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NEW METHODS FOR THE ANALYSIS OF FAULT TREE

XU WENXIN S Dinegraua CHeEN HUACHENG
(Shanghat Institute of Railway Technology)
ABSTRACT

It is well known that fault tree i1s one of the important models for reliability analy-
s18 of large and complex systems. To obtain disjoint S. O. P. expression of failure fune-
tion is the key to quantitative analysis of system reliability. Three new algorithms na-
med primary sharp method, recursive sharp method and direet sharp method are pro-

posed 1n this paper. The last two methods are more suitable for approximate calculation
of large and complex systems.



