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Statistical inference of progressive type Il censored

under step-stress partial accelerated life test
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Abstract: Based on the progressive type II censored samples, the statistical analysis of the inverse Rayleigh distribution
under the step-stress partial accelerated life test is investigated. Firstly, Bayesian estimation (BE), the maximum likelihood
estimation (MLE) and approximate maximum likelihood estimation (AMLE) of unknown parameters and acceleration factors
are estiblished by using Bayesian method, maximum likelihood estimation method and approximate maximum likelihood
estimation method, and their approximate confidence interval is derived by using the asymptotic normality of maximum
likelihood estimation. Secondly, the Bayesian estimation and maximum posterior density (HPD) confidence interval of model
parameters and acceleration factors are given by using Bayesian theory under square loss function and linear exponential loss
function. Finally, the accuracy of three different estimation methods is evaluated by Monte Carlo simulation. Numerical
simulation shows that the effect of Bayesian estimation is generally better than that of MLE and AMLE. The Bayesian
estimation effect under the linear exponential loss function is better than that under the square loss function. With the increase
of sample size, the mean square error (MSE) and average relative error (ARE) of the three estimation methods demonstrated
a decreasing trend. In the same group of samples and removal scheme, the HPD confidence interval length of BE is better
than the asymptotic confidence interval length of MLE.

Keywords: progressively type II censored samples; inverse Rayleigh distribution step; stress partial accelerated life test;

maximum likelihood estimation; approximate maximum likelihood estimation; Bayesian estimation

BRIEHHA: 2023-12-20

EE£TWH: BXAARREEES (11901134)

E—1EH W6 (1999—), B, 5L, 55 oA g RS0
BIEESE: 20 (1980—), 2o, 4, #HFz, Wy mhn SEg T .

Vol. 50 No. 1
Mar. 2024



14 I 1R o A CARBRERRD) 55 50 %

F T 2B R 3 73 in R 543 i 16 (SSPALT) J7 14 3RAR 1 7 it 2 AR LE HCA i o A5 i ik v B
RER R AL, PR R B P S B TSR SR L Ol T4 R SSPALT A Y FEL RIS A 12
P ITA SSPALT #EAT 1 #E—2DWFSE . it . Sk (1] WVEHTE AE N 24 IR G EEMZE L 1RGHEE
T, #&T SSPALT 118 T Burr-XII 73 AT A GET T A [al s SCHR (2] mIYEE7EZ 20 T RIEE T, BT SSPALT
Wi T Maxwell Boltzmann 43155 S0k 11 LA Bk S8k STk [3] MPER 6] LB R G HUR
™, BT T SSPALT AL S 4500 s Al T H R DX (R 11 LA K sk D7 A 11 R) 5 SR [4-6] IVE & £ A
AV AEAS , BT SSPALT Wi T M8 R34 . $8EURUA /K 43 A F1id Kumaraswamy 34 1958 1153
Brs SCHR [7] B97EE 5T SSPALT AAL, BT T NH 43 A 7E M RS R FE AT 9 S8 TH 18T SCHR [8]
VEH RSB A BN EARAGBE TR T, T SSPALT FIZ #1533 AR 2E Logistic
(OLiHL) 434 (2 BRI [H F 2547 T A5 T SCHR [9] MfE & e A A8 TR A RERA T, T
SSPALT &% F1 Newton-Raphson 77 458 T 5% Pareto 4345 ZEUFIANEE I T BRI BUE , s
Monte-Carlo A XA G Ty IR R T TIFM . IR AFST BRI T ARG R, (AAEE A0
FEFEATT, I SSPALT B4 Rayleigh 437 i 11178 (1 AH O Sk /D . 5. SCHik [10] FFEE7E T B0
RAEATE, BFSE T8 Rayleigh 43 24000 TR SCER [11] AOVEE (EF 540 25 il LINEX #51K s AR, #ff
S T30 Rayleigh 73 ZEUBOBORAIRAG T | DU Al A2 e DU it ats Sk [12] B 7 or iRz |
TANTRBPES R BT, 20 T —F i ] E-Bayes 1432 Bayes ffiitJr 2% id Rayleigh 31 (¥ RUZE S HCRN

