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Real-time Safety Assessment Techniques of Dynamic Systems

HE Xiao' LIU Ze-Yi' HU Song-Qiao' LIU Chang' ZHOU Dong-Hua"?

Abstract Real-time safety assessment (RTSA) of dynamic systems plays a critical role in preventing serious losses
from potential safety incidents. As the complexity of system functionality and operational environments increases,
the development of effective RTSA technologies is faced with greater challenges. In this paper, the conceptual defin-
ition of RTSA of dynamic systems is elucidated. A taxonomy framework is introduced based on two dimensions: the
stationary properties of the environment and the construction methods of assessment models, along with detailed
problem descriptions. Existing safety assessment technologies and discusses deployment strategies for different prac-
tical systems are systematically reviewed. We then analyze the developmental trends of current technologies and ex-
plore the pressing issues and future development directions in RTSA.
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academic concepts: A case study of UAV flight processes
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Table 1  Descriptions and key focuses of several related concepts under national military standards
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Table 2 Conceptual analysis of classical safety
assessment approaches and real-time safety

assessment approaches
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of real-time fault diagnosis and real-time safety assessment for dynamic systems
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approaches under different environmental conditions

Research of real-time safety assessment
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KRTTIEAEAE BA TE BB AKE 0 ()15 00 T 85
BAMERRE, £ R4 T PRI, T LA
RS B TR N L SR RO 4 SR A R R T
A PEFRAREE 0 B ) A% AR E AN [F] 145 B, )
H Z gl &7 BB & HER, BT X2 e MRE
(1) BB FEAKF R R RS Bk 2 . SR, &
FRNRBUA By Bt S e 204 A0 SR I AE ) L E — 5
FEJE EAEER S, TR B EF 2N HH
FEFIFRNT 52250 BRI R G, 1% 77 V5 3 DA &2
R U AT A BOW I, X R | HAE — L BAR TR
U B FH A AL
2.1.2 FRETETRXSNITMEEE

W RGN AN N, 22 eV AL A
(1) 3 A A 1 R R I JL Ak, B 2
I FH A8 2R SRR, I R HH & PAS [ 1 T
B Uy 22 VR VEAG R R T VR AR R

— R I 5N Guit 2 ST R o A A B A
ARGt ol AT I s 8 R AR i 2 4
HAFFFATHI A, A FIR I R, A Y e
5 2 =) B LSRRI, 32 TG b TR AT T R 1
AR, R BB, R R EM (Decision
tree, DT)B*0 N THIZAE M4 (Artificial neural
network, ANN)® SRR PP 22453
ZHEF. Yu SN R — MRS R T =, AT
H 20 7 0 (R AR bR, DA T 22 A PR PP 28R
SCHR [86] 2t — 2 T BRUIR ¢ R AR AR I £ 07 1,
TR SR Ge B 270k 2 ) eIk 18] 1 BT SR &5 ) Ik ¢
RRAE, AT S5 I 50 PR T S50 T T L B A
B I R RT AARE . X SR TV R A TN L S A

PR SRR R AR Z A R G ERARAS (Health state).
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RG22 AR B SEEA Ay g Fa s A ok
TR EIMERMELE LR, BrRRANES %24
PR Z AN 7 g o (A A E 35 A R 07 %
HE— B R T X KA T8 (MO, (L [R] X2
AR BR BT 7 R R H B A R o e )
Mg P L SRR A5 S A, B UK.

BEN 21 AL PIK, B B A% R 4 B 1 2
BT, 20 dr Al 22 4 MRS 45 AR
BEEERK HFHX—BBIERS. L 5
T, BEEESERN TR AR AR EZ KR, —LHt
FoN TR B SR A B () 7 ORI 5 ) g
77, BET A E i Hh R 2 RN B AR A AR
DL B 2 R 22 4 i . B % ) (Ensemble
learning) HE 4238 & i MUAE A BB R 258 Wit 7
= VL I N o= R g R Mo R 35 20 G 7 O S R
FM . PR 2% 2IHL (Extreme learning machine,
ELM)®2 Z#fH &ML (Support vector machine,
SVM) 3 SR N2 5] 8% Xu F5 101 K FH 4R Rl PR
ML, AEEERA g Th TR SEHEI). Sarmadi S50
FANEAER B =M KPR R &, J2H— PN
THEA B BRI B S T, e T S IR
PR R I LA S A5 ikl §E ). Dworakowski 45
KA ANNs SRALFE A ANN YA ECE AL 5>
B ) I R, Bt —Fh B AR T, kRS
GV EAE S ANN 742, bk, TR SH N
ML R A, Liun 5500 2 —FhE T Dt B
W 2% 1) 2 2 2 i AR Th R m A AL, 78 IEEE 39- 5}
LR EUiH T HAA MM He S {F BN T
[ 7792 B 2RI R 2 AN /D BL RS, FREE TR R E im
Wt TR EEALE, DASE & vP A 45 1 1) 52k &
HEPE.

