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Tablel Calculation Results

Time(yrs) Failure Prob.(x10 ~3) Necessity Cost Integrated Info.
1 1.3 0.06 2.388 00
2 1.6 0.12 2.388 00
3 1.9 0.18 2.293 00
4 2.2 0.24 2.293 00
5 2.5 0.3 2.388 2.222
6 2.8 0.36 2.173 1.186
7 3.1 0.42 2.131 0.904
8 3.4 0.48 2.149 0.736
9 3.7 0.54 2.060 0.610
10 4.0 0.6 2.328 0.730
11 4.4 0.68 2.133 0.247
12 4.8 0.76 2.404 0.471
13 5.2 0.84 2.006 00
14 5.6 0.92 2.503 0.693
15 6.0 1 3 0o




