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Data Driven Reliability Assessment and Life-time Prognostics:

A Review on Covariate Models

YU Yong''? SI Xiao-Sheng! HU Chang-Hua' CUI Zhong-Ma? LI Hong-Peng?

Abstract Reliability assessment and life-time prognostics have been widely concerned and developed fast in the past
decades for their importance in industrial processes. Data driven approaches have been popular due to the complexity of
failure mechanism about the reliable complex system. With the development of auto-monitoring and sensor technology,
it is easy to obtain degradation data and environment information. A large number of methods based on hazard models
with covariates have emerged. In this paper we review the state-of-the-art covariate models in the literature. We classify
the approaches into three broad types of models, that is, constant models, time-dependent models and stochastic models.

We systematically discuss these models and approaches and finally highlight future research challenges.
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Feth T ARA Fl ARL R5E44EE LMl FE ALY,
2.2.2 Logistic [E]YFt&#Y
Logistic []JH#% (Logistic regression model,

LRM) 2 B AR AR A O, B Liao S57E3C
R [17] v ol R AL AT RGBT, — R
TS RO RS BRRERRER
TEIPAE &R 2 (1), ATEERREL R(t2 (1)) 5 2010
R DL AR E H

% = exp(a +vz(1)) (11)
L, a >0 5 v HRFEMITH RS f L
ASTE A5 21 T S R A i

exp(er +72(1)
Bll=(9) = T pta 1 72(0)

A TR A LR bR BT LR SR TR A
FEF BO i) RS AR 2 2 AR B A T S H A TR T B ).
{HR2AM LT eI e a8, B AR e T Bk 1
T, BRI, 3 Pl 32 21 R i)

Liao 207 $2 f 3 3 F F§ Nelder-Mead &3 3%
FRIBURT RO ALK pR 2, AT A o HH AR 2 2 B0 ) B
FAUSRAE. Wul™ 133 HAT et 205 Logistic [1]
AR T B IR SZ BRI Liu Al &, HFIH S5y
VRO EEM] TS B O VA R, Li &0
FE T —F 24 Logistic [nlJ9#EAY, 6 X4
W AESEE A 1 e P B T — R AR M LR
Rk, H DR IR Y () A 5.

2.2.3 tEHhEEER

e s ARy Sun 2508 F 2006 4E 42 H .
LU (51 P AR AR 2R AR 15k 2R e 1) AT et AR R AU
RGN R RCR R BUR A, Liao I Sun 0779 3
A T A Y ] e i L A5 DRSS AR 23 e B R 0% bR 4R
32 B TR] 520 () e e, 25 Tz g — iR i
A

(12)

Zy(t) = C(H)h() (13)

