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Abstract

In this study, the homogenous Poisson process was compared with the gamma-trapping
process of the assets to the best process used for estimation. The greatest possible method is
used to estimate the parameters of both the heterogeneous Poisson process and the gamma
process. The comparison between these two processes is based on the comparison criteria
proposed in the study. It also examines the number of shares traded between the trading
periods of the Khartoum Stock Exchange and a test whether the data follow the two processes
or not, as well as the estimation of the parameters of the two comparison processes.

Keywords: Non Homogeneous Poisson Processes, Power Function, Maximum Likelihood,
Gamma Process, Khartoum Stock Exchange.

tdadial)
O el G dalsy Ay daW) aalsall (s (Stochastic Processes)  ddalaill cilidaal) 4y 225
Aol s dully dnludlly dnbally duhll  c¥laall ad (4 Lolinkt Cundiy G Ally gl S L)
Ollenl asgia ant iy (2012 capens) Aabaal) shall cVlae b Leatin) @bl €0 e cmpal s
Aaalll e dalaill Jilally (Wlaia) f Laia ST elgw) a3l uis Lisnn Lt Ballh &1 Jodts (I dudalial)
O a3 Ldalaill @lleally «(Probability Theory)  Jlas¥) 4,k Lagad Gluabyll Ay . llasy)
ki g GSal il e LS Tulie VW) ses clbly caed U deds) VL)
Dy ey Galgal) gand il Joeddl Lgd G5 s el alslall Aalys (s (2011 603). Y L)
dgaal (<8 S alplall Gl (e DLl (31)5Y) g Ay ity lan dagall 4saY) G (t a3l B A
Lbslal) Gllead) e Glilee @lalas 5038 ) Auhall Goagss (Alsall (@l dganll ey s3I SLaBYI AR
gl alasiud g el i zasar duadl ) Jgeagll Gapis Lols dolacy duilaiall e Osalyy Galae Laag



G b pge] U5l Apn olatl A pea 8 Lgalasiady daboanll cilleal) Ay 8 Jids (535 alinaly Ll
L 3hoU skl
1Sl cilad)
Non Homogeneous Poisson Processes :duilaiall & 4 gulgal) dolaal)
t ool Wilsdie Gaaas Galsall o 3 ¢ daslieY) Ggulss dolaal dale dolee (o uilaial) j2 disalpdl Giblend
Gt A Galall e Al 73001 dualia 0585 Ll 3 -t Gl Clang (e Bang IS Gdlsall (e A Jana
(2007 « &3¥ ¢ Jlall). a0 dsia) 558 Jsh e Lilgde
P
(Intensity ) sad allay  (NHPP) duilaid) jue Ogalsy cililee Ll Wb J { N(£), £ = 0} 2l cililee
—: an¥) lagyall cadlg 1)) ¢ = 0, A(t) Function
(t=0) sia Gl sia Gl Calsall 22 N (0) =0 (i)

Bjiiuse e Lgily Alfis il Wb t il Gaslgall sae Gl {N (£), & = 0} aall ddlee (i)
Dall (e s h Aiall sad) b Lol e ST Gigan Jlas) (i)
p{N({t+h)- N(t) = 2} = 0(h)
(W) il SIS Baaly als Sigaa Jlas) (V)
P{N(t+w)-N(t) =1} = A(t)w+ U(w)
S il e W Lt il J) (535 48 Y e U(W) aadl o) G
[Rigdon, S.E. and Basu, A.P.2007] 5 [ 1990 ¢ sl
P dllas) AES Ally Gaulsr ayg &8 {N (£), 0 2 0} Al dalaall 055 el
PINGE =) -N@®) =n} = L2 —012, (1)
Cumulaive Rala Occurrence o)l Jasll c_,,a;n WS Lot oag, doleal) dalee Jia A(t) o Cus
: Aaleall Gayang
M(t) = 2(t)du ; t>0

dlee {N (£),t = 0} dleadl 0l (1) & Ldad A(1) o) s (1) U0 Al LS A(L) cilS 1308
Gl Barae A(t) il 1y W, A(Y) &isas dusyy (Homogeneous Poisson Process) duslais dgisuls:
Homogeneous ) dulaie je dsisuls dulee {N (£),t = 0} dobeall Gl i)l iy i Ll
ol ngg Asiguslsal) dulaall Wads Luyas Lacl alle Jgf sa [Feller] Allalls . (Non— Poisson Process
12010 ¢daniy Sl Lpailad
thadilaiall & Ogmlss dales ailad
Properties Non Homogeneous Poisson Process

Independent Of The Number : ) 4135 ()
1AL, N(t) = n s e 5all JOA Galgall dae IS5 (0,t) 88l e duilaia je Gguler alee Lual IS 1))
ME) /A(t) 5ad Alasg (0,1) 88 Gaa Jaiss gaies @ld 058 Gl (e N Ao Ulgias ddaal la



Superposition 454l (<)
........ Ao (1) Ag s (B)5ad s daslaiall ye Gsasls Ldee (1o J5ST ol Y 4S5
fin 1 Auilatia e Avigule dlee Liad o
M) =Aq (1) + A () Feeennnns

