFLRE); )

(6) MEJEMEMEFSSRE).

BNy "

(1) NoiSy-OR Y HI 5| 2 AR 1) 22 /™ g8 AR EL 7, 3 LR AT — AN o £ 2% 2 #0052 SRR R 11
R

(2) gt ST A5, B AN [R] i 22 vl A B g S

II. %t
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PR T AP R (2) AR AR v AT A B I R B T RE AR S P AR R
III. AlgorithmBSD %%
1) WA
(2) S P REAMIEIR sje S AT RESRE, f i ik b T 4 A 4R, A ={flfe Fisesymptom(f)n i}
®3) ﬁmfg*m%*4MEnﬁﬁi%MﬁmmmmﬂmﬁA@m$
(4)  VHAEWAEIREE Ssp J 7
(5)  XFEEAT Bhsg P IRBELLEE th v 1) AR HEAT HE P AR IR I bsd e Bhsp T HA AT , 28 | Shsp Sl SKil=1.
o 3R1F bsd XTI f;
o AT f TR S, S=symptom(fi) s
o RSN Ssp BEEA TTIR, T union(Shsp, &) —Sbso= D, M Ssp=union(Sasp,S); Z=union( #f;).
(6) i HH B AR T AR A
2.3 BiEXMES 9 \
ﬁlmﬁw%ﬂmmA%%%%%chmme%wmmmmwmwﬁ%ﬁﬁ&fmﬁ%ﬁ 3% E X

7 VA — i T, DR 502 01 2R 4 9K Sk 5 R AR, 28 (AR 200 8 2 1
B SCE T MCA+ R4 T MU T2 B R SR G(1 G002 sy, PO ) 1F

#4308 RN (930 6 b, L1 T 0§ R AT 1 T Rl 7 2 R K I A AN 5 = A A I 1 Tt A, Y A
P AR A A ff 4 A b £ O 2 1 T BE A CA&%‘/MT%‘{EJE%E’%%H BRI DLAR T R A e X
G(f, )2 X
(1 S grsontir-s, 4~ LRE) X PG )
Zs,asymptom(f)\&'N LR(S)X p(S| f)+25 p esymptom(f)nsy SSR(S )X p(S f)
ﬁ’l‘;&)&ﬁéfﬁT{EJE%% 5 e AR g 2 A7 ) S i, (LS AN S i A A PR iy RIS £ 52 SR ) 2
G(f,sh)e M G(f, )y AFAE—SEMMA LT lim - G(f,&85,), # G(f, ), M T b 52 (L (R e 2. 53 4,

MCA HI MCA+B AR = AL &k b f )G REUR SR — S M ER symptom(f), T BOHT ) &, B2 K=D.3X
ol e KA 784 P RE IR 5 E K 2 1) FRIANTIf o M, S R T G 8 5 34 R A v Tff 3 .

2 18 3 PR 0 R K (1 500 36 M 2R A0 Ay 4% 3 WA TR R B 2R R TR R S B MR A T 1 AN 0 R R R M,
A D157 45 5 i DAIX 3 4008 BRI, o 5 30 Ak B 35 . DR, 2 ST i DL v U i 6 A 2y S AR s ST DL - S e
ABLEE 11 Ay 6 34 WU BSE (147 36 B A v DLl S0 SR ABA BB TSR T 6 32 i s 2 ) P DX 0315 A S el 1% T domakl(.éx)jiﬁﬁ@*
VAT, 5 MCAIMCA+ELIEAA L, 518 2R B v/ 17 | % 5 5 2 fﬂdM@@KH%nmmmuuﬁ&
K H Si=@E by b S50 AR SR F IR 2 S Spsp 78 1 1F h A, %TD;\ﬂﬂ m:)UEJE | 7 J 488 4% o B 3
BIRZ. \

BSD SLikAE T4 MR 43 BUREB BR 1T B A 4 w0 Y B o R DR AR L R ] 4 53 e Ay
TR ) 4 AR 22 Si2 o v 6 0 80 T L 26 e g 00 PR, DAL AR LA A 5 1K) iz Y e, R P T A9 v A5 4 4% e i
P28 ZEBE . b g5 T F PR B i P 4 i 55 % S g s 5 7 1) L.

3

3 maf%sﬁm;‘ '

31 FEXW

ARSI 5 SCHR[12, 131 ABL K 07 B PR BT, IF A 1 3 24 A 389 i, 389 00 7 e e 24 I TR RVAE S 74 Rl B ] AR 4 30
DN 10 PR I i) i B2, 6 6 0 357 PR K B X I ) g o 3K Al 98 i, B 22 i SR v SR P S8 18 4 T et 2 s P AR
LI VR 1R 5 42 S U 3 52 B 190 2% A I3

17 FLIRBE 4 AL R
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(1) P4 kb CreateNetwork(NodeSize);

(2) HEAE IR R R AE B CreateFSRelation(SymptomORY);

(3)  HelE A7) 4L i bk CreateCase(GenCaseNumber,LR,SSR);

(4) RV R e Ak FindRootCause(AlgorithmName).

AR EF Ky AlgorithmMCA, AlgorithmMCA+#T AlgorithmBSD.