BE 5 R FE 22 ST ARV AL . H SR TR 5 AR AN
B N S S R I, Rk BB
SRR B B8 J315 BT V2 N AT 051000 AN D 22 e R B
) I N AR VPAL A, A B AR GG B R
BOORBRRAE, IR0 2 A (AR RN S, gk 441k o
TRIZ IR B AT B A 7 00108,

i BV JiE 2 2] A 3 v 4 BE AR AR IR RE D N2 1)
WM, Alawad Z5E0 78 73 RlA RS FUERDL. &
AR Rl NBEEEAR, PR B &M 2% (Con-
volutional neural network, CNN)™" @479 A4l
1709500, APAG Bk a AT I R (1) 22 4. Sun 550
P& — Fh o TR B 2 S B RRAE SR ORE B2, ) VR B2
H i 25 4 % GUIRES B B 08 e Ab = AR4E 2 1],
M B 22 4 M PP A M 5. Sarkar &5007 N R B 2
SJEARRFAMR MR EREOE AR, £ XE

LR T IR T OTVE RS AR PR R
R JRE 2 ) FRE UL e A P e 4 R 2 A 1)
71, FagfERiR e —E TR B ERE TR AT
SRICE B 2RI ZREidE, DL S0 Hh i ah S ke
EAIE R AR Azimi 550 SRR 22 S B K
AT A B 3T A% 2 S5 A A HE R I, d e U 25
GRARPE N 45 R S LE SEBR R AU 2R 48 N #E4T
TR FIE L. Ren 551 75 REVR 2 45 22 A ML VEA
S NPT 4% (Generative adversarial net-
work, GAN)™M R A Bl 2% (Generator) F= AR/ &
Dy s o AT IR A, R %50 4% (Discriminator)
X 73 A BCECHE A0 FL S P s B i 22 7, s i A
SRk BT, T AR e g v B AR SR Bt R
Kl BRI AN, TREE S 5T AT AR 2 BR )
I FAE 22 A VR VP A TSR — KPR, 31X — il At 3
KT IRZ S E W TR, Warnecke 2501 4 %2
G U N VRO R VR T VR RO R AR, AR E P R
B, R X LR IO LA MR T VA 4
PEPEAG R AL 5 1. B B A, Guo S5 R H
— My A N R Vo R IR LB R R T i, R
%0 AR I H Bl N 6 B2 I ) A% 16 45 ] S
AR AL TSR AT ABAIR JBE 2 ) R SR F 1 B2 % Xk
FERG AT KA A2 T B IR . B SEBR
A RGeAT IR AT e I AR AN 55, Lin 2501
St — AL T B e S AR A 2 A A T
%, R BGRB8 A AN R
RUPEAR T AR A SO PR AR B S s . 2t — 20
M, SCHR [114] x5 SERRJo bR 2 o] BEAFAE R
I S PR, B T B hR T B ) o e 2
PRV, ATIAESE T2 355 N4 ff 1 RN
1 5T B R IR A

RETEAERCAE I T RERE AR, IR
J 2 SIAE A VEVE AL U BT ST AT AR B — L8750
[ Ry B A VR B2 2 SRR 22 A ME PP Aii o 1 26 IR
FHOmT B 1 BT E AR W T AR IR,
Hlls B R = T BE - OB 0 V2 A TR BN o T
FE. A, B SR B AN E B I AT R 51K A A
JURIBRAR RIS AT ). 5 Ab, e S A X T B
PRSI A 75 SR A, I 48 Jm BRAE B U A IR 1) 2% g
Bt EICHR M, 75— B FE R L BR i) 5 N v
FFIG N T ARE AL

FEFRIME TSR REMTERA

FEP AR R R L I M RE T, R GUHS LR
I 18] e A — e REFEARAL I L. PA T R G 0
FE VL BEAT . IR AR A T2k kAL

2.2
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AMER 055 2 B DR 2 A, 00 2 Y s Tl e
o RIS (e B B RS, (615 B 2R B B I 2
10 S I 22 4 MR VT Al A5 R 119 M e 52 B Pk T Rk
AR A 5 S B AT A s i S, DA RN R e S
I 22 e AT HERR VAL . XK TTIERE AT FHIEA
x4z BB A RN AR AL, JF 7 B B R R SR X
it PR 200 T PR A 2% AR 5 A .
2.21 FERMETETEXNSHEITHESE

F B EIFEAR-F AR B T IR EE 2 1 B A5 I F) A
AL, BB B R GRS ] B A T adE H
DA Lt 5 S % I 7 B s o B8R O R VA P A B A A
F AR (o b AT Y (Y A L A X O B
P65 6 5 (Adaptive CBF, aCBF) fI#iH17,
I T o 4 o) o A o R AT S NI, DL X &
Gr A IRAS A AR k. 7ESCHk [118] 1, Lopez
I NBE KB 1) AR, 2 — M B B IR
R A T I 42 o 0 BRI, DASEIL R SR i N
ZA M. @ AE HOCBFE B X 5l N GG pR 4L
Xiao S50 $i Y 2K 1 i b 42 1) B 4 e 250RT st Ak 1
TN o RS R A, DA — PR R A
A& R, FESCHER [120] H1, —Fh BarrierNet 28444
s, 154 B AT oR HU S 3RS 1 1 N
BRI A4, JEAT BANE G oy 5 R IR R
T7 A B TGS RS RENS & NN BRI R FA
AR ZS, A A 2 M K R 0 i S B — R A ) AT
SRA Rt — 0T . BEAE AT B B Bh A T R, X
AR FNZ ST I B A BRGNS AR )
BARGHATIRSAE T AR S P B R, aCBF B
FHLHEI SIS AT R MR A, HEE S
PR FEATHEGTUER, [R]85 o M e 4 s
R

MR, X Rl HEERBOR BEAT FE 4L 1 3 L 1
b FAE RN RS 1T 2 B RER 8. X Fh
I U 2 5 S X R B A S A R R
P, R G SRR A U I A R R F 05 5
SR SRR, AT B 785 R 4 X 2R 48 2 i P Ak 2 4
PEARAS BRI, DAL S BT 38 4 2 4 1 RS RN
Ak, Hu S50 2t — b 2% 18 T D) BE B B d NAE
LRV ITIE. BRI E YN TS RGHE
BAT ISR AT RS AW, RGIRE TR
WRZBE 2 3, PLIERG 2 R A R B R4t %
APERFAE, 42 1 — T B N A E SR U R IR
PEHERL 775, LESCHR [123] W, LA tEFe br i n] SE 1%
WA E S i PR AR 1% (0 SR B[R 3R 8 P8 3] 5K
iz SEHE A SRZNE R REE RS L&
BT ISR s, — M B o 1w S A0 A L)

