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Risk Analysis of Blended Fuel Engine Based on
an Improved Failure Mode and Effect Analysis
Method
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(1. School of Economics and Management, Tongji University,
Shanghai 200092, China; 2. College of Engineering, Mathematics and
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Abstract: An improved failure mode and effect analysis
(FMEA) model was designed to analyze the potential failure
modes and risks of the blended fuel engine. The FMEA model
was established based on the fuzzy theory, grey relational
analysis (GRA), and decision making trial and evaluation
laboratory (DEMATEL). The experts’ qualitative evaluation
was translated into quantitative index and was then used in the
calculation of the risk priority number (RPN), relevancy
degree, and reason degree. The rank of the calculation results
showed the risk prioritizing of the blended fuel engine.
Corresponding risk control recommendations were proposed.

Key words: blended fuel engine; failure mode and effect
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WRFR & AR 3 A B B AR, AR & B
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2F 2 X SRR & U 0 3R B YR AN 2 BRI B R
SHLBN 1M AT B L B HEBCRR T A R 45 5
A R R IR & H B 2 B3R T & sh L Th 2 4
FAF EZ S I ERRME RN K, I HRBE — B
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LRI T R B0 58 55 0 -5 i S5 7 b SR B R
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REWZ FEFHHREMEEE AT M, 8%
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A RABER S HLIR B RE T R HE BRI B B3
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e B o ) R A A O 4 B R i RS
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BYE RIS RSN B S A
BEE KB K sh LB BB O 4E 0 3% s TR B &
B HL AR - S8 0 2 e XU T B T R
B R A A B W A A 2 4. R B T, XPRR AR
BRVBH R ShHLIY % AR BT T B D, B 23
IR £ JBE X R MR B 22 STLASR B e A R e
PEATHRE. BEE W0 2B AR SR AR IR A AR E
ZE K EETHE A, TRERBARS
FARLNS S S HILAT BEIE A5 KRS 1 & 32 B e
3 3 ) A 5 B S T 58 AR AR R A RRBHAE K
B H R b kA KU R 3R R T 2 HR AR
Tk S T B T B 4 A R TR A AR 4.
I 5 DXL 73 JBE S ¥R 45 HA 7 9 S & B PIL L 48R
RBATHRI R BAR SN E.
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2.1 WERKEEF

S HER R BUR FIIR & OB & ShPLTE 1B e i 2
rh AT B8 HH B XURE: 2R OB, AR SO TE TR A AR
RAMURGERFEDIR T A 38 25 M L X R
NG5 N, A& RIERIEXF#IT VIR, 458806
ERMWE IS R, 15 &S PLER TR A 0B
EEIER 13 Fp 3R (failure mode, FM) & #H
XiF W B J %% R Al (cause of failure, CE) 13 1 fizs.

F1 RPNEERABERMRBENRIEXNSER
Tab.1 FMEA of the engine using blended fuel

FM %i 5 SRR KBRER CF %5 RBIRH
FM1 T ZE AR THEIRRIE, HLfL, L FE R N CF1 SORHBE BT B
FM2 IRBRE R YRR CF1 HORHEE BT B4
FM3 B R LT B SREL Ty R B LB PR CF1 SORHE BT R
FM4 TETE A R At R G 2 R BHLIR 3l B XEATRRIE HERCE CF2 PR B
FM5 WL ZE AL R T ZE ek CF3 RIEEEER
FM6 A ZE AR R W T R, R SR 3l PR X CF4 BRI B BE RIS
FM7 LB AR RS YRR TR CF5 HRJe A D B A B
FM8 1 22 7 G o AELI K BHLEN I T W, AL FE R S CF6 ORLEAT S
FM9 KAEZE R FI A& SR CF6 MR A
FM10 TH R FEAE T I R CF6 MR A
FM11 (E3THERES gl et R ik, KSR 3 EXES 48 K CF7 SR R AR
FM12 R R TRl T B 2R3 CF8 SRRHIE K SRk 5
FM13 MEHERABRE SAHE CF9 BORHE & 158

