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Abstract

The distributed control system (DCS) is critical for nuclear power plants (NPPs) safety, with its mod-
ules’ reliability directly impacting plant operation. Failure data from operational NPPs reveal time-
varying failure rates, with decreasing rates during early life and increasing rates in wear-out

SEIERE

SCEG| M R, SRR, FIHE BT R R A BT SRR D). R SR, 2025, 13(2): 121-134.
DOI: 10.12677/nst.2025.132013


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/nst
https://doi.org/10.12677/nst.2025.132013
https://doi.org/10.12677/nst.2025.132013
https://www.hanspub.org/

EH S

periods, challenging the conventional exponential distribution model. This study employs a three-
parameter Weibull distribution to better characterize DCS module life distributions. The location
parameter is estimated using correlation coefficient optimization. Scale and shape parameters are
initially derived through least squares estimation. The proposed model’s efficacy is validated
through two approaches: comparing reliability fitting curves with empirical reliability obtained by
the Herd-Johnson method, and conducting Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) tests for goodness-of-fit. The
model is then applied to optimize spare parts inventory for FUM modules in an NPP, demonstrating
improved accuracy over traditional guidelines. These findings provide valuable insights for enhanc-
ing DCS reliability assessment and spare parts management in NPPs.
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1. 51§

oA A G R SE(DCS) il i A SRR ST EN AR ES &, iE iR AR e &40
FRUNMANZH) IEE G B IEAT. £ IR I R B Tyt ohia . MRHEREE . N TEkfa . %
PCBRRE . 2t fa . BB 2 A () R A SR R, — ol bs e i i 4h, DCS #EN T #4E
Ja AR R AR I ARG BT[] AERAHB PP AL AN RIS R AR A mT S, IRl v & BRI & A 25 2k
2, SEH] Y eEgirisira s M.

SCHR[2]2E T #% LSTM (Long Short-Term Memory)Hf [AJ{EFAFHEZE 251 Y, FRH 7 A] 5 75 iy Pl AR
Y, HR AR R 5 2 A BB M Y% FH 75 i 1) S B R A X B Y AT I

F22 R 2 R TR )1 0 T R T SR B, (A% DCS RF 2 ek, BRI R RS A 2 LA
XHFI SR, SCER[3]%ERT DCS AT SEMEEHE D, FEA /D, M LLIRTSHIAF 20, 0 25 an IR FBE o A1 1 1/O R4,
by s IV1UR 4T s = N 4 R S = M oG B R R STV o Q< 3 O Y b v 4R S g (VY el R E R Vo
W, 2Eg T RN A ARFEIA .

2. ZBHBBH RS HIERTREHH
2.1. =B BBHRNH

BN AEIRTE, 5 TR AT S B i, AT K 73 A7 6 20 M AN Ak B8 26 75 i 3080 T A4 2
Tz . T VFZ R RS AIF AR 2 B, Bt se e i ARG BEEREABERL
KA, BORENBEAR R, k35 =2 A IR 7 A RENS T8 NI A % R R R
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R(1)= exp{—[’%ﬂ @

Hep, o ARESHL BENRRATZATIE], o RO, 7M. poAIRSH, 2 <1
I, SRR A BRI (AR, FIAERERhZRBEIS A TP 22 2 B=1 1), RICEANZ, BB R A0 oA
BB 2 p> LI, SRECGRBEN (RS, T 5 i ZGBORBBEN . y NI ESEL My KT ORS, &
AT AR R AR RIS 18] ¢ =y, FESEZ BT R AN 0, BIFTEEREDY 100%. KUk y ARy f /N2 4 7 i s
AR /N i o

2.2. WEEREETALE

i B L AT 45 ) FUM R AR A R R R 8 R i, of b AT PR B, A9 3 S i g 47 I (i) ——
X TR AR AR, HABATI ] ¢ ST R R IR I 18] 6 IR R BOS AR 18] 4 X T IEH IR
R, FBATIA] ¢ 55T R0 R I (AR 2 R A OE R AR 1A 1. )RS Ak 1 P, e
FUM K50 200, JHE xS H SRR AT I AT 204, AR ie s 7R AHe e R R34
BETBOE R, AU AR .