JE A4 B H DA% 8 A T S R 4 Ry AN o .
Zhao 5 4 W BT o KA 22 O BLEE R BT
%, B AR e HE A, R Tk
1) 2L SR B AN Y A 2 A P HR AR EE AN
THE) 77 2GS R B . SR, )T — Se AR B AR
ARG, HE A5 BRI AT SE PRI A B A AR 1
SEh0 R HME, R BT 2R 4 R AT REAE LR R AR BLAE
FARIAE G 0C F, 2 A5 T 58 HE 3R U 1) 7792 mT e
A 80PN AR 7 5o A TP 2R G52 )

BEE D BRI R R, — St 5B T a6 22
422 BB A RS 53 BT 7 1 43 BT HEZE 8 F T Ak 2 3))
RGN 2 A VRl ) R SR, TR N
AFAE— € I R FRPEM. AE G ) 2 TP 715 R
155 5O F AT IR SR (RIR B R R SR H 5
THECE R ) R SR KB T bR, 138 07 V40 2 55 51 <R
WL 2R3 (RTJR) KA TG A e S BT KRS HR AR 1)
flivh. H BTGt Hod o AR R g ficse, K
45 A A SRR AL, TTANBE AR 8 HAR RS
HIANARFAIE

FEMEEA b, — 207 Rl @ 5] AR Bl
(Condition monitoring, CM) ##ikxf ik vt
FEHEATAG!, AR LA ¢ B b RGBT 72
FR A R s TR, 2 A o] U S R B AR e
VEMTH2h & RA A LR IRAS, AT E1F Pk 45
REMESLAIEE. fEIA A H, Zadakbar 12
¥ Kalman 83 &85 T i Bkt BLSL ()R 10
RASHAT VR EAL . A 7 RO RGP = BRI,
Yu S TORS MR T — T g A
WL CMBRA J5i%. 1 Wang 25130 @it i 55
TP 2 A AR B R AN TH A R AT R AR,
T HL RS R G SEN T ASKT 8. Zeng 551
YRS B FDIRAS I MR S5 E R IR S i 1T )
) A A ) e R Gt B, R R RS
TORAS B U84 D) T AR 3R G € B4 RGeSk
IFRFAE, FFRAE RN ASP £t 1A 250k 78.

B A B T 5 g 5 B (Prognostics and
health management, PHM) 438 7E /T L5 4 1) 7% 2
Kl —Bepit 5K PHM H IR R 736 (Re-
maining useful life, RUL) Tl & vT £ 5341 (Re-
liability analysis) S54% 0HAR R T SEIN 22 2 PEVF
i A, HRN B2 F G0 T I8 1T A 22 4 g
TG T, BA EEWTTUHME. Zhao S5 FHE
SEIN 8] B R BB R AR IR A AR, IFEEH] Cox L
51 JRTSSE A58 289 DA 3R 5 B B 8] () Sz %8 Dehghani-

VIR FERIE — SR h PR R TOIRAS B U 22 A ME VRS (Condi-
tion monitoring-based safety assessment, CMBSA) B{EE T HRZS W I 1)
AP (Condition monitoring-based risk assessment, CMBRA)!M.
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an S WE 7 B ITERE i R WS 8 (High-
voltage circuit breakers, HVCB) [ N —%E1B /
PRSDIRAS HIRE R, JF ) H a0 s DT B2 2 1 428 1| PR 2%
A 0 Bt o HL AR IR A HEAT A i A 1P Ai
Kim 7 (05858 BER DT 7 BEE R T 58
AR AT 5] S 2R RO 3R 1) 284k, B A ek 7 £ 5 I
() 477 LA A T A 7= AR (R AR S 4, (AR 2 R
HHE T AT BEAEAE B R A . 2B R 3 M A R A R
FakEtE, BahooToroody %51 44 28 06 15 X 70 i A1 43
J= DU R A 45 &, AR G R AR50 L 3R 48 1) 5K
R M 0 %) BHfs SRR 2 K, a3 T R O RO R 4 A
PRI, Xing S5 K 2% 14 o U H 4 A ks 56 204 (In-
spection data) [FIIS £ BB VF Al FE b, JEUCRA T
HAE A R B R G LA B, Ni &M 458 R 5
R, R T ROR AR AT R R P E A S S R
R bR, IR SLhrRe il B B R R U T
T R, Li 8800 it 45 & BRGS0 R/
T % 45 90 2 A5 B B AT 7E & Bl SR A T I Bh A B 20
B, TR SEI AR A IR, O AR B A i i L LAY
BigE AR

B RIT VR BIREIRAS IS B 5 N BTEAG
bR b, E 28K 22 BORE F B AR TR R R R
A R] RE 1S S HOHAT TR, RS ZE T =R A
RS AR (1) 43 T HE S DAL T A4 =2 R S ok A
MR SR E RS G R R, BT RGN E XS L
I 22 A R A AT B oA
2.2.2  JEFERIMETETRXSHITEESE

bEE RS HamE a4k, REHEZ R (i
v NGRS ) Ak, IX R T ER 2 Rk B EL R
gy, SEECLTN G AT . AEARFRRIAEE T, It
% i) @30 iy > P Bk A 4900 L 0 B o i T
V2 BE BE 4 M AL PR 2R Gt rh AN B R 4 snE AR A Y TR
&, WARIAT . RGEIA] 0 5 % AH ELAE F LK HE A
UM IERPAIE X C ST wlikc e 1V Sl R 7 WAL A
ZRIE.

