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Figure 1. Data location by age and ship
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Table 2. Probability based Maintenance and Period based Maintenance
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4 th
3/ 13
(0.2308)
7.5 / 24
(0.3125)
3.6 /15
(0.24)

3rd
9/ 19
(0.4737)
75/ 12
(0.625)
6.8 / 15
(0.4533)

2 nd
9/9
(1)
75/ 8
(0.9375)
12.7 / 15

(Maintenance interval(year))
(0.8467)

Intervals (year) / Frequency

1 st
9/ 19
(0.4737)
7.5/ 16
(0.4688)
6.9 / 15
(0.46)

(DP)
(DF)

Table 4. Frequency for each interval of Interval optimization models
(NP)

Interval optimization
maintenance model
Navy policy
Divided by period
Divided by failure rate
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Figure 6. Model comparison
Table 5. Model comparison
Max Std.
Period based maintenance 0.1058 0.0202
Divided by period
0.0661 0.0997
(DP)
Navy polic
Interval Y POTEY 0.0559 0.0082
(NP)
optimization — -
i Divided by failure rate
maintenance 0.0557 0.0076
(DF)
Average of Interval
o _ 0.0592 0.0085
optimization maintenance
Probability based maintenance 0.0389 0.0033
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