IS0 b VAT AADET Y 2 ) METREER BRI VT

WRAFEE#R 2574 ELE HbB B
BAEAFELEHE E2E =Lk Wl
BEEAFAREER 2E8 R F—

1. ¥A0&

EHOE, BBoRFBMEC LT, AREFORE, BEEROHE, MEHROREIET S+
Ne b e YRTFLREREY LTEz, ZLTC, XBDTHELALSHENRL, e 2 EHoHEEYE
fy & UTEED L, X3 TR, COBEIALTMIEREREA Yy by~ - =F2BELE. 20
HETE, WSO OERNFHATH->Th, AREFEOR Yy b 7—2%U-T, BHREULBRGUCIZEDD
TENTES. UL, TOYRTARE, ZEEESEVOT, MM EAEHTL, 22T, £5S
BEEMMLT YR T AOBBEERM LI 3HRE2 TR ICEVTRM L, XM kWt Y274z
ot FEHGE LT 2EHOBROBES RS E2FHEEAV, YRF22EVALEE, XVEE
Ay PT—=00BSABEEI L1,

LivL, 22 THROLATVWAERE, EFMbEshTwi W, ERBRICHTIMEEERTT 3 T
&g, i, HREEAN SEONAHERBRDAOKREEZEI L b TELL. TR THIEIhTX
7z, HRIBT SEVWERRICE ST A2l iR, CORBEERET 3 L TEELRNICL 3 LB
AohT&k.®

RBRXTE, COBEIRIN-T, TEHBOET VIR SHERE, 7Y 22 FiERE (object
oriented) OHENERFHEEMVT, BEOBKE o+ 25—+ v 2 F 49 CEAT 552 BT 5.

2. A79V=7 MEMBARFRREORYM L AL

avbEa—2 FRBEEh3F—5 1, Tors5aik@mihi, 3870} Xa®s0vTin
TEhah, 207AT) XLAPBELIWTOWRVWEESE 255, 1, ABoEECESLWTMI&h
BREF -5 BFEAT HH, 0BG ABORENTE ChPRECELI>hTEDL 32D, #EDS
BETRIVE2a—g LEMIO7n A 2EHT 2L ERTUETHS. 47V MERBEREERE,
ChOoDREEZD L THHRT 37D BEINLFETH B,

A7V« MEMBAEER TR, FHAERLLT, BRELELE, BEolx, 2 v FAEVWSH,
MREFNEEBOAF TV 27 VOREELTERITS.” A7V VEF—2 &4 Yy FTHEBRIH,
F—y BBELBRETEREIND. AV N, ATV Ay —URBE AHOL-F TS
TLETHS., &, ATV 20 VOBECHTIBEMES LA T V22 PO TRAT V22 MiZ5 &R
Ahb, ChEREOMAE W),

ATV bRA—YPOLA v E—INRBILNEE, EOAT VI FDF -4V 9 FRE-TE
BL, ESREDA TV FEEEFHONRTVWEAT V22 FOF — 2 HBREOBRERIC L > TEILT 3.
OB ENRERBICE 2T TABICEKL. 2F0, A7 V=7 I BE->F -2 3, ABHoTLEES
NBDTRIC, AV y FITk-> THRRRELT S, EWHAECRES, A7 V=7 MVEO 20
BHhIZEWEE, +7 V7 MENEMESERITEIcH L.

A7V 20 FEEBEAEERE, vyl v v AT ATREAEYHESLEL TS, HBlLahE
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BERSREBECHLTESTDHD,? EROYTHE R F AN O INHEBAR 2 F AL LTHEET 2
EVWSEZHY KL—BKT 5.

A7V 20 MEMBABERRFEEHVTY AT AT BRlEEE LD B L, ROLS RSB,

@7 ass vavyA T ATHBN—AZEET 56, TRESET L EBER TR W BT, 2FER
BRLEZCW. Zhit~T, 47V« 2 MERBRBEROFEEANE, MREFLOBERI LI
120AT7 V=2 LT, vRATabEH 570, 2fENBEITETX 5.

@A 7 Vs MERBEHEZRTE, BRI 12047V s FRERT B9, F0ERCEET
B2lERFEAYy FELTTmI 5y vrdhid &, B onY, $£72, A7 92 bo@Em,
FHEILFHICHETE 3.