B R ik | BT BRI, AR SCRRZ A T AR A SSPALT i FH 38 Rayleigh 43 (14 1l 5¢
PSP AT, e TR S ECRUINE A 7 4 DU AT RN 2 sttt D BB DU 5 A Ak 05 v i P e
AT T VP4

1 BEAFIRIE
PRI Rayleigh 7341 9 7315 RIS CHAME A< 85 2 R K301 -

Z(t):exp(—tlz), t>0; (1

z2(f) = %exp(—tiz), t>0. (2)
AT _% M (1) 25000 X IR SECR 61033 Rayleigh 437, FL X P50 A pR BRI 3R 25 B pR 85053 511)

W F(x) = exp<—9—2> () = @exp(—”—z) IR OWRIESEL, H 050, x50 |

ARSI : OF PR S, F1S, (S, <S,) , Hr S, FIEH R IR, S, Rk Sk . @7
N JIIKF S, FLS, R 2BAH A RGERAL . QNN T 7w il A Y ] DUR B EHLAS & (TRV) £
{X, if X< 1
X 1) ifX>z.
ST UL A, A2 R 1 Ik A5 iR Y A RESR R B R BRI oA pRECRT S i 2R

RIS, Bl Y = o X2 EH A FIrE g Ay, B (B> 1) g T .



55 130 8], 2. B IR AP T 3 s 5 i i i S A 15

0,if y<0;

2

F=150=L e Ly it 0<y<

Y y
20°B exp( 0* :
C+Bo—-) T+ pr-1)

L) = y if y>r;

07 ifyS 0;

0> .
F(y)= Fl(y)=eXp(—7)’ if0<ys<

2

F(y)= exp(_(-kﬂ(ei—))z)’ if y>r.

A T TRUAERE A0 R IV 3 70 i ek 7 i a8 P AR AR - X BERLIE R B4 n A>3 30 i ) I 247 7 i il

m—1
%, Hrhn m . o, RFIR JEFELHENEE, Hm<n R, =n-m=Y R . HIERZ]y, WERH 14>
i=l1

it KA EIRS , EFR R B n =1 SRR P REHLRS BR R A s 2GTEMTZ] p, WESRER 2 45 il R A e
I, RN n—2 = R SRR SR BEPLRE R R, 1577 s LA . 25 I A8 8] « Z /A ny ARS8
RAK, WIAER 2] y, WPRERIAAR R n—n, D BRGEHER BN ) T AR, RN m A" &

ARy, | SHERR mR_nn,zRAFwé%@ﬁﬂm fh A BT A8 B0 A T A
BT A e R IGMIREA A 3, < 3, <vv <3, <T<y, 4 <<, .

2 0F0 pEIIR KNSRI FIX B i it

2.1 071 BRI AINSATE T

WRIEZE AL 11 R AP 8 B 3 30 s 7 e g B WA AR () <y <0<y, <7<y, <<y, ) AT
FERLIREA B S IR iR B «

L= CHf(y,)[l NG H L OI=F ()"

i=n;+1

(3)
92
CH—36XP(——2)[1—GXP(——2)] H 2 ﬂ ex 10(——)[1 eXp(——)] )
i=1 J/,- yi yi i=n +1 i
/ﬁ‘:r’—l w; :T+ﬂ(y,» -7) .
R T K fE OFN BEIRRAISRAG T, %=L (3) B EL T 15
I=InC+mIn20” +(m—n)n - Zlny i‘g—z+ZR In(1- exp(——))—
. g - ‘ (4)
Z Ineo’ - Z —+ Z R In(1- exp(——)).
X (4) SK—Bir 2 5T 0 WA
%:%_ n12_€+i 2R9 i_@_ﬁ_i 2R[9 _0’ (5)
i=1 Vi i=1 i=n,+1 O; i=n, +1
! Vi (exp ! "o, (exp




0K A 2 A CHARBEARR) 55 50

16
ol _m—n f3£+ 52000 2RO =0 ©
3 : o
o, S o f=m 4l a)f(exp(zz)_l)

i

% - ﬁ i=ny +1
Hr o' =y —¢ . TR (5) FI (6) Toiksk i oF1 gy i Nk, LA SCR A Newton-Raphson J7