2.2 HiftE FMEA #3
FMEA BRI7E 20 40 50 4R 8 WO T 5 4%
SFHURAE R GBIt T R BEJE B9 60 AR,

FMEA $ARTEAT R Tl w45 2 1E X1 - 28 ¥ #e
J BRI FMEA BRI 28 G857 i o i 7E XUR: 32
F150H » 3T R R B ™ B (severity, S) VR AE
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& (occurrence, O) L4 K & il BE (detection, D) 3 4~ X
W £7 B HEAT VAN ISR BBUNE I P 0 B3 6 388 56 S K
R & A= 5 IR B, v B FMEA BERIN 2
FER R B AT 2007 s BF R R BUR B A Y IR
R, SRR BT X #E £ 07 s iR BB 1 R34
WRERBZ B K. B, N UA] # FH FMEA J7
T2 0 VA SR OB A AR AT SR S T 5 B Y [
BHEAT £ X B & E MR X FEITF G 5
7. FMEA #EL#E 3315 S.0.D HFig 54—
SR =K ) XU A 42 2 8K (risk priority number,
RPN , ¥ RPN {B HE/7 15 2 XU 5 1) R R =K, I
Bt 3xob e R A8 = e XU 92 1 i e B o 52 7= i B
ARG AT MZ 2T, B155 FMEA BRI 77
FELLTF 4 A 05 HBRFE™ : QR MRS 3 ke & RN
X XURS: PRl B T SCFE PP e AL R E BB @ &
W& T XU R SO D Z 8] Ao AE X B 2244 , 17 B b s
=HEMEEENRAER; OARFRE S.O.D 5]
DL AR, BIAS 2 —#F i RPN {E, T 58 R 7E 1Y
IR £ A AR TR] o BB IR Py 9 R0 =X LA A5 2 AH iz
AT ; @ B — Pl R AR B R B0 2R R X
DR HE P 7 12 1) T oAt 5 348 =X, A B ] B b 4%
H RPN R HFT.

EXEGE FMEA BRI PR IR 2 B A2
B YER TR N A AR A, S AR A HE Y
(technique for order preference by similarity to
ideal solution, TOPSIS). X [6] — Jju i& X I BF
( interval 2-tupe hybrid weighted distance,
ITHWD)., ¥ & f3 4% 4 #1 (data envelopment
analysis, DEA) . =R B 450012
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HE X FR K DEMATEL J7 . 788 44 2 i 72
o B SRR 3 XU R F R BOIE E RIE S,
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HENS . AR TE 58 FMEA T 5 , Bk 5 59 FMEA
T T S MR 34 L 20 XU PR T B BRI T8 5 PRAN
etk e BEEE, IFHE BT 3 UK R T 2 18] 5
FENS EE B, A T AR EE RPN {EDR BEAT 2R X
IR 1G5 8 HE P F) e [R) B, 508 25 8 T LRI 2R 3%
g T, IATRE ] — 7o R R R B B 2 A2k
RO X 2R GE W 2 W B 2% A 0 T b AR SO KL %
BRI AR AN A 1 R,
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T REE | |

DL ©) o |
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_______________ il
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Fig.1 Flowchart of improved FMEA model

2.3 BIIRKEEFHEMESARIEE

EXT 3 AR EF S.O.D #4171 E W15 M
B, AT ST = B OIE S RIESE, B (R (R .
(L) R VD B CHD W8 (Vi) > IR R BURE 7
FI P A T8 X XUBS: R F B A T 4 3, BERIE S AE R
Bk UL 2.

R2 BRHMESENRIFEN

Tab.2 Meaning of evaluative terms

EEAE JrEE REE Kl
S REIER BT, RBXT RS RRILT- TR KRB ERRAL SRR AT LA RE Al i
& RGRREATIER  RAER > RAETHRE T KRB EMRA SRBPA I H IR g
— RGIBITRHE RPN RGN BET= RBABIR K SRBBAI BT R h 4
5] RBEBITER Y, RBT R RE £ E M R EMER SRIBGHA I H KR SRA
R RGuFILIEAT , RBOE R G E IR RBEEMER S SRBA I H AR AR AR
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TSR AT RO AL o %8 B PFAY. AR SCHE X KU [R 7
BOITE 5 ARTE R E B AL S B P R = A
BIEC KRS RR R T=(a,b,0) , KR RE N