@F 7 Y2 MEMBEARKRRTE, AV v FRE- TBEOBENN S, BEEOEEAEEHHICT
bh307w BRry P —7 OMEERCEL TWEWERNER 2 - Bl L EBI TR 3,

3. DBz RN~ b YRFANDT IO —F

EEH O, XM EBVWT, MEORIBRBICNT IHESELBRET LB+~ vRF LR
BEONOEGEFHZHHME L TOBELL. COVRAFATE, BESEERET2LDOANEHLEL
T, B OANERX (External cause of cracking), ®ZDOPHIER (Internal cause of cracking), 18§
By IHER T A/ (Apllied force to the joint), FfERMIC & - THRET 28BUEL (Cracking mode) %3
ATW3., ChoOBEEEHEHGEOMORRBEHEEERL, V™ ERIhBEREERIhY  E -
SEOBEEN SHEREER Y » b7 —22H L. 04y Py =25 Fig | OF | BicfirhTns,

MR E LT, fEHEE A 0BEBEROERI>WTHIE b, B BRENEBOL 3. B
M, HBREZFFORS (necessity hypo), FIREHE% R DR (possibility hypo) & W3 T, HiEil
positive&negativeDETERE SN 5. BHELEHRMEE, 7-& 2, BEASHIESSE (nethod) & BiMENE
B (rewelding) & LTHRBIN S,

DYAT LD TR, AR~—2 & U THER 2 FROBROAROZ->TH D, H#s4A7Y=2 bt
EhTvin, BVRAAEEFVEShTWW ), HRERICTIE#EZG T 5 enTEmn, &
1o, ERBEGENSH SN HRERUAOKREB I LETER W,

EIT, ATV MEMBAEEREAOTHERD YR 7 4D DR EF b T2 L2 EL 2. &
WRTE, ROAK[KEBLTT Ve —~FHEE2ERT 3.

OB/MEUBER (Minimum state interpretation)
FERD v 257 L5 OEERIGRICE, ELOBUE T, Fohh oBHRERNTOREHE IS
EEB3EARV. 22T, DPUTHREES -0, HRERNOFAVELRLERT 2 5221 5.
@&EL#EIR (Optimum state interpretation)
HERAEROBETARECBOBERIGESIF 3 2B 1 5,
@B AL Maximum state interpretation)

PERD v 27 L% TR, HERBEROBIELHIL T, ORE OBEENEBSh TV,
ZIT, BEENSBEELXONSBEThEFALLREBTHRBERELTEShBE I RTE &
BEZBD.

@I58 (Information state interpretation)

HEREROBNED &5 MBRERT, £/, COBEROEEEZ CRITh /02 EFEIC

Mot oiErEx 3.
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PlEd 4% o x 7 adbd B0, Pig 1 IR QRGO v R F ABKE2E25. Bl1EE, am
DOANER, BHONKER, RFOERD, BREX, WESLCET IEREA Yy by—2 RSO
M~ —2T, EROYRFLD 2HET 5. HoETE BEOINORBEAEAY & LT, #BESHE
Mo RIGBRBEROEF MEERS.

EREOABEIYVWT YR FAERZBARE, BIBTEOWAREREN, For5LHEBEREE
HERS ZNOVT, B2EIORWEHEIRREL TV AEBERT -4 22B L THANSZLEND 5.
COBEAERE, BIETEBOALBEEEREE 2BISWTHERENFE L TV BIEEERT — 4 2~
T, HELTV 3500 2RIEFENFRRLTOAEBERT 2 L7 5.

¥, LEOASOMRO~OUEDOIRFTEAINTHL LA, KK TR, BESBECAET L%
Ex5,

External cause / Internaf cause /. Applied force .
of cracking /. of cracking /) to the joint Cracking mode

e
Retrofitting method /

-

Retrofitting method (method)

i ~ External cause of cracking (level 1)

Internal cause of method (level 2)

' Applied force to the joint (force) /

Dbject g;:ilted / ~ Cracking mde (mode)

Fig.1 Hierarchy Structur of Causal Network and Object Oriented Model
3.1 BMEER

B2 74910 X S HEROKEHRA, fact, necessity hypo, possibility hypo®dWFhh ORI TES
ha, LT HEREROR HESER 4 B2BKBLWTHEBLTVWABHERCET 257 — 5 238
75, LOF—2 (EEERICET AHERBRE KL, < v F ULEWEBHEERICET 2 #RERLHIR
T5. 2L, B BEERCET AH@MEREHVT, BBk 3 lReHERITTS. 7L, #
OF, HikIhBEEROERE KXY 3.