X, Z, (1) RERTRIAS A R P Bk 4, 226 C(7)
Dh Wit P )78 P P 2 T 2R 28R R R, BRI B(2) S ARG
PN ESTTE 8

AR H KR L, AR AT B 1 O AL
SRR KA VT I, R[] 2% S8 Py sl SR 2R s A
PR R, AR P R 02 HRT DA S AR A
SRAGTT IR AT, A B P A T B P B e
L CIBTBUES NI V&4 €1TES BRI % o i TSP
AL T AR R CR T % 18 TR AL B
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M, ORI 2] 1 122 8 5t R T B M R A R
BB, AR ST AR B R AR, I AR B GS
BATHEE I AR, Cai 25050 Fe i) T 85 5l Sk
VAR, R T vE A% G nT S P VA O i e ik
MAEZE E T 0L R Is AT B, R T L XU A 2
RHE N BN R GUAE AR PAE B R AR, I
Xt O SEISIE S T A XU A2 ) A A5
2.2.4  Bifp/REECBIMFEIREY
A IR B B XL B A5 7 (Weibull proportional
hazard model, WPHM) J& Lt i XU A5 24 o 2R ¢
% A 8] Al A JEATT R 43 A1 B 1) — B RE IR AR L.
I, 2R g 3R o IR B R 2 SR A JR A 8184,
Jardine 2519 - 1987 45 ¥ Yk fifi ] T %A, A 1
RS IAE BAE ARG E, RBBA— Rk
:—Ctjg[19,85]
B\
Mex) =2 (1) waam) o)
A 7K 5 KBS ASE 2 3 B T P4k 73 i B ]
A3 R AT IR A3 A ) R ST SR, WA T
HoAth 43 11 S AU 5 6 7] S P VEAL IR 2 8 iR
22, Newby®S) AN /0 M1 T V8 Jg Ho A5 XU A 7
SR 2 A R O RS AR B A 2R 4 n] ST T
flih B A 5 6, 48 BB A T2 5
FETHEMGE AT TR ER, (HI2 a5 2 2 48 R 3}
(B AN R A B A I B, A A B A 23 it B KR 22
Jardine 1'% 7 H T — R ORISR R R, 840 SR
AL SR PR B e KA, AT DA T AR v i i A oK
24 Sha 67 YE— AN 8NN A G 5286, A
JH D335 953 43 BT 1 A R B B0 DR A 2R g U 4
Zhang 2580 Sy T o0 br BA 22 2 b 5 ) A 2 LR
RG] FENE, $EH TR A B /R LU RS2, -3
i 0 FLSE IR IR T % R A B A A Gl A AR B A T
REA ROTAL S A2 R Ge ] Sk
225 EANKEEE
B REARA (Explicit hazard model, EHM)
L H Gorjian 2P - 2010 AF4R . LA [ %
JET AN IS R 5 N B A N R SRR A Y 52
55 8 i 1 2 QW ek ) NG = i P d SO S 3 = s =
Tl Y B B AT PP AL R T EE k. S KU R AR Y
REHMER D AZ 5 2% [N FE TR 5, SRR R AR
REAS RAE R GRS TR R 7. BB St
A5 5 P AR B 2 A AE L Sy 21 890 gAYl pA
SRR N AES B 5 S B, S B
h(t; 21(1), 22(t)) = ho(exp(v121(1))) exp(v,22(1))
(15)

K, At z1(1), 22(1) AR AR G0 R BOR L 2R %L
ho(exp(v121(1))) NHUERRLREL, 21(1) N EH
AERE, 2o(8) NINBILRRE, v, 5 v, A
HARBURE.

F SRR AT 5 S B Y 21
e 2 SRR rp B o R B ) s A
. AR s A e AT 7R 234 (ABRAT /R
SYA AR, WK SR A RS A ] DA R P )

h(t; z1(1), z2(1)) =

-1
[g <;> (exp(v121(1))7 7" | exp(v22(1))

(16)

TR —Fh X R G 1T TR A2 45
T ATEEE AL DYk, B A T P SR AR ) X ]
1T, WA RGN 2 58 R FEME R RCR R B2
BN NS . AR B AR, H i
IRz
23 BELIDZ MR
2.3.1 AMRENRE

Sheldon?? F 1981 4E M R G AE 24T P 32
PR B A% 1 52w 1 R A A B0 52 B T IR A IR B A
A, Cha %0 B RGiAr izt i i 32 3 i b o i
& — SR A AR, I BAaEsz— kb,
ARG RN p; TR Z B b iy, RGERR
WOEEH ho(t); {N(t) : t > 0} H—pENLTHECGERE, H
KAtk K LEAE IR [0, 00) R ah KK, AR 2R
MR ZIHRR 7,0 =70 <1 < T2 < -+, AR
i i Ease n] A3

P(T > t|N(s),0 < s<t) =

t N(t)
exp {—/ [ho(x) + Z Ml[fj,oo)(a?)]dx} >0
0 =
(17)
Heb, p >0 M, B, o (2), ) =1,2,--- 1)
€ SCIR:

I, o) () = { (1) i ; E z; (15)

Cha SE7E3CHR [90] i Jefbes AiAAs SRR i 5
JE N SH— AR, AR 0] DA 2 B R G
BERE I T B RN

h(t) = ho(t) + A(1 — e (19)
LTRSS AR SR LR IS SR A (1) > 0 1, RGEk
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Ak
h(t) = ho(t) + e ** /t e A(z)dx (20)
0

