Journal of Reliability and Statistical Studies; ISSN (Print): 0974-8024, (Online):2229-5666
Vol. 8, Issue 1 (2015): 181-190

RELIABILITY MEASURES OF A SYSTEM OF TWO NON-
IDENTICAL UNITS WITH PRIORITY SUBJECT TO
WEATHER CONDITIONS

Savita Deswal* and S.C. Malik**
**Department of Statistics, M.D. University, Rohtak-124001, India
*UGC Teacher Fellow, Department of Statistics, M.D. University, India
E Mail: *sdeswal2981@gmail.com; **sc_malik@rediffmail.com

Received August 30, 2014
Modified June 10, 2015
Accepted June 21, 2015

Abstract

In this paper, reliability measures of a system of two non-identical units operating
under normal and abnormal weather conditions are obtained in steady state using semi-Markov
process and regenerative point technique. Initially, one original unit (called main unit) is
operative while the other substandard unit (called duplicate unit) is taken as spare in cold standby.
Each unit has direct complete failure from normal mode. There is a single server who visits the
system immediately to carry out repair of the failed unit. However, repair of the failed unit is not
allowed in abnormal weather while system remains operative. Priority is given to operation and
repair of main unit over duplicate unit. The distributions for failure times of the units and time to
change of weather conditions are taken as negative exponential while that of repair time of the
units are arbitrary. All random variables are statistically independent. The results for some
important reliability measures have been analyzed graphically for arbitrary values of various
parameters and costs.
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1. Introduction

A lot of research work on reliability modeling of maintained systems has been
carried out by the researchers in the field of reliability by considering identical units
and static environmental conditions. Osaki and Asakura, (1970), Goel and Sharma
(1989) and Kadyan et al.(2012) investigated reliability models of such systems with
different repair policies. But, sometimes it is very difficult to afford a high cost
identical unit in spare. In such a situation, a substandard unit might be taken as spare in
cold standby not only to protect operation of the system but also to minimize the
operating cost. Kishan and Jain (2012) and Mokkadis et al. (1989) discussed standby
systems of non-identical units with different sets of assumptions on failure and repair.
Further, the performance of repairable systems can be improved by giving priority in
repair disciplines. Kadian et al.(2004) introduced the concept of priority while
analyzing a system of non-identical units. Furthermore, it is very difficult to keep the
environmental conditions under control which may fluctuate due to changing climate
and other natural catastrophic. Therefore, Goel and Sharma(1985), Gupta and
Goel(1991), Gupta et al. (2010) have obtained reliability measures of cold standby
repairable systems operating under different weather conditions.
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While considering above facts and practical situations in mind, here reliability
measures of a system of non-identical units operating under different weather
conditions- normal and abnormal are obtained using semi-Markov process and
regenerative point technique. Initially, one original unit (called main unit) is operative
while the other substandard unit (called duplicate unit) is taken as spare in cold standby.
Each unit has direct complete failure from normal mode. A single server is available
immediately for repairing the failed unit. Priority is given to operation and repair of
main unit over duplicate unit. Repair activities are not allowed in abnormal weather
whereas system remains operative. The distributions of failure time of the units and
time to change of weather conditions are taken as negative exponential while the
distributions for repair time of the units are arbitrary with different probability density
functions. The expressions for some measures of system effectiveness such as transition
probabilities, mean sojourn times, mean time to system failure (MTSF), availability,
busy period of the server and profit function are derived in steady state. The graphs for
MTSF, availability and profit have been drawn with respect to normal weather rate for
arbitrary values of various parameters and costs.

2. System description and assumptions

i) There is a system of two non-identical units- one original unit (called
main unit) and the other substandard unit(called duplicate unit).

(i) The main unit is initially operative and the duplicate unit is taken as
spare in cold standby.

(iii) A single repair facility is provided immediately as and when required.

(iv) There are two weather conditions-normal and abnormal.

) Priority is given to operation and repair of the main unit over duplicate
unit.

(vi) Repair activities are not allowed in abnormal weather.

(vii) System remains operative in both abnormal and normal weather
conditions.

(viii)The random variables are statistically independent.

(ix) The unit works as new after repair.

x) Switch devices are perfect.

(xi) The distributions of failure time of the units and time to change of
weather conditions are taken as negative exponential while the
distributions for repair time of the units are arbitrary with different
probability density functions.