Rt AR FHHE LI BT A 45 R R, R
Fi 5> (Incremental learning, IL) B¢ /17775
T AR 5| EBRR B 2 1 5o, k2R OT VR LR VR
AR R Gtia ATk R vh, H T BT SCER 30 1 37 2
TEAT SIS SR A ALA, DA RIS A8 TE VA A2 5 1) it S
FU. PRk, 228 T7 VR R e 1E . AR 38 B 1 L,
P RN AN 22 A U R A RE 7, AR TR
AR AY A B BT T 5 0 R S ) R

7 20 20 80 4E4R, Sobajic 21w LT 4R

*RAEES 1.3 TR IR A S, A KA AT VAN E R R RS I
DB T7 5, AR T AT e f .

TR EIE NN T2 N2 R TRkl R4k
R 5 o T) P N i) R, Dy 3K — A ) O e B
JE 7RG S, A OREORTS B — B R R A5
. Sun Z5EM B — PRI FH A S0 R R SRR ) K
AL L CH ) R L VPR 71k, 12 RS 4
8 I BT HT A, DU e OB JE MR e 4R
b, BT FIPALEE A AT FEVE. Diao S0 $2H —
A R () 20 A R0 A0 e B B R R SN TR 4
JE 22 VP4l 7 %, I CLVEAL B B R ATt (Voltage
collapse) Friy K 1% 4 i He 5519 %[BT &
RAEIEAT B 0] AT B8 K AR (RIS AT 25 AR AR A0 AT 1 A8
b, P —FP T B G AR RCT S) B R A
PEVEAL 7738, FAE B B BUE BT 5% (Boost-
ing algorithm) #4JE VA BIRL ) 7878 2 B B £ H
FEHT G FORE AR B AT 26 T B SER R G0 2k
SR ZAMRE B, JHESBR RS U] 7 AR
PE. Zhang &M 5] N—FhFETFEL 7 TR FR 2% 2IHL
IV 792, TESEPRH ) R G AT 1 30E. SCHk [148)
FIEHR I RASHAMEN BN AT E
HRVESE I, $2H — M T S nd 2 (Gaussian
process, GP) IITEL 2 31 7 KA L 1 R A 1
JEPEIK, H T TR AR TR PP A AR A 2
Singh &M SR B TR 7 #E04L (Particle swarm
optimization, PSO) WINMNET 35 77 V2K 24 5 2 2
ax I T 25 8 DA B BAME BRI MR A 1
BE ST, FRAE BT IS 24 39 15 AN 68 5 w5 I He
&S U T X SRS A M. Liu 2500 i
—FhET EBEE 2] R4 (Broad learning sys-
tem, BLS) [ S22 2 PPEAlL 777, PARRAR HR 3R
T R A, i — R T AR E N AFR
)R, RS RGN KIS I A R R 4 b
VOO T HOr v Rk, e bt b gk — DR
H T R A AL AR I S 2 A MR VR AL TV,
H B IE T % WAFALE 1 W S0 AN 11 ] @it 122
He 25059 B T2 SRR 45 I, 5oih 7 —FhEZL
F B o g, DL GI AN F 3 PR R g A2
CRE A J7 R AT R I R AL, T LR BE 2 A4
Y FERE AN R PR 5 26 A T S 22 vl ik B

HIRF SIS R BT L 45 Nk 4 B,

3 NAZE

3.1 HAAUSCH
FESRTBEFEA, B RYER ST 2 A b VP

AT R Y, 2 5 R A T AT SE 2 A R PRAG
TR R — LT R G0 5.
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R4 AFRIPIRZA T LW 2 A PPl 77 v B SR R
Table 4
approaches under different environmental conditions

Features of real-time safety assessment

P RAIAEL B P RaIAEE
R HIH R Gt N & K&
RYREARAL b (€2
FEHTRE IR 1% [
BB R R AR L 1% [
) 5 R AR B AR B
S R Y BN LGN
PRARLIY AR E T B BAK
PR ESR 1% ]
WA R (€S Beob

3.2 ERERBE

FE TR bR, AR RGEE RILH %
H R R RFAE. X SRR R RGN 4T A
PEREAVRR 5507 T, BT RGN 2R AL, s MR
RS2 MR B, FERBERE, AR
RUTRI BN Z2 Gu i) 58 bRk AL 1) SE I 22 VR PP Al 77 5 2
ANVISEBR I, X R 22 A P VP Al U7V R S A
PR R G B R PR N 37 S EAT BE XS I3, DAB IR
TERAPE AN RO, AT K DL UM B R 48 945, R
S 22 A MDA 7 V2 IR B SR AT R e
3.21 TEGHMRZLR

TARGE M) RS S 1e B W .
T8 S AE N ) R RN BRIl Bt oz e 5 N R 0
77 B 1) 22 A A O, I B SRVl TR A
M RG24, AT LA SR R I AE I 0] B, T
R RAE, BAEEZ 2 E UM E L.