LDOEIRLT, FPESHRBRERE, VESNROERIIEHES L EMWTREL A EELION S,

BEMICR, RO KO, BFEVATARL> TEOIHEREEOR (MEhtk) oxtd 380z
necessity hypoN&Eh aBE& L, £ TRVIFEIDIT S,
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3.1.1 necessity hypo& Zh 3188

HEmEROBICH T 2 HAEOT I necessity hypo& T 2IBEDOF % ig. 2 IRRT. HREROR
(BF®) D bikibinecessity hypoTh SMEFEM—2, M— 3 ikEHET 5. JORBMBELHEM- 2,
M—3KELT, FhEhIEL2ETHEELTWABRBERDT -4 288 T35, J0F -4 LRBERR
B aiERR L L, BT S BEER XbQoEM ) oa2EL, FhUAOBEERZ#
HIERDSSHIRT 5. /XL, ADF—4 (fact) 32 TET X)), CoMEE2AWT, Fig. | OE 18
DYRF A& - TEHERZITS . BHERICH- TR, &R R LESEREEERLE V. Bith
BRICBLTE, BEHRCETAHSHREE (IFH®) osxRfHTsb0ETH, I IiHRINAEE
Hike, ZCPBEYRAT AR K> THRON-HBESECET A HHERE (RhO) 2L, HET 38
OB ER/MUBRIC L 3FERE ((FO+@) &L, ZoBdE, RbQt20ssfllT5. &
fo, AOBELHERBRELHKRL TEBOWABEERICET 2 HHREE (XNhO®) 2R/MUBRIc L 2HEBE
K&d 5.

Inference Result of Existing System

Inference Result of

Minimm State Interpretation
1 hypo
2 i D method
@ 3 SR 4| EER necessity bypo
M—4 possibility hypo JOOTOTS G| MEm iy
M—5 possibility hypo H BEER possibility hypo
level 1 deletion of unnecessary data Re-inference Retrofitting Method level 1
"YW ovossibility hypo T—1 possibility hypo
necessity hypo level 1 method 1—2 necessity
1—3 possibility hypo T—1 possibility hypo @ BB necessity hypo 1—4 fact
1—4 fact 1—2 necessity MEEE possibility hypo level 2
level 2 1—4 fact FEERR vossibility hypo ®| 2—1 possibility hypo
BB vossibility hypo level 2 2—4 fact
2—2 possibility hypo @ 2—T npossibility hypo force
@| 2—3 npossibility hypo 2—4 .fact -
2—4 fact force -
force . mode
mode -
mode

Fig.2 Minimum State Interpretation on one or more Necessity Hypo Result
about Inference Retrofitting Method of Existing System

3.1. 2 ‘necessity hypodi&FhiWigd

HERFBROBICK T 2D Cnecessity hypodi&GEh TR WESDFHEEFig 3IRT. 3. L1
Frhe i, FAUENHREREHRT 2HGICREVYSS. JOFEHETE, BEVATF AR LBHERBRED
2ToE E@RD), 2%h, #RIWETORMBAHKICERT 3. chooRMEREELT, £hEh
HE2BTHEELTCVWAREER DT -4 22BT 5. J0F—4 CEEERCET 3 HREE L 2HEL,
HFERCBT SRR OT T 2 S U EORELECER 2 RE L TH A BEER (Kh@o@h &)
DAERL, ThPAORBERCHRBER, SHIBRT 5. 2L, ADF—4 (fact) GL&TET. 0
REERWT, Fig. 1DF1BO 27 At ko THERZITS.

