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Mission reliability model of spacecraft launch based on
bisimulation of continuous-time Markov processes
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Abstract Characteristics of complex state space, multi-process concurrent execution and sub-processes
iterative make mission reliability assessment for the whole process of spacecraft launch engineering im-
plementation is difficult to quantify. Multiple concurrently executing continuous time Markov chain is
constructed to describe state transition constraint relations of spacecraft launch engineering. The state
space of the whole process of spacecraft launch engineering implementation is simplified by bisimulation
equivalence relation. The model of mission reliability for spacecraft launch engineering is builded by con-
tinuous time Markov chain transfer probability characteristics. In this paper, the example applied results
shows that the model is a feasible for decision-making demonstration of spacecraft launch project, evalua-

tion of mission reliability and analysis of weak link.
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ARAF LI LR Z M BAL S R (multiple phased systems, MPS). 20 fH42 70 LK, ERSMEE
CXF MPS #4717 KEWR, CAEWITER A EE, REE MM HAIE YETH e @ E2E Ik
R E T ESETE R AR ZL R % (imperfect fault coverage, IPC) B 1| HE M B R (combina-
torial phase requirement, CPR)!? | Z#iEM#R (multimode failure)®—4 FI4LE 43 (Common-cause failure,
CCF)] &5 JuiB iy MPS Al SEd M b, 8 I T2 oK ® (Binary Decision Diagram,
BDD) #iAR. HAGEHEEATTHACRSNNA, HEAR LR —Mi S8R ATE, MR RSNE)
DR RS ) A8 i ST [F] Markov 8% (continuous time Markov chain, CTMC) i MPS
HPIRZSASAEAE L, REEIF I RR BB B & 304 Z [ I St AR LA B s B Be i AP, Kim 58
(61 %+ MPS ) =FEBU BT T 407, Alam % 73R T —FluBnt BHEM Br CTMC BiRIZE TR i MPS
A[EEMERY T E:, Murphy 25 80 35 20y e i T 8 IR R85 B BE IR B e RS T 7 7E 45 %, Mura Al
Bondavallil”) £ Petri FI#I8 5 CTMC SUEMLZ SR MPS (2 BRI EEHAT L, Mo % 10 &3¢k
Bt AL B — AT BB U ] Markov FEAER RN MPS G817 T BFST, 2254 M ¥ MPS #RRZSTE
W B H] AR DL 0053 A 6 PiEOL LUBAIRESEL. RS2 HRA T I IR RSB 78, HHRGZ R LT
BEHRBITHIEOL, FES, X TR SR SIBIERE. A 7e A 4G S SR a1,
— BN N R E ARG G T MPS WA TR, APRE MPS R0 A S S B AR
AT EE U2 f IR B CTMC B8, FE{# A BDD MAIMH Easi: 18 &

AR AR K ST LRAL BRI AR — LSRR T, MEARN X BN GRS SiEs
WG ShBEE— RS, —AMEABNTEA R —1 CTMC, FHEZMFHEHITH CTMC F LI 525
M RGRB RS LRGSR CTMC B— AT RAMEREMrREeEs U4 FFH CTMC #BFs
R U1 BT LS AT — ATy CTMC {R45 A S B, (H i THIRA R S LR e 24
CTMC HEPITHIEN, BHHEELANH Kk CTMC WESENBE. EHEAZRSGHESH, X 2R
Markov FEBIRIRE T AR, FRAPIRES = TR 2K, BB EAPRE =MW B, Van Glabbeek
FIHESE T R ST TR Mg 2R 10, 3 B A W H B S e AR XK RE S, BRI
%% (bisimulation equivalence relations, BER) j&— 1% X AEARTS 23 [0 M FIRZS 2= (0] 49 18] L S8 3¢,
ErEFRAEREAG N 07 #ip s B BB Y. Baier 4 81 BER 5|\ CTMC H, NAHMN REUIRES
=AML T EETE. A3CRH CTMC £y BER, B EZ NIRRT HATH CTMC H45mM —1
CTMC W77, UBEIER CTMC SRAIZEAI RGN LREERS. 2 BES T EENEY.