I STk, — SRR T VERR N a5 R ik
fEEER IS (Structural health monitoring, SHM) $
A B H bR Z W AP & A TR R S
(AnERaR. MrgE, Bl M RRROLAI MR, DA fR
EAFEBAT IR P 22 4 P00, S ) {1 Il R 4

T LA A5 B B L B SR A Bk A s o0 b B
V%, R SER BUE WA R MY EIE B, DUt
S RGN ) S5 K ) S AT O A e s A e 20
B M REr e a3 20 AR DSK, £ T2
G K0 ZR G0 I A R T I 2R G T A e Bl S NP Ye
09T 2 e RS T A7 R At M N5 A v e SR 3R
RIFEFRRHIE, R 2B 5% (Empirical mode
decomposition, EMD) %7772 MR 46 K 5 h 2 X
HH IS AR~ 5 XU, AR DY AR KUY [ H4 T Liu
S0 2 — R B AR R R A B P AR AT TR XU
HHE R = BN A SR BEATL I B 1w DA B
— AT () ) B Hua 500 WA ST T By 278 4
WA GEAH ELAE R R B BEALIE-F RS R 1. L e dp ok,
NN P S A FH R 5 K i N, BIE AN SR SE T 2 R
IELAE R R B2V g i g kot 1on 2081 HL A
AR BN A WIS 5y R GE I R0 DABEAT X
24 B I LS B . IS LR, RGN
BE HA R, Bt 4R = S5 i, s T
LS By TR A 22 AN T T I DS L. e ST
R [154] Hh, Li S5 T RA I 350, SR FH TR
1% it BB GRS RoR, PR T —
T G R R A 4 198 55 W] SEVE VAl 7 k.

R 5, — 85 X5 N8R (Com-
pressive sampling)®" ZE4 AR T A ] 8 U
— s [k e R, TARES ) RGN A AT
154% G BT S 200 W 1) PP AL M A B B i)
LR MERFAE, SoF 5 0 0 A7 BBURR M R A X T — L
KBTS RS, —RET BRI (Damage
detection) )% 4 Ve Al 77 VAR 1T L AR AR B T2 AT
oz 207 i 25 I AR TR (Computer vis-
ion) AR HEKE, BEFN R C I BA iz
PAERIR L 2 2 TR R T AR S5 M R e R i 4
BRI A B, HUAR TR A GRS, TR Tk
C I R HE S T, R BE 5% 2] 5 RS DATE 47 iy 5 R
K AL RS W 28 4 G, O TR G5 M 3 T ) S
WU AR B i KPR ST AN, Azimi SE DA

R5 LRI RGUHE SN e VEPPAHEZS T B i

Table 5  Current advances in real-time safety assessment frameworks for several typical dynamic systems
RGN % ZE
SRR a0 i SPARIREE R B imiE B PR IR T RS ik PRI EE FRa ik

TREMARS [154-158] (74, 84-85, 94-95, 107-108, 159-163) [126, 129, 164-166] [167-168]

S HES [21, 169) [170-172] [173-174] [150-153, 175

B RS [176] [80-82, 86, 88, 91-93, 96-97, 177-180] [135-136, 140] [143-149, 181]
EER RS [19, 182-183] [184] (34, 36, 127, 132, 137, 139, 185] [186]

TR [187-188] [189-191] [44, 130-131] [192]
Wi Wik &5 [79, 193-195) [196] (37, 128, 197] [198]
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AR TASC-ASCE 54 f R i 0 5 4 (7]t ) DY /=
VY53 2 — EE A AMAE JEABE R S R R 5%, K gk B2
R MR AR ISCER N 3, 45 Gl #8°7 T 1
ARG BB ZE N 2%, 0] 12 S FH 2E AT (g 5 U,
SPIJHERR R ATIA ] 90% LA E.

DRI, 6 T KM TR RG M S, X4 Tt
F B R T PRI T T 00 b i S 22 4k
WAL TT . BEE N RRRE, HRTTECETT
SR A R AR R PR T T B U0 By () S 22 2 o
(CWIRrS U NP CEE | S o e 7Nl L B2 Ly B
DL S RN R R R, BB
FRIAIE FE AR 0210
3.22 XBERG

Ty RIS R ISR Z B IR X R
LB RG, HH B MR 22 IFfh (Surrogate
safety assessment, SSA) S5 1ML NAZ B RA %
A AT EE B A RS o) L A s e R
I AT B EPUE AR S
PEFRFRR S VP4l 2218 RG22 R PIRES, B R
Gt B Z AR R, X R G AE R R AR
WG AT BN, I INAZ 338 5 Ak 55 B AR E 1 AT SE 1
DRBEE HH R R AT B X8 A XS Wiy 82212, 368 5 A A2 3 U
oH RV A 2 A U, SN 22 A VEVEAS 7V AT DLE
PR TR IRV 550, AT B3 SR BT 7 4 it
HAMN 75 78 53 F FH 18 B A% i ds MU IR 4% . GPS
o SRR IR, BT A I AL A 4
VG AR HE T BB R RN 4y b LR R A
o BT 35 (Scenario) ML — N HERE M
FA AN B ORI 98 07 321 ATl 1 8 A F 1 3 5%
RBEARIMAAH) TAE S, I =T, — L8 IK3)
T7 ik O AW R BT I Al a3 T AR E 2 4 %2
QRN 2 R B i SOk PR AL, TR R
EEE =i Ol N 1 N PS T =2 7 S W NI AR W S I SR 5
TR B OB R R bR ok b OB b s YL AE S
R [174] T, SR A M RRIHSCER (0 phill k2 3 57 72 VR
B EWIAET R T 2 25 J5 2 B2 B AR,
H A ][] (Time-to-collision, TTC) {E A K5
JE & (Criticality metrics), Jfi@id thEH 5 NK2
B A 5] RS SEBREE BRI M 2 V. Wang &5
FRAE W3 2 0 sz 45] . 7E CarMaker A1 ROS Xz #2
AT 07 EASAU, AR 2R AR B 0 A5 S A ok
9, IHEH REAIL B 372 Bl e 45 ok g gn e B A EE, BA
T MRt RETIERRRAS . B S5 DL sk 45 R\ 2
fil R g, DAPHARAT D922 4 1t R 0N SR B 5.
© [ 20 2 EIILIK, 3B 54T 45777 (Road safety assessment)

BT — 5 f TP, il T AR B AR bR T o S R 2 A,
JEE T RGN EBEAT S0, FUEAE A S E 8.