COHROBEE, 3.1 1 OFELERTH .
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Inference Result of Existing System

Inference Result of

Minimm State Interpretation
@ method
------------------ TR BeIBIIIY G
-------------------------- 2 é FEEE possibility hypo
IS8 possibility hypo
deletion of unnecessary data Re-inference Retrofitting Method level 1
“B% vossibility hypo 1—1 possibility hypo
YR, rvecessity hypo fevel 1 method 1 —2 necessity hypo
1—3 possibility hypo 1~T1 possibility hypo ® MEEE  necessity hypo 1—4 fact
1—4 fact 1—2 necessity hypo MW possibility hypo level 2
level 2 [—4 fact possibility hypo @7 2T possibility hypo
possibility hypo level 2 2—4 fact
2—2 possibility hypo ®17 21 possibility hypo force
@| 2—3 possibility hypo 2—4 fact .
2—4 fact force .
force e mode
mode
mie
Fig.3 Minimum State Interpretation on not at all Necessity Hypo Result
about Inference Retrofitting Method of Existing System
3.2 BB{hERR

BMEBRER TR Oh i RIE Sk
AT AEMICA VY 20133 &
Ik - T, RIREIRR D BB
BLERELD. IOLDRNELRT
I TER ST, BRENBEROP
TLRB,

B/MEBR AR TR Oh Rk
A, Rl SWOREBEROEE
BTEREINTWENMIL ST, 20
WREEEBET R 2EX 5. THD
L, SBRORGBEROEE 22 TE
BENTVWBREBHEORAIM, T
O¥EE 1 5 v L, BEhEoR
EEWBIcT I L E2EX 3.

E&EMicd, Pig 4RT & 1@
D¥AEMpossibility hypoTh HHIE
HEM—-2EE @GO LT, M
—2AFie 1OF2BIFELTWS
BHERT -2 22E+5. 07—
4 LRGERICET 2 AR (X
@) Lzi&L, *EBETIREER
(Rh@oiEMIER) 2oLl kdh
W, 20, FEAEM—24, 2o

Inference Result

Inference Result of
Optimum State Interpretation

method

@] M~ necessity hypo

method
M_

1 necessity hypo

bt FEpossibi It ks
level 1 level 1
fact I—1 fact
1 —2 possibility hypo | Optimum State 1—2 possibility hypo
WR necessity hypo Interpretation 1—38 necessity hypo
level 2 —————> | leve] 2
@| 2—1 possibility hypo Z2~1 possibility hypo
o fact 2—2 fact
force force
possibility hypo F—1 possibility hypo
F—2 fact F—2 fact
mode mode
possibility hypo C~1 possibility hypo
C—2 fact C—2 fact

Fig.4 Optimum State Interpretation
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P EoBGERNOEESZI TRELShTWHE, Bi% 1 52 BFT, high possibility hypo &3 5.
12120, B/MEBRAERTE O h BRI T 25 Mbinecessity hypoDPA B EFDE FicT 5.

3.3 BRAER

RECBEROE, & 3N SEEROMELEEMFRETIEVS, ElN—AREBEBEINTWIWEHAR
HERFENEOhB LS I0T 5,

BRI, Fle Sicbnt, HRBROMEBFEM—1, M—24, 2hZfhE2EcHEELTVW3H
BERNCET 57— AL 2B L, BHEERORFERBWTHAT 7 -2 21 2Ll b 2154, #HiE
HEM—1, M—2 2R LAHBHE M—1&M—2) RbpB2LULTERTS. ZOES5KKLT,
WHOBESE AL TE S h BB K, Table | IKRTHIEEH>bD LT 5.

¥, ERINIBROF T V=2 FeFAeERdT 5. Chid, RIhAAM—-1&EM— 205 LT
WAF~SEw—UTE ETlRINS.

Inference Result of
Maximum State Interpretation

necessity hypo
possibility hypo
possibility hypo

fact

possibility hypo
possibility hypo
possibility hypo

fact
possibility hypo

1 possibility hypo
2 fact

possibility hypo
fact

necessity hypo

possibility hypo
possibility fypo
‘possibility hypo

fact
possibility hypo
possibility hypo
1 possibility hypo
2 fact
3 possibility hypo
1 possibility hypo
2 fact
1 possibility hypo
2 fact

Fig.5 Maximum State Interpretation

3.4 EHER

Fig. | 0F 2@TE, WEHHE
LTEFMENROhTWEDT, #
BEHEAEREL TO BEBERF 4
OFH (MEHkiEET 2 EEE
A 2RO ENEBHTHB. D
E 0, BRERBICBShiFEAREY,
ED & INBRERT, LOBBER
OFEEZITREW L MERRICH
LB ENTRS. JOLHULIEH

Table 1 Status of Retrofitting Method by both M-1 and M-2

M—1

M—2

M—1&M—2

necessity hypo

possibility hypo

necessity hypo

possibility hypo

necessity hypo

possibility hypo
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B, BiFBcE - THETHELEX
>h 3.