2 EFHEREN
2.1 IIEAREEN

A R BRI VB RS £ S LR S v fett, B RS 3hmaie, T, MREs
BBk AL SR . AN, 7 ReNK, BRG RN RS KM RARHR, FHRIEY A b2
TEAAR S IR] T A b e HE e . X8z, SBEMmESETE sl Hmmml . &4, BHRIAERE RE0ED), HRAITR
FRHE AR S B e AR ] 37 BRI 2 5 A ¢ LAE. B KIS AR BB LERR S, MRS A S48
R BARZ TR, Tl B —4M BRI TES, A S AEAs 0 TR, 28 OB —1
AR, A R EOR AR R G, IR IRTE o Fl  SinE R S R e &
BEENT —FoI 2. B\ B it (R 2. 80 IR 55 A 0T

F 1 BHBENIRSFAES TR TZREXRRMN TRELESHTHY. MEFWIEE IR B 12
F R R g DR R . ARSI CAESCR AR, B 1 P TR H, OB RER K
PRSI RRRE (R ESEBRER R E). B AETER, AT 53R 1 TS ie—
.

2.2 HBEIEN

K BE N CTMC RS, Bl SRS, MPIRE A S5 A it B2 2 MR e
ST B RCIRAS 23 (| B /R B R A

EX 1 Hii=1,2,--,n FREFRE, BEFIFHRZNLCH to = 0,t; FRREF L TIRE @ BIRTZ,
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Hotp >tho1 > >t >t =0, M{ESLETFRRA—D CTMC H=7t4d (S, R, D), HH S ZRETZN]
{1,2,---.n} WES (n Z2ERIEER), R 2 S x S WEBREEE, D 2UIIHAME0IGES

x® 1 MRBEHTIETE TSI

%is IR R %5 Tl (R iy THRE RS %45 TR (KD

1 PN tin7) 2 iREBRITOARGEN 3 MIRAEEEER 4 HUREAEIITE SR
5 FURHHL K 6 MiRAT SRR 7 PRI, 2 8 BRI

9 B HFEXHERITTIIA 10 AR R 11 2aaReiiik 12 BB SR

13 RHEIRE, e 14 NEaERARERL 15 WEEAES% 16 Rt

17 EREINE, BEAEN 18 Xt Rz 19 B KRS 20 255 185

21 25K 22 R4

(OO~~~
OO~~~
A~

B 1 MRS AHTIZEIEEE

EX 2 FMRAFRIHES SRR EESN RN X (1), >0, AR X (t) = 4, LRz
t R TARTS 0. b Pyj(At) FREF A TIRES @« TR At JEATARES j R, i CTMC #ifER
1, Xf—Y] At > 0 MEHESEER 4, g, 2(u), 0 Su <t B

Pii(At) = P{X(At+1) =j|1X () =14, X(u) = z(u),0 <u <t}

=P{X(At+1t)=j|X(t) =i} =1 —e & W

SR N FROIRES @ BPRAS 5 B9 R, SR A B3k 0 5 KRR, # 0 5 J AE, R P;(At) Fom
TE557E At WDRIEBETRIRES @ MR, HRER a) p S I s

EX 3 M T 2Rt T « FWHLERZ, ¢ TR R E], PR 1 A TARRLR, U
TAdRR @ WSS W SR EON:

P (t; <Ty), i=17,12,15
Ri(ti) =4 Pi2o(ti<T;), =19 (2)
P (6 <Ty), 1#7,12,15,19

A T FRHRTRETH, ¢ A TREERGBIE, o 2EFHPIIEES, WS T REERECY:
R(t) = Piy 20 (t <T) (3)
EM 4 4 gy MEFSLTRE « BEBIIRE j WER, IBENEERE, o, 2B TIRE @ i
BHK, T P X REHEBEIRE j R, X—] i, ) H ¢ = viPy, &