Table 1. Failure data of FUM module
% 1. FUM +H#EHE

5 i REZART H] 21 B TE] 22 IBATH I ¢ TS R
1 2012/1/1 2012/6/30 4344 (SR
2 2012/6/30 2022/1/1 83,328 IEFIRH
3 2012/1/1 2014/1/1 17,544 PR
4 2014/1/1 2022/1/1 70,128 IEHIRH
5 2012/1/1 2014/5/1 20,424 [ ER]
6 2014/5/1 2022/1/1 67,248 IEHIRH
7 2012/1/1 2014/9/1 23,376 R IR
8 2014/9/1 2022/1/1 64,296 IEHIRH
9 2012/1/1 2015/1/1 26,304 hpRIR
10 2015/1/1 2022/1/1 61,368 IE#IRH
11 2012/1/1 2015/5/1 29,184 M RRR
12 2015/5/1 2022/1/1 58,488 IEHIRH
13 2012/1/1 2015/9/1 32,136 [
14 2015/9/1 2022/1/1 55,536 IEHIBH
15 2012/1/1 2016/6/30 39,408 A PRR
16 2016/6/30 2022/1/1 48,264 IEHIRH
17 2012/1/1 2019/1/1 61,368 TR IR H
18 2019/1/1 2022/1/1 26304 IEHR
19 2012/1/1 2019/5/1 64,248 R
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20 2019/5/1 2022/1/1 23,424 E#IRH
21 2012/1/1 2019/9/1 67,200 (SR
22 2019/9/1 2022/1/1 20,472 IEHRH
23 2012/1/1 2020/1/1 70,128 IR
24 2020/1/1 2022/1/1 17,544 IEHIBH
25 2012/1/1 2020/3/14 71,880 R IR
26 2020/3/14 2022/1/1 15,792 BB H
27 2012/1/1 2020/5/26 73,632 e RRR
28 2020/5/26 2022/1/1 14,040 P RRIR
29 2012/1/1 2020/8/7 75,384 BB H
30 2020/8/7 2022/1/1 12,288 AR
31 2012/1/1 2020/10/19 77,136 IEHIRH
32 2020/10/19 2022/1/1 10,536 P PRR
33 2012/1/1 2021/1/1 78,912 IEHIRH
34 2021/1/1 2022/1/1 8760 A PRR
35 2012/1/1 2021/2/22 80,160 IEHIRH
36 2021/2/22 2022/1/1 7512 A PRR
37 2012/1/1 2021/4/15 81,408 IEHERH
38 2021/4/15 2022/1/1 6264 R IR
39 2012/1/1 2021/6/6 82,656 IE#IRH
40 2021/6/6 2022/1/1 5016 TR IR H
41 2012/1/1 2021/7/28 83,904 iR IR
42 2021/7/28 2022/1/1 3768 IEw RN
43 2012/1/1 2021/9/18 85,152 [N
44 2021/9/18 2022/1/1 2520 E#IRH
45 2012/1/1 2021/11/9 86,400 R IR
46 2021/11/9 2022/1/1 1272 IEHIEH

23. FUTREHE

F5E L (Reliability) Y AT SEVE, 87 AERUE R I, BUERMET, SCRTTUEDIRERIRE ST, & HIh4,
Wiz, & FIVERIR AME, 2 DUBESOR LB, FRONWTSERE[4]. 400 VT 52 B2l e xof i B s b
PR — b T DL ARG IG AR A PR ) S

ANEE B I R AT R A T BE L R RS ), A S AR ] BEXT XA AL, AT LRI A Herd-
Johnson JrVEMTF A FIHERL: CFEAIN ] 4, AL R BERE Fa)iIflit A Fy o WIET o MRRRME F, (5]
B HER G iR R, L F
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n—i+1 (1 _
n—i+2
Horb i A PTA R S (B TR R W AT SRR R S 2 AT I RS 5, n RFEAR R E .