3. Notations

E : The set of regenerative states

MO/DO : Main/Duplicate unit is good and operative

‘MO / DO : Main/Duplicate unit is good and operative in abnormal
weather

DCs/ DCs : Duplicate unit is in cold standby in normal weather/

abnormal weather
MM : Constant failure rate of Main /Duplicate unit
B/p : Constant rate of change of weather from normal to
1

abnormal/abnormal to normal weather
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MFur/DFur
MFUR/DFUR

MFwr/DFwr
MFWR/DFWR

MFwr / DFwr

MFWR / DFWR

from

g()/G(D)
g1(t) Gi(t)
qij (0/Qj ()

Qijkr (1) Qjjkr (V)

Qij k) D/ Qjjrrs) (D)

M;(t)

Wi(t)

H;

®/o/e"

~/*

: Main/duplicate unit failed and under repair
: Main/duplicate unit failed and under repair continuously

from previous state

: Main/duplicate unit failed and waiting for repair
: Main/duplicate unit failed and waiting for repair

continuously from previous state

: Main/Duplicate unit failed and waiting for repair due to

abnormal weather

: Main/Duplicate unit failed and waiting for repair continuously

previous state due to abnormal weather

: pdf/cdf of repair time of Main unit
: pdf/cdf of repair time of Duplicate unit
: pdf/cdf of passage time from regenerative state i to a

regenerative state j or to a failed state j without visiting
any other regenerative state in (0,t]

: pdficdf of direct transition time from regenerative state i

to a regenerative state j or to a failed state j visiting state
k,r once in (0,t]

pdf/cdf of direct transition time from regenerative state i
to a regenerative state j or to a failed state j visiting state
k once and n times through states r and s.

: Probability that the system is up initially in regenerative

state S; at time t without visiting to any other egenerative
state

: Probability that the server is busy in state S;up to time t

without making any transition to any other regenerative
state or returning to the same via one or more non-
regenerative states

: The contribution to mean sojourn time in regenerative

state S; when system is to make transition in to
regenerative state S;. Mathematically, it can be written
as

my = E(ry) = [0, (1] = ~4; (0). where

Tij is the transition time from state S; to S;; S;, Sj€ E.

: The mean Sojourn time in state S; this is gven by

T, is

4

w, = E(r) = | P(T, > 0)dt = m; , where
0 J

the sojourn time in state S;

: Symbol for Laplace Stieltjes convolution/Laplace

convolution/ Laplace convolution n times

: Symbol for Laplace Steiltjes Transform (LST)/ Laplace

Transform (LT)

The following are the possible transition states of the system
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So= (MO, DCs), S, = (MFur, DO), S, = ( MO , DCs ), Ss= ( MFwr , DO ),

S,;= (MFUR,DFwr),Ss=( MFWR , DFwr ), S&=( MFwr , DFWR ), S,=(MO,DFur),

S¢= (MFur,DFWR),Sq=( MO , DFwr ),S,;=(MFur,DFwr)

The statesS,, Si, S,, S3, S, So, Sipare regenerative while the states S4, Ss, S¢, Sg
are non regenerative as shown in figurel

State transition diagram

Fig.1

O Up-state [ 1 Failed State ®  Regenerative point

4. Transition probabilities and mean sojourn times

Simple probabilistic considerations yield the following expressions for the non-zero

elements:  p;= lim Qij (1) :fqij(t)dt. The transition probabilities are as follows:
t—®
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dQ,,(t) = e P'dt, dQ,, (t) = pe M dt

and similarly we can obtain other differential transition probabilities.
The transiton probabilities between states can be determined by using
Laplace transform Technique. We have

A B
B+2 " Bia

Por= , P1o=g*(B+M1), pas=1-2*(B), pss=1-g*(B),
p13= p (I-g*( B+M)), pis= 2’1 (1-g*( B+M)), par=g*(B) , pss=1,
B+4 B+4
A
P20~ IBI » P23= »P31= IBI »P35= ;{1 » Pes=1,p70=g1*(B+A),p7o =

B +A B+ B+ 4 B+ 4

A
ﬂf 7 (l-gl*(ﬁﬂ)),pv,lo:m( 1-gi*(B+1)), psr=g*(B), pios=1-g*(P),
A
Pos= ,Po7= A , Pro=g*(B) )