Aij:{ Gij.  iF] "

v, i=j
B N FRES @ BURES  REBR. SRR
M = (\j) ,j=1,2,---.n (5)
Horpr N = = 2200 Nij, B 320, Aij = 0.
3 #REhZIt
3.1 £%513E Markov {&HI
B 2 JRARTERE] 1 fiZR 1 HIMATRAS Kt LRARSHBARCRE.

nxn’
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Bl 2 MRBERF TIBREFRREL

Bl 2 i =4 CTMC L1, L2, L3 S RFRAHRIBMN ARG, 28RS0, WEH G RGO
BATT, SrARYE, ILELA SR A RS R, Hor S = {1,2,3,4,5,6, 7,16, 22} 2T RARI A &2 90K
PR IRDER, Spo = {8,9,10,11,12,16, 22} Ei2 AN BB AL IREEE, Sos = {13,14,15,16,22}
M RAE RGPEAXT B GROPIRAS S, 16,22 AR, HARESZES. i CTMC L4 RRAiRE:
MMV ARG, BEGRS. WEEERGLRASH SRR, WX, mE. S%MAEMERE, Hd Spy =
{16,17,18,19,20, 21, 22} EHALFIRASE, 20,21 F1 22 HRHGS, HARSZES.

B FATRES LSS AL B R — T B T RE R A K P S PERE . S & R A . s 4R T
SERIMES 1k, FrAEE— DRI 22(Z1E). 1255 R ST 45 R TT RS MR HER A BT 4G 15 LAE,
WATRERAIRAAT BTG PE .. SBFATE PUEHAREIET LAE, BICIEAAER RIS 20(508)) 1
21(RIK). Fhn LR, HEMRARN ARG, BEAARS. MEEE RAH T C SR, 25
AREFENRGRAN B FEIE 2 FuiR3ES 7,12 1 156 U FREBIRE 16, =P E—REEB 2
16 WAZB A A P ARSFE L 441
3.2 REFBERE
3.2.1 REHEBHEE

TE CTMC Lk o, R3S @ HRBASIRE j R Py SRR TRE, MRS LS TEE
FUES AL TTREEERAMAC. MR (RIEMRESE. MARGEHEZEEES) TRESRETIR  WESH
N, AR R R IR AR MR, AR T RER o, BEAFIRER b, MRS
BR ci, WHLRF S FTERE 1o = ai x b x ¢ MIEIRAAFRE (WHENE . MESEFHSCRE S IRIRAS)
ERAETAR « WAESFRIE RN, M4 o E IReMAER. Bl IRGIES IR d;, MFEEFRES
TESTISEEN e, KRR E) 55 R AL S TN fi, MME RS TR rog = di x e x fi. {EFHAHA
AREE SN EREARAET, £ « WESHENAR TR EEFSHIMR, H g FRom. FIR™
iy MU IR AR AR 55 7] S B R PRAS B A R A RS Be S 0718, A SCRIHe 2RI, B TR Al
SR WIERE TR EMASUES TR EA ML, FTER e N TR ¢ B SRNAER

Ti = Tspi X Teqi X Tog,i (6)

TR ¢ WIEFSREZSWE LS B HEANR G40 j, BUTERERTEN, (£S5 @ R

DRGNS § MR E TR « IEFSRIMR . Y BEIFRE o, U P #AF—MRE J
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i, A pi = 0,3, pi; = 1. EFRLREF, TR i i AR, ESAAMN T R, FEoe it a2
FTLABUARY, M At F7R. H Tioy B ESBIPRES i — 1 BEANRES @« MR, P2o FRMES BT @ A
RIEZS 22 BIBER, Proor TR HARGS 19 BARBGESHIMER 21, H P o1, P20 WEEBARSHSE R
R BEU TR

(a) 24 i=1,8,13, Bl i Jy CTMC L1, L2 B L3 R —IRSH, TRBEIPRE ¢ mEHREEN SRR
i+ 1AL 22, F

Ty

PLH _ - -
J 9
ri + P o2

j=i+1 (7)

(b) 24 i =2,3,4,5,6,7,9,10,11,12,14,15,16,17,18, Rl i AN7& CTMC L1, L2 f1 L3 FHE TR,
AR CTMC L4 WsfF—MESH, TRERE ¢ B HEBRA RIS kb, SRR, 5
ZARZS 22, WAERE @ ZHIEEA » DR, &