AR i — B HOBARLE . R R SRAT AR Ak B A — 28 AR R BLR A T

2.2 OF BHIA AR A (LR AT
m?ﬁﬁﬁHUQ&ﬁ%ﬁ%,ﬂ%$iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%i%ﬁ§ﬁﬁﬁ%x“ﬂh-K=%,M
= (5) Fzk (6) AR .
%:%_m 2§+"l 2Ri? _i2€+iL€:0; (7)
- Vi i=1 yiz (eXp(?)—l) imm +1 O iZp 41 60[2 (exp(ﬁ)—l)
aa_l:m—n]_’”3ﬂ+’”29?)[_m ZR[le,. _0. ®)
I’ B =+l @ =g O i=n, +1 wf(eXp(F)_l)

16 E(T)=p, R E(K)=b &b 4 81 % ﬁ Mo 7 g WO IF R,
exp(3)-1  exp( )<l

FEAR 4 SO [13] 10 48 Z(T)=U, . Hoh U, R 1 Aok 1 H AT 40 A 19 75 5 11 A 0T 4
B Z(D)SU, AT R R A T2 W) . ol X TR WA p = E(T)~ 2\ (a) . Hoop

i=12+, m . T ix M ¥r ¥ ¥ Rayleigh 53 13, fr DL A7

= j+Rm7j+l +Rmfj+2 +‘”+Rm

+R, ++ R,

a, =1~ :
jemiist J T 1+ Rm—_i+1 m=j+2
1
l X zexp(ﬁ) 1
AGE ] LG = ——— GU) T He@) = i I 1 e
ey exp(_ 7)1 Op( s

Bp A G FEATZRMIR TR AR B8 2 B RIS 75«
©)

G(t,)=G(p)+ @ —p)g(p)=C +Dgt,,

3

—a. — _ 2
,ﬁ\qjCi:ai(l a, 221na,.)’ i:2a,.( Ine,) =12,
(-e,) a; —
1
2exp(-)
i VW) BEAE RE b, X H (k) HEAT 28 I IS

v . H(k) W FECh(k,) =

eXp(p) -1 (€Xp(k7) -k’

O H (k)=
(10)

=
an

H(k))= H(b,)+(k,—b)h(b,)=A + Bk,
3
—a — _ 2
:al,(l a,-2lna;) ZZai( Ine,) Pmm Al A2 e m

b Ai 2 > B
(1 - ) o, — 1
#X(9) A=k (10) 73 AHRA (7) A1 (8) AT A

\



A B 1L RUBR A HE I 73 0 A i 1 A S8 A 17

511 g,
_:2_'"_229 SO ipy-3 220y OBk =0, (1)
00 i=1 Vi =1 Vi i=m+1 W; i=n+1 W
ol m- 3(0 20%w’ 2R, 6w’
_nTh Z - Z . " (4 +Bk)=0 . (12)

aﬂ i=ny+1 CO i=n+1 60,- i=n+1

ERERINEEE (11) AIZC (12) ook o f gy e M, I A SCR A Newton-Raphson J7 0 R fil — 14

(Y ONPES

2.3 0F BHIIAINE B X 8]
A TMELIT A S B R 22— 2256 8%, PRI AR SCfdi F MLE B9 000 3% 7 7R 15 J80 0 BA: ) s SR A 0 %

IR 7 22— 22560 . %X (4) SR Bl il 45

2 2 2 2
: 2R (expC 291y O
ol 2m L2 & v} noo
e 2yt 2> ’
i=l Vi i=1 yi (exp(iz)_l)2 = i=ny+1
Vi
20*(w. 304 (w') . 30° (@)
2 R 1 o @) (4’)>+ @)
ol _n-m 3(wf) 60 (a)z) @; @, @; @,
6,32 - ﬂz +i=nz,:+1 a),.z _,‘:nzllﬂ w,-4 _i:nZ]:H (ex (iz)_l)z
p e
2 2
0 4gp @ 4R o, H(exp
- - :
BD e M '
i=n+ i i=n+ a)i (exp(_2)_1)
a)i
ol &
opo6 06
iS00 - ST O B BN 2 A IR A R A R R -
. 00> 0608 var(§,)  Cov(b,.5,)
I(HM’ ﬁM): 2 5 = ~ MA M .
o’ o’ cOv(ﬁM,H) Var(p,,)