i1t Herd-Johnson J7iATHE HAW W AERE, THESE RAHMMNE 2 Fiox. DCS RIAFKRLAEIZAT 10 ik
NTRFEIH, S AR R RCRAE R I A R AR, 25080 20 o is FAI(1~8 12504 536 (9~23
HAEHR) R . B o I R VA HE NSRBI, 48 o I 202 5 R AR AR I ¢ = 0 I 2 438
rh g IR PRI AN B 4 A AR I 1) A AT /N BIR RS, 38 HE T e 5 BT SR B R 45k
ATV SEEFRFR W 3 R AT R G E A7, 015 & B8 N TR R 1) 2R 28000 A e O -

F(t)=Fyye (£)+ F(1,) 1, <t <40 4)

Hobt PN RO R MR R AL, Fiyye (1) R BARORE 92 00 S f5 b 3450580 5K 03 A B R

Fy).Fy =0 3)

Table 2. Empirical reliability index of FUM module
#* 2. FUM ~HE 1A St iEdn

BRIR i & BATIO 8] 4, ZUHEEARECF (1) AWWHEER() REMEES
4 1 4344 0.0051 0.9949 AR
13 2 17,544 0.0103 0.9897 A RR
15 3 20,424 0.0156 0.9844 IR
17 4 23,376 0.0209 0.9791 IR
19 5 26,304 0.0263 0.9737 IR
21 6 29,184 0.0317 0.9683 R IR
22 7 32,136 0.0370 0.9630 R IR
23 8 39,408 0.0424 0.9576 hps iR
28 9 61,368 0.0479 0.9521 [ SN
29 10 64,248 0.0534 0.9466 IR
31 11 67,200 0.0590 0.9410 [ ER
34 12 70,128 0.0646 0.9354 R IR
35 13 71,880 0.0702 0.9298 hpRIR
36 14 73,632 0.0758 0.9242 whpRIR
37 15 75,384 0.0814 0.9186 pRIR
38 16 77,136 0.0870 0.9130 PR RRR
39 17 78,912 0.0926 0.9074 PRRRR
40 18 80,160 0.0982 0.9018 P RRR
41 19 81,408 0.1038 0.8962 AR
42 20 82,656 0.1094 0.8906 A RRIR
44 21 83,904 0.1150 0.8850 AR
45 22 85,152 0.1206 0.8794 P PRIR HY
46 23 86,400 0.1263 0.8737 HCPREIR HY
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Table 3. Empirical reliability index of FUM module in the wear-out period

3. FUM R HRRH R0 TSR R

Pk i K5k BATI A 2, ZUHEEARECF (1) AWWEER() REMEES
28 1 61,368 0.0057 0.9943 WP IR
29 2 64,248 0.0115 0.9885 R IR
31 3 67,200 0.0173 0.9827 IR
34 4 70,128 0.0231 0.9769 IR
35 5 71,880 0.0290 0.9710 IR
36 6 73,632 0.0348 0.9652 IR
37 7 75,384 0.0407 0.9593 [ SN
38 8 77,136 0.0465 0.9535 [ SN
39 8 78,912 0.0524 0.9476 B IR
40 10 80,160 0.0582 0.9418 R
41 11 81,408 0.0641 0.9359 (s R
42 12 82,656 0.0699 0.9301 R IR
44 13 83,904 0.0758 0.9242 HRPRR
45 14 85,152 0.0817 0.9183 AR H
46 15 86,400 0.0876 0.9124 kR IR

2.4. (BB

AR AT — A TR P 3 N I T 55 = 2 A R A S S HUE I T, LRI TR
FAMRRZBIRAER ML B SH, FRA RN ISR SER R ESH. 0 =SB0 R A6
TS B K32 (RIS I R BT 45 3

In[-InR(t)]=Bn(t-y)-flna Q)