T4, j=k
Pij=q 1-7ri—Pix ()

, J<ua
n

() 4 i=19 B i & CTMC L4 FHyHRE—MESH, TREFPIRE « B HAEFR AR 20, BURIKES
21, 5 @« ZHIMEDSRE. &0 ZFEEE 0 DRSS, A
i J=20
Pj=9q 1-=Ps—Px . (9)
_— )<
n
3.2.2 REEFHE
L At R TRRRE o WETTEIEIRG, 2 e TR « IrfRetE]. B T #aRRE « IFGEEZ, Py
FR LREVNEEERS () MR, KBRS LS LR T IR S, WEEEWENZ] T; + mAt;,
R @ F BB H AT ARSI MERAE B AR ¢ AUBERAENR], BORAS « BT8R n—1 DIRE, 72 T + At
W%, &

1—r —F .
2T T 2 ’22, 1# 19
n
1—r;—Piog—Pio1 ,
, 1=19
n

TEEE (TR ERGHENT —Fuf2) B2 TRGEBR RS  BIREFREFHE 2
i, B, 75 T + 2At; B4, F
<1—7“i—Pi22>2 .
— ) i#19

n

1—r;—Pigo—Pio1\”
< T ,20 ,21>7 i=19
n

TE TF +mAt; (m RIEEED) 2, &
(1_7”i_P11,22)m’ i £19

n
P (T] + At;) = m (12)
(1 —1r; — P20 —P11,21) '

n

3.2.3 REHBE
MG #£ 19 B, AR IEETERAS @ Wt At EEEERER

1—ri— b 1—r — P 2 1—7r — P, m
Atr = Aty + A= B A (H) 1A (H) N
n n n

’I’LA!Z‘

a1 + 7y + P oo (1)
WS « = 19 B, AE5EETERE « BT BEEIAE At
Atf = E(t;) = nAd; (14)

n—14+7r;+ P+ FPin
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Frbk, TRBIPRE @ EEWEEE of

At;
nAt; , i £19
n—1+r;+ P o
n—147r+ P+ P2’ B
B (1) HREHEBEE N, A
A s { viFig, i # (16)
v, 1=

3.3 HIENIEMKXRIETE
WRAE AR 5520 F2 Markov 38, L1, L2 f1 L3 ZIF KW, FHAER —IZIFEHE] L4 BPIRES 16. %18 L1, L2
L3 BN ERIRAS SRR riE, REBZENIINRA] IRt 7] . R AR EIRES 16 F1 22 By5e#
MR RIRETE— DS O, HEES TR L123 WANREES L1, L2 il L3 R PUTR RSN
PEFAR], FATFR L123 5 L1, L2 F1 L3 FRPATHEELEIEN SR, & To HEFIFHETH], V ES BT
L1, L2 f1 L3 FRPUTIRSHIHEE, P MEFHB IR 16 M1 22 E%. & X L1, L2 Ml L3 FFRPUTH
RS S, B S J&m L1, L2 f1 L3 A SHMMES, S ={1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13, 14, 15},
Pj o & S BHME—RE j HBEERUCGES 22 MR, NN, S HBAIRBGS 22 R Ps A
Pj 00 FLRIVE R LR
Pgox~1— H (1 — Pj20) (17)
jes
B (14) THRAL— T2 ¢ R PEEEE, 15
L1 TERARIHAEEE Aty = At} + Aty + At + At + At: + At + Atz
L2 TEFRBRIATITEER Aty , = Aty + Aty + Aty + Ath + At
L3 BRI EIEE At 5 = At} + Aty + Atfs;
SRS S MR Ats BBCEEPIER Aty = max (At],, At],, At]y).
VAR BEHIRELE S BB vs WECHIAE R
1

= 18
vs max (Aty,, Aty ,, At} ) (18)

RE S L123 78 to BYRITFAR (to 24 L1, L2 Fil L3 FIARARAS B SR AT IR R]), BT BE vf, $RB 2RAS
16 BIBEFN Ps 16 = 1 — Ps,20, 5B EIRUGS 22 MR Ps,20, MMSNRE, FFE—DFME C = {16, 22},
645 L123 5 L1, L2 M1 L3 FEDPATRAMFERIMBIERERE, B L123 5 L1, L2 M L3 FEHATERA.
B 3 B B AU AR 2 47 40 PR FeAe &L, B L123 J2 M.