_6ﬂ89 _aﬂz 0=0y, =P\,
- 5% B (098 06 0 W A 0F 25 MV TR TR B0 B) - NGO B 1y By s I

O F B I LE E X M 49k B, -2, Var@,), 0, +Z,,\Varb,)) F (B, -Z,,\Var(B,)

By +Z,,\Var(B,)) -

Hrb 7, RAREESATH L a /2 20005,
FESEBRRL AR, fh T R AE S Hh B AR DX YR BRO SRR 0, DRLFUAR SCI i X 4042 e Fil Delta 7574k

K445 I, In B, WOHTIL IEAS S0 . 4% 13RI ARA3 10 In 6, A In B3, WM TE A543 0 «

0y =16 youy, Inp,-np _ N(O)D) .
Var(Iné,,) Var(ln )
H1 In 6, il In 3, L TE A ST, OF1 BIY 1001 - )% XPAE AS BT B A1 I 4

(0, *exp(~Z,,\|Var(Ind,)) , 0, *exp(Z,,\/Var(Ind,)));



0K A 2 A CHARBEARR) 55 50

(BM *exp(—Za/zwIVar(lnﬁA’M)), ,[;‘M *exp(Za/zlear(ln/?M))) .

Hrp var(ind,,) = Var(d,,)/0,,, Var(in,)=Var(B,)/f,, .

3 0F0 pEY IR ER & A X E) (4 Tt

3.1 OFA pEY ARt ERfE T

ARSCHIIFTT (SE) 5825 PRECRIZR M FE 4 (LINEX) 55% R BT 0 F1 14 DL 4rfiliid . B BBOE om)st

905 BRS04, IR TS BIEs A, Bl n(@) oc 8" '™ (>0, b, 1>0), n(B) < % (B>0),

IR O B IHRG Se oA R R -

& B)ocdlep . (13)

FIHZL (3) F12k (13) RI15 OF BIKEEA 5 56055 B s O «

(0 Bly)oc o g ’le‘“lﬂ[exm— 0—2)[1—exr>(— 9—2)]R‘ f[ exp(— ﬁ)[l —exp(- 9—2)]“‘- (14)
i=1 yiz ,sz i=n, +1 a)iz a)jz

1 (14) nHL, FEFJ7 % eRACRIZAMEA S R 2 R AT, O BIRREL (0, ) Y DLt 205 «

0 (0 B)=EL0(0. B)|VI=[, 0O P @ Blydy, (15)
G 0 P)= = WIE@p(-cp(O, p)1)== [ expl-cp(® PO Bl 1) - (16)

T (15) F1ak (16) o R 4%, MELITHR, R AR SCRIH MCMC 5Bk 41545 0 Fn B 1% DL -S4 31

i (14) nTA%, 0N BIRHAAF IR B8 A1 7350 -

%0183 0 2043 T 3 (o) TT0-ew- 7o) [T (om0 )

i=n;+1 ,

7, (B16.y) o f7 [ exp(- %)((1 ~exp(— %))R‘ . (18)

i=n;+1

= (17) X (18) ANRE Ak A T AN 40 A, BRI A SCf ] Metropolis-Hastings 532 U4 FE1E & #5

A e ik A IBE LR AR SRR i 0 F g DUSHefili Tt . BAACK S o gt DU fili it i 70 -

1) BE5E OF1 BIIRIGRTE, 2351k 0 F1 g
)Wk =1, M MHEIELE R (OB y)Fn, (816, y) FHIE 0D F1 0© BIBEHLEEA | BRI FE N
OMYE 2) HF AR FEHLEEAS T O BT 2 MER , H TR A 200 3 -
T (6 160°7", B y)
751* @+ | 9%, ﬁ”‘"), y)
(BB, 60 y)
m (B Y 600, )
QMM U ~U00) AR U, FT U,
OUWR U p, , MEEZ ESEWAR = EFEAR 0, IF% 0% =075 T, &% 69 = 0" .
QR Us p,, WHEZ ES@EWMT A RS g, 18 g9 = g0 BN, & g9 = g .
3) I 09 F O
Hk=k+1, FEENKIREDO—OQ.