0, r<a
—a)/b—a), a<<x<b
= 1
M= e—, bwa<e P
09 I>C

FERE = AR (a\ b, o) I B AR B (5 i AT 45K
BEREY, 458 L FN Pt 58 R & AL 78 B
TEZE R G LW 0, T i AL & Z0F B XU
PRt oz R = ORI OB o0 = Cais bis i) s TRJR 45
B 5 MR HKHTPRY, AR IR (2) ~ (D15 %A &
FRREHTE 5 AR TE R L) = AR RO

a = E@iai @)
i=1

b= >0b; 3
i=1

c= 2(91'01' €Y
i=1

Hep, D16 =1.6, € 0,D.
i=1

2.5 Z=fAEREEENL
PR B A R P A R B Ak,
R Fh =R 7 B, AN R E 2 L T AR RO
& HEARCH KA T U AR T AL .
Alz) = %(a—l—llb—l—c) 5)

2.6 REXEXIEIETE FMEA J1i9 5

E(xo (1) y2: (1)) =

min min| z,(£) —z: () |+ 7 max max |z, (£) — z; (2) |

&4t FMEA RI7E1H55 RPN R 25 5) ) BLA
R E S, R, AR SCR R 68, 56 BRI SR 7 k15
JRAECHR B, iR 4R FAR R IR 0L 5 &R A Z
VF) 4 DR X0k B AT KU HE 7 » T BR A% 98 FMEA #5
R o) AR ST RN T

(1D #ET A R

FHRR DN RGIEBATE R PAETE n PR
Ko INCH x1s 225000 20 I T EFPRBEX A
T S.O.D 3 FpRUES I, B, 5« Pl g 2L
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=1,2,3)FK7m FMEA /NAXT 3 B XU B+ 514
HAE AT 2B L AR (5) 53, IS8T
n PR R = HE AR R -

vl 21 (D) 21(2) (3
(@) = .1:2 _ xzfl) xZEZ) xZES)
I, 2, (D) 2,(2)  x,(3)

(DB BHHE

RPN H FHEF & T —E WS E
W . PRI R G IE 7 1817 - 275 J B N 1E %
DR R ) B AR /K HE SR A R K HEVE A S B hr . A
SCHE IR 2 MR KSR 2 B bk e 2% 46

Vi Vi Vi 10 10 10
{xo(t)}zlf : 3]2[5 : ]

Vi Vi Vi 10 10 10
OTHHIK A RHR R

AR T AT B AR KRBT & X R T
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K | 2o () —x: () | R LA 52 H 4
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(DRI AR
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JRERI R W e 22 S FD 5 PR OHG 7 R SO =K XL
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AR ASUAERION & WG @« PR K
R AT AR T 453

3
V(Zorx) = D, 6 & xe (D) sz: ()} )
=1

S D)6 = 1. AUERH G T ERIENE,

[ 2o (2) — 2: (2) |—|-17maxmax|xo(t) —z:() |

2.7 BzF DEMATEL 75 &8 % K38 R B B

H T4t FMEA $847E 15 RPN (I 7775 3
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HARSHEALBRANT -

(O3 KRB R BRI Z 8] B B 4% i
REF A

0 aiz a
az 0 az

A= .
an Ay o O

Kz ay A PTR H9 RROE 5 2R BUR R 2 ] Y
IREBRERE.



E5H

TR, 5  H T RS J5 R W HIR AR R S AL 0 735

ORFERE A ML , B R SE R AR 1 A
BATHOREAR N, AT BB  H HE M A th &
TR R LIZ R KA 5 BN ALRE [ B.

B = [‘311 Josen

a;

18’7 = n
max 2 a;

i=1—>n]»:1

OHBLEAY MR T. i+ E BT, K I

R n X BB S R,
T=BUI—B"

(OBLEB MR T & AT RS 5] i 8
Sy BIFEINR AN, AR BB B RS E A F. 53X B4
R 4 1) 2 7 e A g =Xk O 255 i R R LA i A 2R 3
R N 2 SR PR B B AR B S DA B R R R ok
R R 52 1) JEC At i A 2R 2R =X AR 2 00 IR I i
FRRE.