T &, CreateNetwork(NodeSize) A= jil i b 5 FIAE JE A B o5k B 2C R B AL ™ £E NodeSize /4N 55 B AE Z TEARM
266,715 pet (R PR P 2 RE AL ™ A= 38 35 /N A R Kruskal #0925k HH NodeSize /N5 £ (14 35 /NAE il il i Dijkstra 507%
TR BN AR R P AT VAT B R A B R L 5 L ONRE 22 (link) A I 5 (path) O ARE . B A I Y R AR
R e VP s TR — AN B2 A T e R TR T B R Ay B AR S R T e A B B A B AR AL AR IR SR S
AR, — AN (link) & 2B 51 2 MIEJE (2 4 848 UL 8. R 40 b i b 5 800 | A=NodeSize—1,fE Jk 2 % 0
|= Cogesie

H ¥ CreateF SRelation(SymptomOR)E J bt Al 745 1 J6 4 2 1 5 AL RS ME 6 B Pl P P IR
(0.001,0.01) #1382 7341 P s I AN (0, 1) (K135 2] 53 A1, 24 P s I 0 8K 1 Hﬁ,/}%ﬁaﬁmﬁ‘rﬂﬁﬁé.ﬁm}é,%?ﬁ%\gﬁ OR, M
SHBELIE B0 5 B 5 0 000 10 JE S5, 18 OR=]pl | () - "

P&k ,CreateCase(GenCaseNumber,LR,SSR): ik GenCaseNumber 4> ﬁ{%ﬁiﬂﬁiﬁiﬁ P AE B i T
CL2e 7= A (s £, 3% AR P s o AR JLAE IR A5 B symptom(F). 76 synh)tom(f)tﬁ,ﬁ%%,@\ﬁzﬂﬁ%%%z LR [ M 2 F
%K. So-symptom(f) AR IR AR S iR S 4L SSR @ﬁ%?“ﬁéﬁ?”ﬁﬂ’iﬁ%ﬁ’l‘ﬁ&ﬁ%%ﬂ%EJE%BUE&% -5 FEALIA] K&
V1) F 60 38 EL A () LA AT I B o) g 1 4% 7% o J& 22580, A B 500 AN 3 BE AL et 2 491

B%E,FindRootCause(AIgorithTNane)ﬁii AlgorithmName S92 3E 47 R 72 A7 it e A7 45 SR P e AR SCR:
FHET I I‘lﬂf?ﬂﬂ‘]ﬁ%iﬁd?ﬂﬂﬁ&.&i B SC B TS I A 1 B AR IR B, A A P AR X AR K R S o
i 5K %%%EP i 1115 P A X ) M A T A 7, DRI T 2 A W s K8 2R 1 1 0 Al 8 4 7 5 L B 858 wp O
T O S B R AN B0k 1,2,3,4,6 (1 ELAI 233k 30%,25%,20%,15%,10%.

A L AlgorithmMCA, AlgorithmMCA+ 5132 3847 Hh A B934 N A8 S, i 8 ZZDR(Ku),
VDR(), FPR(). 2 1 DR(S) = #4717 FPR(Sa) =1 47| 4.

FindRootCause(AlgorithmName) %t by (I & AN Eh m):

(1) WEERIIFDR=Y"" DR(S)/m;

(2) HWEK I 7 %:VDR= " {DR(S,) ~ DRY/m; L\

(3) WFHEIAFIFFPR=Y"" FPR(S)/m; .

(4) SRS I B E) : TimeCost. \ .

ASCRH UL L 4 WgaFR1E Jg B2 R VPAN bR At \ L\ v

S I 44 4RSI 5,10,....,100, 7K WL 422 OR KICHL 10%,50%,100%, fiEJK Z 2k 3 4 IR 0%,10%,
AIE 6 R AR AR L 096,1%. \

32 RS : a \

N RS P I 07 A R

(1) s Hebii 5 0 7 5 (OR=100%6,LR=0%,SSR=0%)

3(a) AL T 3 b ST () WA D) A< BSD B34 1 RO 0 4 g v W T I % AR B AN SN R 99.54%
PA A, 4 0 235 1) g s Ao W % 125 2 1009%. MC A+ S5 3k 1) il Bt A% I % 4k T+ 91.84%~98.80% . [H] , J4) fH Ay
97.47%.MCA VL I BEAS I 2 £E 93.20%~99.20% 2 [i], I K 97.23%. MCA+5 55 MCA Sk i i il 5 5
AAH A, BT BSD k.

(o) LAk T 3 AR v M B A I 156 ) B RS M. BSD 5032 1) WA B A I 26 7 22 dpe /N B2 IE T 0.2LWK A MCA,

] -
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WA BRI 2R J7 25 4E 0.0026~0.0355 2 [6),~F 14124 0.0117. MCA+RL A X 15 22, i s il 8 J7 25 /E 0.0048~0.0438
2 1,534 0.0146.

3(C)bA T 3 B AT vk [ M IR 5 4G 2R BSD V% ) e e 15 G 6 A 116, 7F 0%~3.43% 2 18],V 0.28%.MCA+
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Fig.4 Non-Determinate fault scenario | (ORz\loo%, LR=0, §SR=0)
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Fig.5 Non-Determinate fault scenario 11 (OR=50% and 10%, LR=0, SSR=0)
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