1),

P, = min(

1) .

Py =min(



5513 iy, 45 AP 11 RO A I T 3070 i A i 10 ) 8 314 B 19

5) I FAF- 545 2 R BORIZEVE RS SO G s BCR % 0 FN B9 DL eAti i, 20Kk A5: 6, = v Z 0",
T AV k=Ny+1
A 1 1 < —cb, P (k) S —cpy
gBL:__l ¢ ’ BE: BL:_ 1 K .
c n[N_N() k;oﬂe ] ﬂ N - No k;oﬂﬁ ﬁ n[ N() k%ﬂe ]

3.2 0 pHIR KB EE (HPD) EEXE

AR DA T il ) B A3 HPD {5 IX (], A FRanT

D) FHFHES] 09 Fi B (k=1,2, +++, N).

2) I 0 Fn B AEEAF KT R 100(1— )% Y EAF X [H], 15

(0<k)’ 9<k+<1—a)lv)) , (ﬂaf)’ ﬂ(k+<1—a)N>) (k=12, -, N=(1-a)N) .

3) BepEIX ] (99, 9Fr Oy Fr (gD, pETONy (k=1,2, -+, N—(-a)N) FHIHREIXEE R 0 g
1) HPD A5 X [H] .

4 BUER

KT WS 3 R T BAEAFREAR T o BB m T WAL O, R iz H Monte-Carlo J5 %
K AG T B g T AL (RRAELR BN 1000 YR ), A )7 iR 22 (MSE) ., SE )40 %R 22 (ARE) ., #iit
B X 8] F HPD 15 X 8] 25 2% 4% 3 Fhoy &5t 0F0 A48 . 01 iy MSE Fil ARE 1938 N

_ 1000 _ 1000 o ’ E o

Yuse 1000;@ YO Vare 10()0;” YOy Cry=0, B). BUERHIY ARSI R .
D%En.m., t. 0. BHchYE .
DME n Fom (1<sm<n ) WAE, FEH 55040 U0 1) WA K /AN m 89 0 Sz Bl L AR

(Ul’ Uzy B Um) .

3) ShERERHE (R, “ R),HYR=n-m.
i=1
1/(i+WZMR,) i} . . .
HNEE=U " U =1-(EE, *E, ..),i=12 = m, RS U, U, =, U.).
N2z . 0 N2
5) 4 n S I AR A IRBAEL, @1%(] <exp(——)<U,, 0B Is<i< n B, /?\y,» :W;
“InU,
n1+1§i<mﬁﬂ‘,/%y_zz--}-ﬂ’l(#_r) )
i (_an[)l/Z

6) FIHALIR 5) HEBENLAER ys vy w0 0 Dy o0 3, » HIETTE 01 SA9 MLE, AMLE ¥ it
BRI .

7) FH] Metropolis-Hastings 5294 i, 2000 SBFEHLEE (RFN = 2000 , HAP T 1000 A g2 403814
N, ), FRIFPE 5 2k sRBURZe P HE et 6 sR 58 R B DLkt

8) & OFN BIME (G- R 95%, #EULTTHH: OF1 B LI & {5 X (5] Fl HPD B {5 X [H] .

Wi PR, % o0=1, B=15, t=1, b=1, A=1, c=-1, ¢=0.001, c=1, IFEEWTF 3 Fh#k
R%:

. R_{n—m,izlz . n—m,i:%: - R_{n—m,i:m:
0, At 0, Hoffh. 0, JLAt.



20 I 1R o A CARBRERRD) 55 50 %

i PIRBUE AL BRI TR 25 5 L3R 1k 2.