gi b, IS B M ANRB L SR B,
- SiEY BN W B S gk kP E ORI S
WK, I AT A8 30 £ G0 AU ) S I 22 4 MR P Ak 7 925 B
VA 22 A VE VT A B f AT R R Rk, R R
F 77 5 7 2 T 5 S A (R B P A 22 4 1 P AG T
V2. AR B Sk A I R SR T R G M 5 A K
FRE T, BT SEAF Mo BT AR I 2 A B, B
ESTW-9'
3.2.3 HBHRL

FEENHA 24N, 2ot M. BB K&
AR AERE B, B RGN E 2 B 2R 13
BRG L — . ALGH ) RGNl 77 18
TIEAT B SR AN bR A AS E PRI B A )
RGCIFERR R A, BT VEME DLIE BTl Ho22
Gt FEH ) RGERAE S BN N 1) 2 VRS 2
() HEAT PROE AT AERA LS X T3 T -G It RE B AT 38 1)
Y. Bk, —RFONEh A2 TR (DSA) FIEOR
SIS 2 R R HEARLE S L LR RIS T
REN R, B oot ) RGBS
e X H B R MBI, DAVEAL i RGAE R A
NS TR Z A RS KB B
2 M (Transient stability, TS). HE @
(Voltage stability, VS) MiSiiZ {2 & M (Frequency
stability)® SE4 534155, FHCH 70 % /£ IEEE br
HER G AT ORI

HEILHEN, ERXRGEET BRI TT
VREUAR — 8 [ e 2. SR BEAE L) RGN R
1, BRAE 2R 458 10 B PR A 75 B R B IR M, X R | T
LR A]. BRG, 2 S A 7T N B ALE 20 22 R BT
FHEZR ) NJSER . N T N2 S5 G5 2
ARAERMRRTT 5, VLY ) 2 e th 4 in 5 2 e R
B AIA S SE &R, B, Liu 9 AT s A%
Ak, I T DL A 28 I 2 11 22 4 20 R L H
JIRAERL, T HE T DL AR AT SR 1%
WAL IEEE 39 B2 RS h kAT 1R 70 br, &5 3%
KW, 5EGH S TE AR At DU a2
W 2% fe 0% T A PT SE LR I FE 1) RS 2 AR, RE
g 0 S AU ) R FESCHR [89] Hh, BT BAR
SR B2 IR MR IS B e RO AR B T SR AR
FLARAR PN 3R G5 1) B A F2E ¥ B2 (Transient stabi-
lity margin, TSM), PAUCLIRAL 71 RG0S 22 4
PeAE B 1% J7154E IEEE 39 B4k R G EEAT T M
H, R ft 7 X3 TSM AT AL 45 3. STk [222] 42
HE B A A A A0 DA RS YR ik 1 S i £
Tiik, BEAE B = R AR R RGP BT A
TZWGE, RSB R e X ).
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R 22 A VP A

bt [l 2P AH & (Synchrophasor) S5l &+ A )
WIS ke, BT HHENE T (Phasor measure-
ment unit, PMU) 5§40 1) 22 4 VA 772
BEZ B 1 R0 et S R B ) R GEAE Y
LA AR AL T 330 S BUR R WA 45 37 5T AT g Ak
TARFRME, —RAELE L 21EML (Online dy-
namic security assessment, ODSA) J5 2 /E i e 4F
KT % Geah a5 2 VAL BORBEAT R g 207220,
ISR T 1M Y B S Bk AR N7 1 T BRI M e
RGBEAT N, 558 A TIs TR B RLRE A 2 1
IBAT IR, 1k B TR 2R e AL T e 0 1 A8 40 5 7 0 1
SLEH T RE R FFRR B IS AT, FELE =N, B TR %
F TR 0 AE-T A2 2 e R PE A T VA0 1 2L
TR, — S HAR R & oo 85 E R A
R B B i A T DAL T 3 RS 0 R K ) e
IR AT R R P2 — BRI SN B iR 2 B
16, g2 210, SR 321 SR N
TREREE AN T M S v B AR O R A AN [ R 4 7y
[ .

PR, E RIET X L ) SR G SE I 22 A I VR AG T
AR TR B AR-T A 22 e VEVE A% 75 T C 22 B
R, X R AR J7 R B BT
AR BERA. R Nl ] 7E 7 s 22 1 Bl
RAE, AR L) R GURE U AR 0 g N\ S e sk
BRI — MEAFIRNTE ISR IR, H8 K )
A RS N TR M BSR4 Rk 5
NFEAEE W E I ZL, DLN X ) R 4G8 B3
BT AT E MR ZR, S B R 1 4T v R R
IR, HUCFE, B0 B RGeS bR AL,
T HRAEIR m VAL R M0k R Gid NV S A HE
VDT, THARAFAEAE T il BRI 5045 ).

3.24 HEERHERG

ZRER R G R A BRI B2, P A e
RHERGH LM, LG 2 A TEVEAS 7 VR W
THAR I HAHESRS =2 IR R E X 2B AR St
A REA AL AR S R B O A & AR P 22
) (B0 R, R F O AR B 3 SR, T
ATIERIEHER (AR 24 H B RS
S SEHE) I SR, AR B A BT R A, R
FEIBATHIOR MBS TR R BEAT R4, DL Hr R GEis 4T
AR AR K. R AR R G, X
Toft 7 92 e DA STV Af ML 1 A 22 e VR RE . ARk, BF
FE 5 B R IR 2 M 00 B 51N 0 IR A5 7Y ) 3 1
LSRR DA 48 75 10 ety SR B R BR . — b 3 2
W7V B &S FE W 73 (Dynamic ETA) HESE,

