87— S 827

(91) ®HFFMIETFML>L0MR
(BFEFPFRFHMXFL-3) ;
WRESET BTFEMc. s —  WEE— kHEE (TH)MEES

A Bk AT OMO#A RFBHR
. & = !
1) 2) . . . * L Evaluation of WaIITgmp. J
i T, FEEELE( FMt v —ToOBEEH ) —

Give Scores of Wall Temp. {Stm1, Stm2, Stma} ‘

RORERDFRIEH 2 A DR 1 GHFRETFR > 2 7
AR WE 3 BE~OHEBERCOVTREL 2, 40
EXFH25720pu e v /B, REARMAEF VOHEA

BRI i, —BOoFHIBERESXRNIZDOT
UTFC#Ed s, (FMeLv—T; 28— 2B RBEN+ 2+ — )
2. 27 ADHRE HEE

L Evaluation of Sol. ¢, N2 J

[ GieScoresofSol. ¢, Nz (Swuc, Sna) |

l Socre = Stmt + Stm2 + Stm3 + Swic, +Sn2 J

[ stight Atarm ] [ serious Atarm ] [ NoAtarm

Aozxy o, SRABPTHFEEE( FMeo9—T)., & T No ]
070 ap

CEFREF -2 »EHa  ra—2 I hEIL, Fig.lk Yes :
R HETHBETFR21T2 > T B, ’ ImmMWM“IHmﬁW%?;J

WBEY A7 ATlEs FMEU4+—T, yvexC, HR¥ { [ Thmmtuuaﬁningper‘uhr) ]
aN K ZNENSREHELREL . BALHBECE b &L ! _

~ ig.-1 Flow chart of forecasting

RE»542, 20888k b 7s5—s2Hg5E0 5 decreased heat level

——a—— prediction

Ty 7%%}55[/'CL“50 ——x—— actual

ﬁ&%ﬁmb‘ﬁﬁ%&%miuy&&btéctmib‘ .ﬁﬂ | X

%
FRETOEROFALTEO. 72 v s BRREOV A K
ELTV B, Fig.2@BE—EHMOV Ve 2 COJRKIME et Mt

SF%”E%@)\ ‘l/ TC.? 7—"""}1/0')?1&"}53];]:&[/7‘: %) DThH BV, B ——X—— actual
KEZBATSC Lk W EBRRFUTORMLHEERL T SN =

Tpig (°C)

Tpiglt+ati=EaiTpiglt—iAu+b-Solc max

Tpig (°C)

BT 3,
S, EREMECEL T, BERE S L EERER Tl Ep T T A e

HETARIDHIC, BREFOF -2 2Ewx 54 0 ¢%F Fig.2 Applied example of prediction
_ by ARMA model

LTWwW3,
Table 1 Forecasting ratio of decreased
8. ﬁﬁﬁ%% heat level »
Tablel, 2CA > RF 2 2MEASHEFCEAHALIERS The extent of decreased heat level
/TiTo '875155}%‘:1: biﬂﬁf/z 5 A ‘iﬁﬁb\ $m“$ 86%\ a Total results M70STpig<i480|  Tpig <1470
WL 2 HOERREB/T 5, £$MWﬁ%w4%wm
4. ¥ B
- - , e i
Eﬂfﬁ?g‘ E%W%?‘k?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ}l bﬂﬂf:@%&{&??ﬁﬂzx Table 2 Appropriate ratio of forecasting
FLRMASHFREHALZ. 4%, FRLELETH 2S5 decreased heat level
BRRFHE 27 L CHRIEIFETH 5, Times of | Timesof | Tivsof | et | Aororien ovoee
g%jﬂ @rmﬂm (%) %)
1) ﬁtﬁ‘ 73 (1987) 889 47 38 1 8 81 | 2
o) BL#. 73 (1987) 890 Ry e —

Times of olarm