M 1 T LLAE 1, Bayes fliilf MSE. ARE {H/N T MLE ffi{f1 AMLE {41 MSE. ARE {H, ]
Bayes fli T RO L T MLE iR AMLE fliit098it . 5340, BB REA S 093 m, 3 FpflitJr ik i MSE
FI ARE {3 52 /a3, SRR 3 PG T e RFEA T AT FRCR I TAE/AIMEEAS N 1Al H8CR

e 1R n] LIF Y, 7R MRS B e iR , Bayes Al AORCRAL T 07 1 2: sR 8T 14 Bayes fhi1#Y
WOR . 550, Wbk, BIELIEFSEER L EEL (¢ =1 ) TR M- L7E MLE. AMLE V-5 %% i
BOMZBMEFEEAR REL (¢ =-1 ) TR EAT 5/ MSE {HF1 ARE {8 . X 368 S M8 4
RREL (c=1) T DSl T I AbAR T

MF 2 AT LAE H, FER— A FEA AR — RSB 7 52, Bayes filfitH % X [A]4< B 45/ T MLE A 1114
XA , B Bayes ff 119 HPD A5 IX [0 R T MLE BOHL &5 XA BE . 540, MREA 3 it
PR A DX [ 0 7 5 SR B T 95% FR A, HPD A DX [A] Rk A DX [ A 4 B 3 S o
B, XU SO XS TR RAEAS T ) 815 DX B ZE P T/ VR AT I A DX (]

*1 TESHRMERFT 3 METHENHHGIRE (MSE) MFIHEXIRZE (ARE)
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F, 00152 00138 00069  0.0012 0.0009 0.0008
(0.0983)  (0.0782)  (0.0474)  (0.0229)  (0.0210)  (0.0109)
p 00110 00110 00024 000068  0.00063  0.000 59
| (0.1048)  (0.1047)  (0.0384)  (0.0260)  (0.0250)  (0.0243)
F, 00136 00133 00032 000072  0.00019  0.000 35
(0.0695)  (0.0683)  (0.0320)  (0.0039)  (0.0019)  (0.0029)
p 0.0139 00121  0.0042  0.0020 0.0019 0.0018
(120, 56) . (0.1194)  (0.0992)  (0.0548)  (0.0452)  (0.0440)  (0.0429)
: F, (0.0125) 00137  0.0046  0.0020 0.0018 0.0016
0.0612  (0.0681)  (0.0380)  (0.0299)  (0.0285)  (0.0271)
p 0.0110 00113 00042  0.0020 0.0019 0.0018
. (0.1048)  (0.1051)  (0.0528)  (0.0450)  (0.0438)  (0.0427)
F, 0.0111 0.0107  0.0017 000065  0.00063  0.000 60
(0.0763)  (0.0689)  (0.0221)  (0.0171)  (0.0171)  (0.0164)
T2 TEAHAEREBRAEETHESH OMHNEGEREKEMEBEEZR (0=1, f=15)
" MLE Bayes
’ 7R ES %% N— N—.
(m m)  BEAR i KK HEE  KWEE  BEE
0 0.5521 0.876 03034 0.898
I
B 1.7314 0.910 0.3573 0.952
0 1.5057 0.897 0.2624 0.926
25, 14) 1
B 1.5699 0.852 0.2218 0.896
0 0.4758 0.901 0.2238 0.913
I
B 1.9873 0.913 0.2501 0.897
0 0.5140 0.906 0.2128 0.935
I
B 1.4072 0.917 03172 0.955
0 0.3864 0.879 0.2569 0.924
30, 20 1
¢ ) B 1.4703 0.953 02111 1.000
0 0.3591 0.922 0.2088 0.934
0
B 1.8675 0.937 0.2392 0.963
0 0.3957 0.911 0.1879 0.923
I
B 13025 0.959 0.2361 1.000
0 0.3379 0.936 0.1781 0.963
80, 32 1
¢ ) B 13014 0.902 0.1972 0.915
0 03169 0.963 0.1834 1.000
0
B 1.5632 0.905 0.2263 0.918
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FR2
% MLE Bayes
’ 7R ES %% NE—— NS
(o m) BRI B KR T KK T
1) 0.3054 0.924 0.1619 0.988
1
ﬂ 1.1676 0.945 0.2099 1.000
0 0.2907 0.965 0.1649 0.995
(120, 56) 1
ﬂ 1.2395 0.973 0.1475 1.000
1) 0.2505 0.961 0.1358 0.982
1
ﬂ 1.4072 0.952 0.1348 0.970
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