B+ B+
It can be easily verified that
Po1tPo2=P10TP13P147P20TP23= P31 P35 PasTPar = Pss=1
Pess=P70tP791D7,107Ps6TPs7=PosTP97=P10,1TP10,5=1 )

The mean sojourn times (L) in the state S; are

1 1 1 1 1
Ho= = (1-g*(B+21) s = M= wa=—(1-g*(B),
L+ B+ 4 B+ B+ 4 p
1 1 : (1-g1*(B+1)) : (1-g*(B))
Ws=— 06— — ,H7— -£1 SHe= — (1-8 5
B B B+a B
! ! (1-g*(B)) (3)
Ho=————— ,io=— (1-g
Bi+4 s
Also
My +mMex= Mo ,Mgtmyz+mi=p; ,Mpetmyz=H,, M3 +M3s=H3, MyetMmMyr=Ls,
Msg=ls,Meg=|Lg,M70TM79TMy7 1 =7, MggHMg7=|Lg, Mo TMo7=lg ,Myq 1T M 0 5=L10 “4)
and
W=yt my3tmy 7 4+my7.4.68) M3 =M3 M7 s57M37 5536,8)
W'o=Mo7tMo7 6,8)"> Li10=M10,7+M107.6,8) 4)

5. Reliability and mean time to system failure (MTSF)
Let ¢i(t) be the cdf of first passage time from regenerative state S; to a failed state.
Regarding the failed state as absorbing state, we have the following recursive relations

for ¢(t):
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B0 = Qo1 (NS B 1(H) + QS ¢ha(t)

$1() = Q1S Fo(O+Qi3(HS B3(H)+Qua(t)

#2(0= Qa(OS go(t) +Qu(HS F3(1), P3(t) =Q31(HS @ 1(H+Qs5(t) (6)
Taking LST of above relations (6) and solving for %(S) We have

R*(S):l_go(s)
S

(7

The reliability of the system model can be obtained by taking inverse Laplace transform
of (7).
The mean time to system failure (MTSF) is given by

MTSF =iy 1= %) = Mo here (8)

§—>0 S 1

Ni= (1-p1ap31)(Pozka2Ho) TPor (i P13k D) TPo2P23(HiP31TH3)
D= (1-p13p31) (1-po2p20)-Pro(PortPoap23psi) ©)

6. Steady state availability
Let Ai(t) be the probability that the system is in up-state at instant ‘t” given that
the system entered regenerative state S; at t = 0.The recursive relations for A (¢) are

given as

Ay(t) =My(t) +qo1(t) © Ay(t) + goa(t) © Ax(t)

Ai(t) =M (1) +q10() QAN+ q13(t) © Asz(t) +(q17.4()+q17.468) (1) OA4(t)

Ay(t)

=M, ()+q20(1) OA (1) +q23(H) O A;3(1), A3(t)=M;3(t)+q31() OA 1 (1) +(q37.58(1) +q37.5,3,6) OA4(1)
Aq(t) =M7(0)+qr0(DOAN()+q79(t) O Ag(t)+q7,10(D)OA (1)

Ag(t)=Mo(t)+(qo7(t)+qo7.6,8) JDOA(1),A1o()=(q10,()+q10,7.¢6.8) YOA(t) (10)
where

My(t)=e PP M, (=P G(t) , Ma()=e ™" My(t) = @),

My(t)= P Gy(t) , My(t)=e®; ™ (11)

Taking LT of above relations (10) and solving for Ay*(s). The steady state
availability is given by

Ay(0) = lim 54, (s) = V2
s—0 D
2 (12)
where
No= ((Hotr2po2)(1-p13P31)FH3(Po2P23TPo1P13) i (Poi+Po2P23P31))P70
H(P14(Po1TPo2P23P31)TP35(Po2P23TPo1P13) ) (U7 HP79 M)
D>= ((not12p02)(1-p13p31) 13" (Po2P23TPo1P13) i ' (PorTPo2P23P31))P70
H(P14(Po1TPo2P23P31)FP35(Po2P23 P01 P13)) (7T P79 ke +P7, 10H 10’ (13)

7. Busy period analysis for server

Let Bi(t) be the probability that the server is busy in repairing the unit at an
instant‘t’ given that the system entered regenerative state S; at t=0.The recursive
relations for B;(t) are as follows:
Bo(t) =qoi(t) © Bi(t) + qoa(t) © Ba(t)
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Bi(t) =W (1) +q10()OBo()+ qi3(t) © Bs(t) +(q17.4()Fq17.468) (1) ©B(t)