E = I:e(]-) 93(2) 9"'93(71)]

e(z) - zn)tij
i=1
F=[fD,f2),, ()]

fuﬁ=2@
GHEEEER
R=E—F=[ri.r;, 1, |
R, FORSAMBE R SR i (R, Y 1,
>0 i, TR SR B SRR i B S
e SRR 5 24 <20 I, Feoms S Ak 2t S AR
P & MO e BB B R R S 0,
B 5 R AR R B AR B /N
B, B 2 2 R TR B S5 2% 3.

3 EROIMRZH

3.1 REfLEEHERF

RIGE RIER A OB R S LSS TAE 25
PUTRPE , B A & RAEA UGN P O AL E L o1
B B & AR 256 15 B0 48 B, 8 57 KUK PR 7
FRASE R AR 1 B2 R A L B = A BRI 8. Rk sk 3
7.

®3 BEHEEANERRAMRME

Tab.3 Fuzzy linguistic term set and corresponding fuzzy number

LR 0 R L M H Vi
1 0.3 ©, 1.3, 2.5) (1.4, 3.3, 4.9 (3.5,5.4, 7.9 (6.8, 8.3, 9.6) (8.5, 10, 10)
2 0.3 0, 1.3, 2.6) (1.3, 3.2, 4.7 (3.4,5.4, 7.8 (6.7, 8.4, 9.7) (8.9, 10, 10)
3 0.2 0, 1.3, 2.4) (1.5, 3.5, 5. 1) (3.3, 5.5, 7.7 (6.4, 7.9, 9.4) (8.6, 10, 10)
4 0.1 0, 1.3,2.7 (1.3, 3.3, 4.8 (3.6, 5.6, 8.0) (6.5, 8.2, 9.5) (8.3, 10, 10)
5 0.1 0, 1.3, 2.6) (1.2, 3.1, 4.6 (3.3,5.3, 7.6) (6.4, 8.0, 9.5 (9.0, 10, 10)
Bt 1 0, 1.3, 2.54) (1.36, 3.29, 4.84) (3.42,, 5.43, 7.81) (6.62, 8.21, 9.57) (8.67, 10, 10)

AR (50 45 = AN B L M 1L , 15395 Wb K
* 4 PR,

R4 EWETRIEI R EME
Tab.4 Clear numbers corresponded to
fuzzy linguistic term
ERAE R L M H Vi
Y5 BT % 1. 29 3.23 5.49 8.17 9.78

R PP EE X R B 10 Fh RO 9
TR R T R AN, PR S R SR 5 PR,

MR L RAE T EAF B % KA B A X
BT IR4 AR B A2 5 FMEA 8 8 7 i) RPN 5
Ik BB HEF A3k 6 BiR.

R PRSI IR (5 R 366 77 125 R AT KU HE 1 « e BTG
JRURSE PR SEA BT %o 7 4 17 I AR 5 JEE ST B R
WRYEFTESL S H R A (6) 1 R AR
K&K E T 5275 EAER K R 8. FARYE i
LREKF S VE B KRB XU R T AL E
FH§=0.5.5=0.3.5=0. 2, HAKX(Di+HH

B AR AEXT S 2% B ) SRR . B A R X
F BRI KN THET .

5 RT3 R Bk M it DEMATEL J73: H iy
BB R O 2R S R FNAR N BB R R o6 R AERE , AR
i DEMATEL J7ik i B2 58, B — i1 53 R 3
5 354 D R 1 D R

3P R HF S RIS R AR 7 B,
3.2 REHEFE RS

It 3 FhHEF 7 R X B, BT LLE H AR SCRT SR
FAB S FMEA J7dk £ 28 LU T A :