I FH 2R GUIRAS I £ 4 S i S8 2B A XU i 2. 7B
—EH R G LSRR L], ShASF A AT LA 3R
RGURFE IR, TSRS H bR 2 48 KU 1 5 58
HENHERA I F IR 9 40, Zeng S50 DU H ki
oh ) TR A o AME VI T 35 (Anticipated transi-
ent without scram accident) RN 5, #37—
oft FE T 2 A M 0 A0 0 S P 2 B R SR s VR 5 A
R I DL 20 0 250k il TH R AR S 5 3h 28 X
Iz 0 A Hcdls AT SR A R FH A e U 5 A
TR FEAT S RG22 . R, K
AN B IR 1l 3 B 2 XU 73 i 2 BEASE T 7 A B
B s AR AT — AR A ST HE R ANASAR A 45 2R

BEE N LR e BOR s K JEf— A% B R Gt
A | FEH RERKY], — SRR TG 2R
I $v2p 24k (Digital twin) 258 AN T8 RER A K4
BV H R G 22 AR DLAES 3% ) RS
24 BRI RH R TR K RGN &
LA, AR, — e R AR AR AT R IR B
RGN 22 RAN, 28 £ 3 (B RG AR
) MR T e S EUR M E R, TREA TIER
JE IR HTi% (Analytic hierarchy process, AHP) 5
N A2 0 28 A0 25 -6 CARIE A% e 32 ST s R 22
U, it R eVl R RER ARG
SN 2 A PRV AL 77 iR SR A B A T A .

gk b, BEXTIZ R K R R G S 2 VT AL T
ATPER AR S 7500 09 3, ande] REX P Aa A5G
Jv ks SR ) 1) R L 22 J M B BIE S e 3, R AN I
JE I N LA REHOR DL IR A2 48 RS0 TE 1 %2 4
K ST BRI 57 1),
325 WIR%R

WL RGN B AR AR e ek
AR i, AAAETEER 22 2Bl FE T RS, %
2 RS K K 3R (Safety risk factor table, SRFT) 5
Nz N, SRET T8 € S M R G 8k 22 4
IEIER, anfr & BEILEE. W7, I i, 2SR
R R FIUAEE 25 A% M 8 T DR PR A ) Jog e is 28]
— L ITVERYE SRFT X R 2 RS AT PR
Bribz gt 5HAbRGRML, — L R ST
JIEW T2 F T4 TR G0 ) SE I 22 4 PR vP Al v 9,
i1, Wang S5 K FsOR A 1 W] RevE BN TR 2
I3A, 1% J7 I I W ) 2 AN AR ROk A
A RFA R AR, IF Bl 5 e A s iy s
I PRSI 25 AN W B . 1% VA A R HE I FH 4N P —
i 23 #2 (Tennessee-Eastman process, TEP) H
BEAT TR, JRERAE T HAATE. TR, AT
R DNE v s 4 A Y= N 33 ] AN B & (=
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S 51 &

28 SCFF I R A URIEE BB R SEHL88 2 2] 7okt —
B ML T R G2 A i, Amin 25097 $
HH RN A 2 X % AR e B A X, o DL e 34 o 245
FHF- S B A I, ) FH S A e 5 R G e ek
Z IR R . AR IR b SR {5 B I 2545 25 2R 5
PG — AN 5 B TR R0 i 3 S AR SR I 0%, R F R
2R IE ML RAG TR 18] A A 0 2R R A
I S B 8 88 2 A P VP Al AR AR L 0 9t 4 ) 7 R v
() TE W AEM5 Bl 2 AT 73600, R T HE
FHAEAN R 5

gk ERTIR, 4R T R G S 2 T
i EEET Bk, B g TRt s
LRI 9T IE B R B i 2. Hoar, BT RRER
155N 5 1 B a0 W 0 S22z 4 Pk VA 5 VR AR A
A BRI N TR RERIR, 5 A W E i s e
FAHR BEH ECE A, 2 T PR U T A R
i sk, B EENTFNE.
3.2.6 MEMRZESG

LS WK 28 G5 1) A 10 1 BE 5 7™ 5 1 U 7= 45
K, MEEXRAFITRE . HLAN G LT TAEA
R 24, Rk, SRS iR KRGty w4t
PEAY A 40 BB H B, B SOk, B
TR RGN 2 A VAL TR SR DAL G 1) s v
AIHTIO RO A BAE T RRE S AR )
LGS HHER AN, K2 BT B HriELL. 4
i, B AR S R B PRI TR K N DU B A7
TEANf 2 M A e R i — b 3 T B A R I A
AN 58 BE SR B ¥, 3L 8 R AN S FE R e e g 7
X T W IR () SRR B . 30— 25 2 RSB AR I A
SEFE, B — R N 5 B (S M) 2 T F DG A
PR T, IR B PO P Rl AN TR 8 A 1 B
N5, LIRS 2 K 8 0 22 A Ve S 2. 04 ) 1 0
KPR AE B ) S G AT R S, TS 2R RS T
TR A KT I 22 VEIRAS, 6L KU
ST DBIT )5 43 W A A B A R ME RS, ARG IR T
B R ARAEAE AT E MRS S e i, JE 3 T I
IEHE AT AR RN 7R, Sl T A S
L RINRIE A

BT B UR R R R AT R, 5 2R
R, L SR RGNS LT
H120, 15 R XS BT KA EE AR
B R B RS, BT LLUE A TR IR B R ARG
T BB R IR, B T BB AR &
J&, —RITFERRAM SR R G AT R RIS
AN G VP4l R G 22 4P, Wang 250 FI|
TLIBEEAR, BTN AT AL 2 A i

Wi, A MATLAB 1 6347 807 2R A BRI
HI, R B RE 2R TE AP RN
FE R, DLW A ML R A B N B 2 75
FHAE 2 2.