LREBH y N T o TTHERE BT LA LU BN v =In(r— 7).y =In[—InR(r)] 0%
PR R AT EHEIA S, 5 MR r RAWEE A2 B8R L r &L T 1, 3
BB T — R EE b, AR MERR. MHRRE r M E AW T

D ¥ C ) (5] B PR ©)
V(-5 V(0 -7)

y VB i N, WUETEFEIRAT0, min(#)], & 9 REFSEREAR R SRS T E][6], & RE i a7
LI AT A B bR IR RE A E . Rk, WIFERUE VO R AR ok, A EME - E ST 1 o B
S B2y BISTHE[ 7]

X 18] [a, BIFIFTUGAE N[0, min(t)], THEREE e BN Th, AE—/ME 6, BT 28R 1) IE AR08 —
SHEH — B FHOE AU AW, W vk ROP IR AR

() y,=(a+b)/2;
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Q) #r(y,+8)-r(y,—6) =0 NHE T4,
@) #r(y,+0)-r(r,—6)<0, Wb=y,, @) SMa=y,, Fr4):
4) #Fb-a<e, WFIETHE; B Q2).
P T B W RE AT AU, T B R o I % S A AR I, A B S
L <y <ty [8]e WITHEASRIFE IR AL E SHON:
7 =39408

2.5. RE//RARESHM&T

NEFRAR TS SN, TEN AIERAT A 0T, AR O R B RN ek, 1R
RASR A H RS A 05 . MR SCHR[OTRISCRRL10], £HXS (D) — TRk P A N, B IR f ik
M THE S B~ TR R — B0 BRI, S (R 5 T B AR B — TRk S 5 8

% L SCRERT), Bn(r—7) SR, BUn[—InR(e)] AR, AR B . EURIEIN —fina .
S B TV AT RAR AER 55— pina B

ST 1 ANEEE (509 ) (%002 ), (53003 o (5,00, ) o HARSUBIFHOLRAER A T4 y = aor + b, THEEHR
SUTAEN o F1 b AR IETH A B M.

12 PR EA RN T

S=>(y, —ax,~b)’ %)

XPRZEF T S #ATR T, 2 SET 0. RKFZERIHRE AR
(% (3 —ax, —b))=0 (®)
2. (v —ax;=b)=0 ©)

v AIEIE
b=y -ax (10)
D IR YR () o
"X —nx? > (x-X)
WA NSHOTEAT R

Table 4. Least squares estimation of Weibull distribution of three parameters

F 4. ZBREMROHHRNZFES AT

FrE TR A AT 6] o, ATGE OGBS In[ ~In Ry, (1,)]  WBRBTIZ AT RIBOSEGH S In (2, —7)

1 61368 —5.1562 9.9970
2 64248 —4.4601 10.1202
3 67200 —4.0498 10.2325
4 70128 —3.7552 10.3327
5 71880 —3.5267 10.3881
6 73632 —3.3398 10.4407
7 75384 —3.1815 10.4906
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10
11
12
13
14
15

77136
78912
80160
81408
82656
83904
85152
86400

—3.0441
—2.9226
—2.8137
—2.7148
—2.6244
—2.5404
—2.4625
—2.3897

10.5382
10.5842
10.6153
10.6454
10.6747
10.7032
10.7308
10.7577

AN TRIE R B, Plna, BETTR H =S BUBAT R 3 A IR RS 073 500«

£ =3.4337, a=91869.1245

AT HESE Ry () 55055040 Fupe(ty), WFEE 5.