Ba(t) =qa0(t)OBo() +q23() ©Bs(t), B3(1)=q31() OB (1) +(q37.55(1) +37.5,5.61) OB (1)
B(t) =W4(t)+q70() ©Bo(t)+q79(t) OBy (t)+(7,10() OB 10(t)

Bo(t) =(qo7()+qo7.6.8) )HOB(1),B1o(t)=W 10()+(q10,()+ 10,7668 (1) ©B(t)

(14)
where
W)= ") G(t) +ue PO G L W, (1) =e PG (¢)
Wig(ty=e™ G(t) +(pe™©1) G(1) (15)

Taking LT of above relations (14) and solving for B; (s). The time for which server is
busy due to repair is given by

By*(o0)= limg_,o SB,"(s) =V
D

2 (16)
where
N3=(W7*(0)+p7,10W 10*(0))(P14(Po1tP02P23P31) TP35(Po1P13HP02P23)) TP70 W 1 *(0)(Poi+Po2pP23
* o+ ﬂ, * 1 * l
W (0)=———— W (0)=———— W (0)=— andD, is
ps1) 1() 0{(0{+,B+/11) 7() (0[1+ﬂ+1) 10() o 2

already mentioned.

8. Expected number of visits by the server

Let Ni(t) be the expected number of visits by the server in (0,t] given that the
system entered the regenerative state S; at t=0. The recursive relations for Ni(t) are
given as
No(t) =Qoi (S (1+N;(1)) + Qoa(t) ©Na(t)

N;(1) =Q1o(SNo(t)+ Qu3(t) ON3(t) +Q17.4(t) ON#{()+Q17.4,68) (1) S(1+N(1)

No(H)=Qao(t) ONo()+Qa3(HEN;(£),N3(1)=Q31 () S (1+N () H(Q37.55()+ Q375 3,6 S(1+

Ns(1)

No(t) =Q70() ONo(t)+Q70() SNo(t)+Q7,10(t) SN (1)

No()=(Qo7()+Qo7.¢6.8) (1) S(1+N7(1)),N;o(t)=Q10.7(t) ON7(1)+Q10.7.46.8 )OS (1+N+(1))
(17)

Taking LST of relations (16) and solving for No (5). The expected numbers of visits

per unit time by the server are given by

. N,
N, () = 11301 SN, (s) :Fj (18)
where

Ny=p70P01(1-p13P31)-P14(P70P471-P77.10)(Po1TP02P23P31)H( P707P35)(Po2P23TPo1P13)
and D, is already specified.

9. Profit analysis

The profit incurred to the system model in steady state can be obtained as
Pi:K()A()-KlB()-KzNO

where

Ko=Revenue per unit up-time of the system
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K,=Cost per unit for which server is busy
K,= Cost per unit visit by the server and Ay, By, Ny are already defined.

MTSF Vs Normal Weather Rate (1)
20 -
T S S
10 1 =——8—R—0—0—0—R—0—N
= A A A A A A A A& & & —=—a=2,a1=2.5,=0.01,A=0.5
) -
Z .. A1=0.6
E —4—o=1.5
0 — % B=0.05
111213141516 17 1819 2
—x—A=0.3
Fig.2
Normal Weather Rate(py——>
Fig. 2: MTSF vs. Normal Weather Rate (p;)
Availability Vs Normal Weather Rate(f1)
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Fig. 3: Availability vs. Normal Weather Rate (§,)
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Profit Vs Normal Weather Rate(p1)
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Fig. 4: Profit vs. Normal Weather Rate (p;)

10. Conclusion

Considering g(t) =ae™ and g(t)=a;e™', it is analyzed from figures
2, 3 and 4 that MTSF, availability and profit keep on moving up with the increase of
normal weather rate (f;) and repair rate (o) of the main unit. Also, there is an upward
trend in availability and profit when repair rate (o) of duplicate unit increases. The
values of these measures go on decline with the increase of abnormal weather rate (j3)
and failure rates (A and A). Thus, the study reveals that a system of two non-identical
units operating in different weather conditions can be made more profitable and reliable
to use by giving priority for operation and repair to main unit in case repair activities
are allowed in abnormal weather.
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