(D 5k T4 FMEA 2 {# i 115 RPN
TE AT R = B KU HE . 4n FM5 5 FMILT X
BT S.O.D 4355 6.2.4 F1 4.3, 4. 54 FMEA
FitE RPN By 48, B K 68 )5
HEHEEE B 0. 453 F1 0. 411, B FM5 f KU 4b
M F FM1L X B THIE T XK FE F RN E,
FM5 i)™ 8 B SK FFMI11 1™ & &, B 78 SEFR
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Tab.5 Evaluation of failure modes from expert
R ExK1 LR 2 LK 3 LR LEK5
HE S 6) D S [9) D S [9) D S 6) D S [9) D
F1 M L H L L M M L H L L Vi M L H
F2 H H H H H H H H H H H M H H H
F3 M L M L R M M L M L R M M L M
F4 Vi Vi H H H M Vi Vi H H H H Vi Vi H
F5 M L M H R L M L M H R M M L M
F6 H H M M H H H H M M H L H H M
F7 L R L M L R L R L M L R L R L
F$ R L L R R L R L L R R M R L L
F9 H M H M L M H M H M L M H M H
F10 Vi R M H L L Vi R M H L M Vi R M
Fl1 L R M M M M L R M M M R L R M
F12 R R H M L H R R H M L L R R H
F13 Vi L Vi H M H Vi L Vi H M Vi Vi L Vi
£ 6 KRG FMEA SR AR T EITERIANREEERER T1£45
Tab.6 Result of failure modes based on traditional FMEA FMEA J#.
T R SRR P T LA 3 o T 68 0 V4 4
FM2 CF1 8 7 8 448 I B i1 i B S BN & s ALER R BL7E e A R
FM3 CF1 4 3 5 60 B R B R T EE Y, R E N Rk T 22, MU 2 i K
e em e REHLINAR R SN T IS £
FM6 CF4 5 7 7 245 R ENHLSAT B R AR , R 16 ZE L) Ko il 4 3 AT i B3 2
P o sz 3 s ATIEEERKER S RKEBA RTINS
e ey EREREIT SEOREOUR AR R 3)
FMI0 CF6 8 2 5 80 BLFR 43 4 J A S A A5 5 2 S 4 55 1 i ol A
FM11 CF7 4 3 4 48 RRAARHME F 2 P — KB, AR WA
FMIZ Crs 3 3 TS s S RS I A A IR T A B b R S
FM13 CF9 9 4 8 288

RT KPEXH 3 F FMEA 4745 R 33t

Tab.7 Comparison of three FMEA analysis results

PV RGrY:  BOWIR AR AR
B JHE RPN 5 RPN HE RPN HRF
FMI CF1 90 6 0.484623 7 1 1
FM2 CFl 448 1 0.739693 2 1 1
FM3 CF1 60 9 0.432204 11 1 1
FM4 CF2 360 2 0.694969 3 0.419 54 8
FM5 CF3 48 10 0.463655 9 0.27990 11
FM6 CF4 245 4 0.583160 4 0.352 04 9
FM7 CF5 36 12 0.463655 9 0.27990 11
FM8 CF6 36 12  0.432204 11 0.948 44 4
FM9 CF6 245 4 0.560798 6 0.948 44 4
FM10 CF6 80 7 0.578113 5 0.948 44 4
FMI11 CF7 48 10 0.411236 13 0.24825 13
FMI2 CF8 63 8 0.476927 8 0.28791 10
FMI13 CF9 288 3 0.802761 1 0.48461 7

fb¥EH, FMS5 R 56 FM11 15 24028,

(2) 18T FLH SRR 8, an¥y e 3R H CF1
S B AE FM1,FM2 f1 FMS3, D & 34 B 2k
R A CF6 53 R =X FM8,.FM9 il FM10.

RS, SR B IR G 1 )3 B R A B HE BT BE.
Wi IR A BRI IRIM AL, B IR AR A &
A R T LSRRI B R AR AT 3 B0 A 21
B )t 2 v T R B R
3.3 REEHER
3.3.1 AR ShPLEIBIESI

EEXHIR AR BHAE (P o 72 o 08 e KU, 7T 3%
THE IR A R R 8 & bl e e R BhHL T AR U8
TRA BB BRI, 76 A I IR ST ALEE Rl 1
DA B2 B Cn el 28 DS ML AT 22 » (o P e Tl R 3
IR 7 FALMB DR A BRRE G 7= A S B 5 74
R BHLE KBS 2, R IR S AR B0 & 3)
PUIMBIR A, i & sh il S51E A R fin
VCRE , B & ShHL7E AR A AR 8 e XU & AR
FIMESR. AnJE e K ANS4) 1 , BT E P25k
TRARRBHE A R 5 i 4 e R L.
3.3.2 RARERTL

X FIRSEHIB ARG B 5 Rt R A 2
ST 2 P RS 5 P SR B R A B R 4T B R AR Ak
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