Table 5. Reliability calculation of Weibull distribution for three parameters

R"5 ZBHEBROTARETER

5 I} 18] , JEAT R 3G ATRERE Ry, (2,) FBAT IR 3 AT R 3 A0y, (2,)
1 61,368 0.9503 0.0497
2 64,248 0.9465 0.0535
3 67,200 0.9414 0.0586
4 70,128 0.9346 0.0654
5 71,880 0.9299 0.0701
6 73,632 0.9245 0.0755
7 75,384 0.9184 0.0816
8 77,136 0.9116 0.0884
9 78,912 0.9054 0.0946
10 80,160 0.8981 0.1019
11 81,408 0.8918 0.1082
12 82,656 0.8851 0.1149
13 83,904 0.8780 0.1220
14 85,152 0.8704 0.1296
15 86,400 0.8624 0.1376

2.6. AIREITE SR
W HL T (AT SERE VRS AE R 6 Fis.
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Table 6. Reliability calculation of FUM module
6. FUM FHraIEEHE

75

1

10
11
12
13
14
15

I 18] ,

61,368
64,248
67,200
70,128
71,880
73,632
75,384
77,136
78,912
80,160
81,408
82,656
83,904
85,152
86,400

LR TTIERE R(1,)

0.9521
0.9466
0.9410
0.9354
0.9298
0.9242
0.9186
0.9130
0.9074
0.9018
0.8962
0.8906
0.8850
0.8794
0.8737

FERUMATTRE R, (1)

0.9196
0.9160
0.9124
0.9087
0.9065
0.9044
0.9022
0.9001
0.8979
0.8964
0.8948
0.8933
0.8918
0.8903
0.8888

AT R AT IERE R, (1))

0.9503
0.9465
0.9414
0.9346
0.9299
0.9245
0.9184
09116
0.9054
0.8981
0.8918
0.8851
0.8780
0.8704
0.8624

HI3% 6 T R AT IS BA% i R AT S EERUL A 2R LR AL, i 1o

0.96

0.94

0.92

Reliability
S
O

0.88

0.86

0.84

T

T T

Empirical samples
Weibull distribution

Exponential distribution

L

. ]
\Q
5.5 6 6.5 7 7.5 8 8.5 9
Running time/h x10*

Figure 1. Exponential distribution and three-parameter Weibull distribution curve of FUM module
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P 1R, HEEABAEHIN, ) =S80 R A SRR TR B Al . FUM RAEFIR]
S8 PL /N A AR BE I (G, SRR AR IZETIE RN, S5 ETIRSH p 5 RAFBUEIE], Ayt
FUM RAFIZITI AR, A3 ABREN], BRI R BRI .

3. UAERLE

N TR TR A N, 7O HT SR LA R R AT AR G

K-St —HEE AT Ge vt M T B 7 i, R w BT A B Bt A o) — 2 b i df st
xS, SRATE SRR Z A 22 . ¥ SETH ST BB M 4D S 5000 B R AT R 3 SRAFIX Y
AN B0 BB AR RO 2 18] 22 I A0 E TP I BORME D S B ER U E D {E 2 VAR T 2R
X L) LA DX TE] A

P =S BT IR A ) K-S R g Rk 7.

Table 7. K-S test table of three-parameter Weibull distribution
7. B[ ZSHER/RI A K-S 1R

ey ) ZIWIES AR = SEEA R A VR ol s 3 A7 P 22 1B
F(t,) G Fyy, (2,) |F (t) = Fy (1)
1 61,368 0.0479 0.0497 0.0018
2 64,248 0.0534 0.0535 0.0001
3 67,200 0.0590 0.0586 0.0004
4 70,128 0.0646 0.0654 0.0008
5 71,880 0.0702 0.0701 0.0001
6 73,632 0.0758 0.0755 0.0003
7 75,384 0.0814 0.0816 0.0002
8 77,136 0.0870 0.0884 0.0014
9 78,912 0.0926 0.0946 0.0020
10 80,160 0.0982 0.1019 0.0037
11 81,408 0.1038 0.1082 0.0044
12 82,656 0.1094 0.1149 0.0055
13 83,904 0.1150 0.1220 0.0070
14 85,152 0.1206 0.1296 0.0090
15 86,400 0.1263 0.1376 0.0113