(8 )1 e ()
‘ ’ N

L

B 3 RETEEEFIHNRERS TIRRERKRE
B3 A[LAEH, B L123 5 CTMC L4 M — 8 CTMC EL, HAi 1 ARAR &N TR 2
ARG, el HRE N3 M S 4, ARIESCRR (15] 45 ISR, TR @RS IRIRAS . OISR S5 T

T Ja, GIESFIRE .
R(T) =M’ ~ (I— ﬂ)_ = [(I— ﬂyl

n n

(19)

At n 2 —AKR, M & CTMC W3R RMIME. BT SrRE 1 — 20 3, R AR n R
W, LA EINERAR A GHE 55 T 2 BB (DL
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4 HIESR

X-51 B —REMTERSMES, TREIEITRHERFIRILE | SEE R EdRmE 2 iir,

HA R AR W] 5 B R ARTE AR S AR BUR AT B, T B4 W] FE R AR R S rp DB K
AR, ZH AT HE B AR B ] P AR A SHE A5 A BR, AR — BRI BUE, T FESE MU TRIRI 26 1R AR AR e
TREEERSH BRI ENER. BRI EZE G AR RHYINZLCH to = 0, 100 4> TAERHH
LG, IBEAR B E i 2 A, 130 A TARRTEEALR, EGE (5 R STT T B R R 24

.
%+ 2 X-51 fIREEHTIELTETIIERER
Fit R LN 35 3 HERAS PR HE  EHTAR KRR (E5
a; bi ci d; €; fi FIREE REME plLingE|
1 1 - 1 0.9999 - 0.9999  0.9995 32 6.5%x10-4 42
2 0.9990 - 0.9990 0.9995 - 0.9999  0.9995 32 6.5x10-4 42
3 0.9990 - - 0.9995 - 0.9999  0.9995 28 6.5x10-4 38
4 0.9990 - 0.9990 0.9995 - 0.9999  0.9995 48 6.5x10-4 60
5 0.9990 - - 0.9995 - 0.9999  0.9995 44 6.5%x10-4 55
6 0.9990 - 0.9990 0.9995 - 0.9999  0.9995 24 6.5x10-4 32
7 0.9990 - - 0.9995 - 0.9999  0.9995 28 6.5%x10-4 38
8 - 1 - 0.9999 - 0.9997  0.9995 32 7.0x10-4 42
9 — 0.9980 - 0.9995 - 0.9997  0.9995 32 7.0x10-4 42
10 - 0.9980 - 0.9995 - 0.9997  0.9995 36 7.0x10-4 48
11 - 0.9980 - 0.9995 - 0.9997  0.9995 32 7.0x10-4 42
12 - 0.9980 - 0.9995 - 0.9997  0.9995 24 7.0x10-4 33
13 - - - 1 1 - 1 40 0 66
14 - - - 0.9999 0.9995 - 0.9995 40 10-5 66
15 - - - 0.9995  0.9990 - 1 28 0 45
16 0.9990 0.9990 0.9990 0.9995 0.9995 0.9998 0.9995 36 5.0x10-4 48
17 0.9990 0.9990 0.9990 0.9995 - 0.9998  0.9995 40 5.0x10-4 52
18 0.9990 0.9990 0.9990 0.9995 - 0.9998  0.9995 16 5.0x10-4 22
19 0.9990 0.9990 0.9990 0.9995 0.9995 0.9998 0.9995 24 0 32