Bi&xpyicid, Fig 6 2flic& 3 &,
RBMERIR, BELER, BALRER
2T, BohBRINIHERERD

Boto, @ESAM— 1 IKEEHLT

EWR 21T . Fig. 1 0L 2@ TM
— 14, FELTVWRAEBERT—4
2T 3. CoF-4 SREERIC

B9 aHEmER (MH@) &ztkl,

FlE LTy 2 RIBER = MBS EM —

1 BT 2EWE LT, 1—¥ T

2F b, ThooERE, BESFEM
— | WEEXhIBICEELRIILE
BEERA2 L —YICHoH TS,

4. HLk

kD v R F L5 IEBWT, Ebh

TLW3EENE, =FdbahTnin
i, HERERICIEEETT B
TEMTEEW, R, HEEENS
Boh#RERMMOBREEZE S
EbTERELWN,

Inference Result

method
M BRSEYEAGED e
M—2 necessity hypo T
M—38 possibility hypo ™. Object oriented model

level 1
fact
| —2 possibility hypo
necessity hypo
level 2
2— 1 possibility hypo
fact
force
f possibility hypo
F—2 fact
mode
possibility hypo
C—2 fact

T

Fig.6 Information Interpretation

ABETE, EHHERTHRIh TR, BRCET IRVERBCESCEF vl lithe, 47
V=2 MERABEOHMERFHEERAVT, BEOBHEI .+ 20—} v 25 49 ITHEAT 3 HEERE L.

QUKD Y 27 49 hHOBONBHRER TR, EOBHKEOh, EYRERVETEHIRBTH-
fo. T, DUTHRER S0, HRHEROSABELHEHIRTZ &2 EA L.
OREHEIRT BRIBICA ) Y 2D B T LiIk->T, WHARORERIGESY, BEREICHER

DPFLTHEEELL.

@RRD VAT LAY MOBONAHEFETE, BEAxOWMEREIMIILTEY, HoREH®E O
BAZRBLTVWEY., 20T, BEEOS 2EROMESEE TE 30 OEHAL, HREmE5®E:

EfT sl ErEL .

@K 27 LA TRONIHETEY, EOL) TERERT, LOoBRGEROEELZHTRThLID

FHEL—FREBSEEELL.

5%, BEOBPHB=$AN—F 2 FAY KA 7 Y27 MERBOHERSERAL, =Fvibahre-a
BeRHrd o llRE-T, LVBBINhHERERLBONE VAT AOBELH D1,
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6)
7)
8)

9)

2 & X W

S Lk - SATHE - Hehpi - SEBEORS&MICET A - E T U — AR L BHE@N—% - 2
FR - b RT A, ETRERHE, TARZES, Vol. 354, pp. 977-990, 1989.3.

Z L - EATE - Hrhgl - KEEE - LTEEW: =239} - YR 7T ABEO L HORBES
BEEAONTEBE, BURLTAEH A 7L VR Yy AHEE, T A%S, pp. 181-188,
1989, 10,

= b - =T - Bt - THER  IRESRBOHERERE A T L0 HORER S v b
v —7 ik pHEERTFE BELYRCE, A%, Vol.36A, pp.1003-1014, 1990.3,

= Lo - HE - gl 8 BB FA SN F Y RFAAND =2 —FAF v P T — 7 OBEIID
WT, BUHEEARER A7 Ly R Iy AHBEE, RS, pp.239-246, 1990. 10,

= L - B - At B REFREORE S EEEO L DORBRECL =0 —F 1ty
b2 R A, EETERCE, 1R%¥S, Vol 374, pp.655-668, 1991.3.

ERBE  FEEROGHICET 2BE, FHLE, Vol.32, No.2, pp.163-170, 1991.2.

BARE: A7V MEAORBE-RBEZRHOL-DHOH L Wikk—, BFEHIKR, 1989,

SR - B . HBREEBOEICE LA T V) VBV —AR—R T 53 vy, oY
Ea—7v7bo>7, Vol.5, No.4, pp.27-39, 1988.

LN - FrEEE : WA 7Y =7 FBNRMRESErient8d/K, avFa—syv7bv=7,
Vol.3, No.4, pp.27-39, 1988.
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