=ZHUATR AR KM ZEAE N D, =0.0113, HAREARN n=200, Eid &G FE K2 A0EL TS
FITE R KA @ =0.05 TS N IIlG B d, , = 0.0483 . D, =0.0113<d,, =0.0483 , NEH =%
BUBAT IR 73 A BB
4. BT REEENEHEREML

FAF RIS TR, NIRRT EROT MO F MRS SR EEERRIE M
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R, BORESEEE R NSRI. X T UeE &0 sT i i DL H AR i 20 A M 9 RO PR 5L
Fgenft LA TR e AT IR A7 S LR S 30, ASCIIRT SR 5 DCS RAFIR T BiAi /R Aqan i, 3
fbndk b ds . PR, A ARALTHEE AR T A R oA 2R

TRIESE P I)E SON T B AEE & AF I RES SR iz At AR OMER, B SERRE SN, BL P A RIFH
FIEEEEORAE, s 2) TR A48 E DR IE L P TR L PR R SE A i 1, A

t,=y-afln(P+F(t,)) (12)

PBBEATAARTEE A, W LARAFIRT 5 25 o, A, A DCS T IR n A

FERZH) BT AR MRS TR IE TR B e, RS AR ) i # 0R S [11]:
S—ﬂ— nT

- Z, - 7—aﬂ«lln(P+F(tb))

1T 0% H DCS AUAE A =42 B e, A N i HE A R B TR SR i s 2 R PR Ak 751 9 L A0 ) 46 PR A
s He[12], FATE FUM REFVOAA TR 54, BRI HAT S0 K T PG EREE T 1 45 -R A4 B TAE
IE(h)ERIR[13]. ) & 12~18 N H BT — kRl R 2, 1R THIEIRI 30 K[14]. KB,
SRR VR DDA R TSR A R AT SR TR AT S B s DA R HE S I e A, RIAE — Aokt
JAAM . DCS fFig Bt [al ik, A Te] DRI RAEE —F A BTSSR T 24 8760 (365 * 24) h.

R AT PATHEL, IREERER 0.95 HIZHE T, B ESFEH— TN FUM RO HEEE S A& HiE
HEAL, HIA3) T PUHER S FT &R S L Is AT — I IRRE L P

i

(13)

nT
P

P=e - F(tb) (14)
TR 8 Prs:
Table 8. Calculation of spare parts S of FUM module
8. FUM *H&HH S itHE
REZH L BRSHa [LESHy e L5 T/h TREZIE P wTES
95% 29
90% 22
3.4337 91869.1245 39,408 200 8760
85% 20
80% 19

FUM AR IEHIZAT0E R G0+ B ahiZHil# AS620B Z 4t ¥ I 10 T4 il A2 SR B A A
[15], ARIEFAZ I LA E BN, VA BEE R G HIBHE FUM R M i 2 2 BN -

Suin = INT (n# k% my *m, *m,) (15)
K, n 9] DCS FRTA I FUM RAFECE; k OSLEBIREG R4 o EERIUS: mi, mo, my AEIE

R, IR RG W& R BHIR, ZEERERS.
M%) A& e ST AL, k=01, 0.8<m <14, 08<m, <14, 1<m <12 . ZitHA5:
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FUM RAFRIE/IMESER S N 13~48. HFUMEFEH S v 13 I, @A) EEESIK T N

4004.94 h, XEMRETE FPLEM R BT RN &S 2R 05 Hah, @id=N14) tHEATE &40
XF N HARIRE, U03% 9 B, 13~48 Ju [ &30 &E N 847 —FREE P YaE N 27.84%~95.76%.

i v A ARG SR R B B B B AR T, R R E N & BRI R ST e, N HT s
AT SRR, X R R A T DU 35 U 2% i 2% e A TR T 4 A B T DA IS AT 250 R R &
FEIE R TARYE W 2 B &R Eo0 R EREE BE Pt A b4 T 70 i, 2 T ORI FE IR 8 AR At 2 A
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Figure 2. Predicted curve P of FUM spare availability
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Table 10. Comprehensive comparison of two methods
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