My

—0.03125
0.00007
0.00002
0.00002
0.00003
0.00006
0.00001
0.00000
0.00000

Mrs

0.03123
—0.03125
0.00002
0.00002
0.00003
0.00006
0.00001
0.00000
0.00000

—0.03125
0.00007
0.00003
0.00002
0.00002
0.00000
0.00000

0.00000  0.00000
0.03115  0.00000
—0.03571  0.03564
0.00002  —0.02083
0.00003  0.00003
0.00006  0.00006
0.00001 0.00001
0.00000  0.00000
0.00000  0.00000
0.03123  0.00000
—0.03125 0.03116
0.00003 —0.02778
0.00002  0.00002
0.00002  0.00002
0.00000  0.00000
0.00000  0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
—0.02273
0.00006
0.00001
0.00000
0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.02769
—0.03125
0.00002
0.00000
0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.02258
—0.04167
0.00001
0.00000
0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.03116
—0.04167
0.00000
0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.04135

—0.03571

0.00000
0.00000

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.04154
0.00000
0.00000

B, MAPRERB R, MIER 2 PEIRHE CTMC L1, L2 Ml L3 BB, 7

0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.00000
0.03564
0.00000
0.00000

0.00002
0.00002
0.00002
0.00002
0.00003
0.00000
0.00000

0.00002
0.00002
0.00002
0.00001
0.00001
0.00003
0.00002
0.00000
0.00000
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—0.02500 0.02500  0.00000  0.00000 0.00000
0.00002  —0.02500 0.02496 0.00000 0.00002
Mpsz =1 0.00011 0.00011  —0.03571 0.03550 0.00000
0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.00000 0.00000
0.00000  0.00000  0.00000  0.00000 0.00000

S0, (A BRI L123, 5 CTMC L1, L2 1 L3 255 FIR TR A 55 W o 71
£ 257.17,170.19 A1 117.59. & CTMC L2 f1 L3 gyH-EHE, BAEES L123 BUEBESECN: A1 ~
0.00370, AL123,16 & 0.00367, Ar123,22 ~ 0.00003.

$=05, A (19) HE CTMC L1, L2, L3 fl EL MRS FIHEE, (A (1) #55 L123 B4 T HEEE,
THAE 45 TSR E St a] 52 2 WA 4.

R S
0.9t 0.9
0.4 L3 0.4
0.7 L123 0.1
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
0.4 4@2 0.4
0.3t 1 0.3 21
0.9t 0.9 W .
0.1 0.1
07 100 200 300 400 500 600 pyy° 0 200 100 600 800 1000 it i

(@) (b)
B 4 EFUSEESHEXRE

Kl 4(a) ik T CTMC L1, L2, L3 BHE5 A FEE SRR R, @B L123 BE T CTMC
L1, L2, L3 HFRPITHBEIRES 16 WEFSTRESHRINERRR. B 4(b) & T 225, edBEiE
AR, B HAE R RGP WIRE IR IUT, FER IR AR AL THRES 20,21, 22 AURER.

B, TR AESS IR & B

13 2 A1, CTMC L1 #3+R) TAR ] 307, SHATEA R 4 BT Z0N 0.80; CTMC L2 #yit
R TR LR 207, B R 4 BHEATEREE LN 0.79; CTMC L3 #3HRI TARREE 177, 57 s A&l
4 HIL B FEELN 0.86; 155 Bt RIRTEE 461, HH R 4 S HL TSRS 0.69.

CTMC L1, L2, L3 W FE R FERIALE 0.79 DAL, HARZEAK FETH Rl A RS2t & S i i SR 2y
0.69, RIIEFR 2 Fréy iy X-51 S5 THRIAIAT. 2%, tn] 68 A SO R 557 RIBEA T PRAN I iR Bt —
AL,

5 &g

ASCUMRARAST TREEBEONE R, XA AN LRSS REZ AR, ZABARIITH TR
A1 S S IR A, R LERT ] SR BERBEIR S B R MR A R A PR ERIEAR, #EL TR TS
RS, 24 CTMC FHEPFETM T3 R SR A R 55 AT SR B, 245 ) T B Rtk MRS 7T
SEBERTT AT, SRR e B T AR W] ] TR AR A AL 55 AR P RERE T, LA Bl 2R 45 0
#r.

SEH
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