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—A study on Optimum Inspection Policy for an equipment with two
stages of failures— '
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Abstract

This paper deals with a problem of choosing an optimum inspection period for an equipment with two
stages of failures.

Stage I failure which can be detected only through inspection detenorates the equipment and causes
critical stage [l failure after a random period of time.

The expected average cost function is obtained and an optimum inspection policy is discussed.

A numereical example is also worked out.
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