Fe25 & RSB, Cha %00 Kb sh A E 4T
TR, AR T 2R b A1 DL, bR
A TR, R TR IAM i AL Cha
SR RIRAL sl A R R R p AT
REMESTE AL BRI, A =1 — p RS
WIMARGRITE p > 0, WARGRBERY &N

h(t) = ho(t) + pA(t)+

¢ /0 h@)A(@) expl(@ — Hh(@)dz  (21)

H T WA RSB AL, Cha 2502 5}
W T 24 v 2 A 2 RO R — Bl Y
&I, P TIEHAE OL N RG] . Junca
SIS RO IR WY RN TR A IAAR B, L
FF A IS e Br e s s b Jiang®™ PRI 4R
TR IR BN BB S B0 v 3, JF R S EciE
&S HET T EE TR . Pandey 20990 FiI A
PARENAE LT IE T R GEAE R 2R R AR 0L T 1Y
FFO A WA IR BN AR RB A AL P R G iz AT Hh %2 3
Bl AL AR 20 1 A4 8 5 M %) 7 i T 00 ) AR, R
TE T Rl TE XA SRR A 5 N SEAT R, [R] s
T B4 M B R o o 23 0 2R Bt AR Ak 1 S AR Al 5 T,
XBOR A EH AR RS H TRER S % Z A
2.3.2 Markov FE#l1RH

% B AR 5 R TR B R BE L SRR AR TR BT RA
Gy RS B, —Fh H 2 AR g FE S Markov
BEAIL ISR, — o R AR R 5 AR Ak i R B 55 N
Markov FEALTFE.

Jarrow 2231 pol 22 pE S B AR 2(6), 6 > 0
HiE SRR R BRI R, HRESEKE S =
(1727 e 7m)7 %ﬁigﬁg%ﬁ%ﬂg A, #é%&ﬁ%@

h(t) = ijejl, 2= (22)

K, j € 5,0 H— Al e AR T I Al 5

RME RS, —$4 D = diag{f, - ,0,}
WS FAL R 4,5 € S w5
P(T <t,z(T) =j|z(0) =1i) =
0,11 — e PH(D—A)";  (23)

XS FRMUEENIG A (m) A
P(T <t,2(T) =j) =

0; Z ml(I — ") (D — A)~';; (24)

Horr, TR B AR
B Ry UL 1 O 2R P B R 5 R ARG A T
A 4 Markov AL R Ho R ALY 2
Zhao %24 ffi ] Cox HBil KUK B84 2 /s Bl AS b
RGBS . SR Zhao Z&BRERIBMEDIRA
BENLI S B 2 ISR E R FEREE 2 = {2,,n €
N} RS W S = (1,2, ,m), REFA A
ﬂ‘jpij(n) = P(zn+1 = ]|Zn = i),Vn € N, Etn Hsf
ZIWL S B R A Dy, B RR D, SEERLYY
R 2, RERN
D, =D, 1+ X, 1(2n_1), (25)

Hor, X (2n) 72PA p(z) SRR E T, 200
T Cox HPI XA, Zhao FESCHRH R PR 1AL
EXNB IR RN
1(zn) = p0¥(20) = poexp(Bile, =1+ +Bmlz=m)
(26)
A, po FR R B R EMER . FI, W]
PAE— 2458 (Dy, 2,) TR AR SR SRR
RLRE, LRSI AL T SRk

P(Dn S Y, Zn :j’Dn—l - x7Dn—2 = Tp—25--+,

n>1

D=0,z 1=10202=2p2,...,21 = 21) =
P(Dn S Y, Zn :j|Dn71 =T,2n-1 :Z)

(27)

Banjevic %% $ 4 5 48 1 R 0L R K bR
R A AR 77 Markov &%, X — Bl AL AR
F R R RCR R AL, W98 1 57 A i A B A
Ghasemi %16 HE—25-05 2 45 () BEHLR (LT BB 1F
HAe R, B Markov id R, #ESHH 111y
P fii ) 5 e T SRR 3, (H% AR Markov
o R A RS AL ST IR TG, T HL P AR R L
A% Rt 2 B B, BIL I i #E 2h Markov
fif. Markov s fE2—Fp i WY REYLIEAR, A LA
Markov B2 G % fif dhe 5 b TR P AR 2 52 B L
i B W B4 5 i T 0 A, (ELR A R Y o
MAET Markov i RIRSHNBHIAT EFEF LR
RS THEEE.