EARTTE, H AT TR R GRS 22 4 Vv
A E BN A HTHESE. 5 & 2% R ST T AL i)
IR ZAE, X T AR R R S 22 e PR PP Al
JTEI) 3 R AETERE A T RN BE 5 BOR 1R M A

[}Eﬁﬁ%%—[sz 128, 198—199].
4 RESREE

BN RGN 7 VEVHAEBOR B i = ot
M) Y SR 2 Gt N0 6 540 S o R A ) 22 4
b SR AR A 45 B Ak B R o 1 5 R AR A5 B K e
MTTTAE 2 R 52 b B2 2% B T 4 5 T 3R BLHY 2 25 O 10
. RSO St A RGN 2 e VEVEAE BRI
O SCHATHEIR, MIABE IR TR 1k S v At A 2 Fg 4
HT7 B A G 2800 SRR 2R, I 53 il X il ik
T BB B A, B S X ELA 2 PR BR
BEAT RGVE RN, B S8k b 2 ST 8 SR g e AT
FANTTE. PTG B, AT BORIT T Dk
L 5 N R SR A SGHR , X T3 R
WY PPA B3R 5 N P AU ) 5 5 i S A B A A
Wri Tt 254> AR A N EE TP R A B
PRAGBOR R TR 1A AR T RS T PPAS BOR TR
NIRRT ZR G A B o HO AT Rt A
e R AR, BEFEN RAEAE S T3 T R U
BT EIVEAL T3, TR T R SR AR A 5 2 H g R JiE
m I, TRV RS T E 2 W
ESES

UTAER, Wl I BB SR A e 7 5 5 T (Y0 i
PRE, XF L 2 AP HOR A E SR BB 2 8T
BT UL, A RARIEAE I TOA R BEAT LR R 2

1) AT B RGN 2 AP EOR: B
BB BARLEILFER KR, RGEARVERRT
B RS ATRE G  R R . SR, AR B T
BB IRSZ IR BRAL DR 75 K e 55 R 3R A A5 2 A T
213 B B P 22 4 b B SR IR & T 2 ok,
HAR RS P 0 S I 1 B A TR, S B 28 i 4 4%
LR E W RE 2B AL, Wt — 2D A R r Al
LR R WUME B 0] [R] 25 A0 73 A i85 22 A1 i
SR, TR R GEENLN AT R K, B
A HE BT R, X B SRIFAROH B SR AT,
CAOAL BEIR A, 0 DR U A5 S DR

2) e 2R T I SE 2 RS BOR: A2
KPRz R, SISO B AR SEI AT RERAL
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AEZHE P2 i BOHE AU, ANl PSR A 22 B A, B
I Z 18] T BE A7 AL B 2% M SR R AN A AR, X%t %2
SNEFEAR BT S PP Ak AR ey A HT SRAN T AR
FAOME . G e B A 8 A v Bt R 2 1k R 2% AR T A
PR RRHES B, IR RO R &R IR R &R I
F 5% 28 SR U0 A5 TR R e S SR 3t — b ARk,
T FEARES e A2 2% P P s R PR T AR e i, fEL Ak —
SRR G

3) BA ARG T B L 2 2R HOR: B
RGP H @R, ShSRGHELIr TR+
I W S AN T JE G L ORI o, ARSI T
R VPG TR 5 LR AL R, i
AR PPt 25 SR AR L. R 017 S5 B 1A 1 7 s s 00
I8 Bt = S5 i Sl HAE DAAE R AR, 3 — 0 oAl
R PR R s R 1 R M S kAL PR, AT 2R T
HIIAEL T 5 B X R FITE SRR 5 IER, X HESD
S 2 A P PP HRAE TR b BRI, BAAE
BHEX.

4) RF ALV B LI 2 PR BOR: a0
I Ao gy PR B G RSN D RN SIDIN
RIS, ZRNFIZE R RN ER R
M. 24N RG-S M LR REREE,
A AEVEA I A2 51 N AZERI % (Human-in-the-
loop) FPERN EREERIF K. TR, A2
JSE30T PR SR U5t R T A AE ) 2 20 OR, B K
SR S U] 2 i R P T AR 2 PR B8 IE RE IR 5F
T R 5 A AR AR, R AE I iR A R AT Ju it
AT U R] 70 B, AT R 23 B2 A0 TR 5 25 R G BB A%
T, R MR T,

5) VAL AR R Zh A AT AR PE R BB AT 7T BEEIL
SEAE SR BRI TR BRI DG, 2t vrl
BORFIAH AT 7T BT 235 B RERE , H oy bt S0
ROR AT R BO4EE, X O RS 20 05 28 77 S A
JE. TRV P AR A 10 20 WUy e — 20 i 1 0 1
a5 RIS AR . K, o fel 2E A DR BE =X 20 4 07
AR AR LA WU 5% R BE I RIRTIR T, BE— PR
B PR R ) B SR AR, AT A A5 PR Al i A2
SEIE IR 5§ AR, B BRI FUAME.

6) X P BT AP A I Bk S s it £
ZHEERRRKILFEENT, HRA-F R BT S
(S I 22 A PR VP BOR C & B 24 T BT 3.
IR RGAT A 52 AW R Rl B4 R (1 8 35
K, A A5 I Kl 52 I R 23 A AR A IR e AR
WAT N T A IR, PRAS 0] 22 4 Jal i 1) Wl
VAN bt A 75 e IR ) R IS Sei o B N et
ATy, F T TUEAT JE S o) A5 Y B 3 S BEAT 0

A, AT B i 22 PR PP Al R HE R PE RS B, (A5
B BIRER.
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