3 iEE Sk

BT DAL BT YR I KR IR Bl 77 i T A A AR
HitZ xR Ht R, (HRREH A Zh 5
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A% AR BOR B P K Je, EASAE T2 52 B P e g
RIS 1R Ak Bl 5 PR BT I 45, & B R
HEEN LR M. B, BT A O R
YK 2y iy IO A AL — 7 1 1) 5 B

1) EBAERT, IRFR TR — 25 X A ) 28 B
T4y, IEMN Gorjian %0890 Frist, B B A &
AbBRAR AR TE AR R AR IRVE T PR B S R RUR I
KRR, BARE RGP b, —
B AR B W] DASE I R RO, (H ) — 262 R BRI
M. AN, 8 & SRR AT e, 4 i v BE T DA
S ZR G I AR R BT, AFL2 & B UL LTS
SN R BT B 7 A S, TS B AR A R G
PARRRE S [, 765 SERFFE S R R R AL
(IR MR, B2 % P AR o S B AT X0 R 43 5]
5.

2) Iy s A e BB A A DL, S B R SRR T
THEERAFAEIR 2. R T A AR v i) B SRR R
B o () A Z20 1] 2% 0% 5 P o 56 2R 1 1] H 2R 4K
v, #RTE B T A s (R, fEE T R
L IR LI 5 T 35 % 1 7 i I B, FRATT R
BN SRR M B, A2 Dy s 5 an kil B
DA, BA 8 22 1 75 fir OHE A2 B 1) BT VA o 7 i
T 3 5 s B ) — AL DRI, TS SR 5
T L RN AE Dy sk A i B D 2 S I L
T, BB HERG AL T B R AR RS B R AL

3) B PR A AR LR R S
ATEEE LR, H AT, LA AR AU ASE
RSt [ BT 2R G0 4 U IR IR S 0 AT 12 2
BRI SRR EIRA. TE LS % I, FESH
PR BRG] BRA v, R SCREAE AT AT R T A
X6 2R 0 2 A0 ) 43 R TORR IR R, XA LR
$R TR I8 28 G0 2R A 1) 4315 (B0, B R T PATE —
TEARRE b AT SRR TPA S R, (ER (] p 2 3
TG ES R ARSI AR . B, 78R3 TAETRF
LG RGP A T DL, AERS B Ay
S ST

4) BENLHME BB TER AL H RTE
[ 5 PApAR o 5 AR B AR R (A R AR T LU AR T, R
B AL P B A BIF ST R A AN AR AE B AL PN AE B 1Y)
WEFE A, T 43 VAR o S T {1 38 1) AL Ao A Tl
bITA, sl R B AR 4. N MyersPOl
R Y RS dz(t) = a(t)z(t)dt + b(t)dW (t)
(2(t) MEERLIMAS B, W () NAEANERE, alt). b(t)
Sy it 7% o6 %) A Berman 25270 37 5 7 0 R
dz(t)[ao(t) + a1(t)z(t)]dt + o (t)dW (t) (2(t) BEAL
tAE R, W(t) NAENERR, ao(t). ai(t) Al o(t) K
HP AR BRI, 33X T AN BB 2o A A TR 5 e v DA R 3]
Xt RS, R REARE) 12 W H; Cinlar®™ $2 1

TER G TARRE S Markov s RER)ELA 2% 18 R 40
52 B AL R o I 20 SRR A — AR L, X
Forp i 7 =ML R, BISHE Sd AR +r E,
FHOZEA TR N T TS, ML A
WA 77 S B b, 307 VR UME AR B 1 5, BEE
WFFE AT SCHUME AR B [R]IsF, 4 2R 25 iR Y 1) a1
SO, B S EOHE S T E B0 ME A T AR
SCEk. PRI, TR TEREAL YL B I 55 BEAL P AT AR A Y
SRS W AT R )AL
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