Random Selection  Jlsdall jLiaY) (z)
o Aiis Bgemy Slode HLadl o G (Y L)lasl s 10 (L) sad Al duilate e Llee Ll IS 1Y)
()= A(t) ad Aly @y Os elldly a3l Ao daiay (g2l P() Jlaialiy Galgall La

random Split  Jsall aludi¥) (4)
13 PL(t).P2(t) wYLlaab cuiiin cplanl Lilsde daniia o A(t) 523 Ay Leslaiall e (pulss dilee il 1Y)

p1(t)+p2(t)=1
) P2(t) ML) L) A(t) 522 gy Alkise Ausilatia 5t Gpulyy Olibae (o8 Adjall illenll mil o3 14
(2007 «a¥

Y sl ay duilatiall e disalsd) dalead) b Gasloal) Bala o lall LY ) asl)
: Lllaal) 43S Ay (Exponential Distribution )
F(6) = A~ AWd 50 (2)
Audlatiall e Aigulgd) Ladeal) b Gigaall Al Jarall ol
Jaeall Al Jial laylas) 5 Al A 2 3sas 3 53 smgall laleall o Bl (35S0 (Sl Jandl) s

¥ Y danh o Labaii) @yl ST g ¢ Auilaiall gt duigalsal) dleall 8 Gasfoal) Cigaal el
.(Maximum Likelihood Method

Power Law Model : 35l ) 4ild 7z 3gai
o Oftelear sl Jesll Jaeall S 36l il cawn adgas (Duane) el 58 1964 e
(2014 ¢ 23¥): B

AR =aptbt L (3)
o Bl O gilal Anas)l) Basl) Al ol

ot)=ath .. (4)
1) G
B,a>0
t=>0

(Scale Parameter ) osball dalae Jicd @

(Shape Parameter) J<all dalaa Jici: 8

Lol e L gulsd) Bpleall Eigaall el Jaedll lidkes @, B &) 3)

Jaall 8 Tl s (B> 1) (3) Lrall b Giganll iejl) Janall 5l G5l Ay 8 SIS dales il 138
3l Jaeall b Ll dllia (B < 1) <ilS 1Y Wl ¢ el ae dilaiall e Asisalsd) daleall Cigaall ia)l
@ol) Jamall O () Ddige ary olld (i (B = 1) alls s ¢ Gall o dusilaiall e Eigulsdl ddeall Eipaal)



e gl Ay ) Jsat sl O Ay Gl ddes ¢ Gl ge A £ p Auball 48 duleall & igaall
. [Erkanli et al.,2002]

[ Method of Maximum likelihood Estimation] ‘,.Ja:.‘y\ OLSaY) jpads Z\jf)h
U laded) 0 i) e daphll sdgr il s (Sas SLAN Lald Lgbe saa ailnd Aoyl 538 e
Lol Leulgs 3 laaliall ahel) Iy alls Jass
Adlaal) 5ol ANy Cony 412j00 £H9% aaine (e dgaaa N aaas dilgdie due (Xq,Xp, s, X)) OSH
(t1, 2, e and) lagY A 522l Ay (i (@, B)obabear pois Ally duslaiall pe Gsulsy Cilileal
tea [2014¢ 23] &)
falty oy e eos t) = [Ty A(t) exp[— fj Awdu] ... 5)

rih (4) 5 (3) olalanl) s gatl) 2ic

fo (t1,tay e, t)=TT ot exp[—a(ty)P]

L=a™p" I}, tf_lexp[—a(ti)ﬁ] ..... (6)

e deans Dlel Aoladll 3 aiplall afe ol 3k,

InL=nlna+ nlnp + (B —1) X7, Int; — atf

alnL __ B _n-ath _
==ty "Zn o ... (7)
&= t% ...... (8)
n
n B
S5 =5t 2itiInt; - atﬁlntn="+ﬁzi=11";1 aBtalntn . (9)
t hall Aalaal 8lgluasg
oln _ n+ﬂZin=11nti—aBtElntn —0
B B N
p= atglntn—Z{‘zllnti
B = s SR (10)
P9 (el (godll (5538 Alla z dgas (pSs iy
i(t) = &mlﬁmltﬁml_l .......... (11)
lals dules
(Abdel —  Galdl e ‘(Reliability) Ldgsal Jis en aii Al dagall ddalanl) Glleal) (e 224

G g pS Adalias Adee Lol Wbty damaitly ddalaill Lils dilee s 0 Jol Hameed, 1975)
ol zile G Ll dlee aladin) Wl pealall cdgll Ay ¢ Al s Al ddlhe Clpitie o Ble
pendl) iy aant b gl cadl g ¢ eanll Ll ol dadad) duclie LY iy Dbl el sl
e Al Aaclyy o3l e g eany (531 ) padll 2 3lai g Lalie Lgif LS ¢ Aileall s JiaY)
.[Van Noortwijk , 2009] K 8yaall @il

o and Al Galgall aaad ) gl ol Lls ddee B {X(£), t > 0} Lboluaill dleal) cuilS 130a

A Elaally gl st e el 55



OF Lasd 1305 aglaall (gponll ehall ey dabaleat Llae (gl & Soolgall Gigan o &) clall Ay el
o) of (gl ¢ ddalaill lals dilee 3 Caslgal) Gigan o Ll il dll Jias {X(8), € = 0} ddabeaill dleal
&b aat Galgall o ) e 138 (0) Balal) Gigan Jia (0 — 1) @alal) Sigan e diadl) 55dl) Jiar X()
s A clagy)
X, X + X, X, + X, + X5, ...

Gigan o Al @liall Jaal) ael) ol addey . Gaalall ganl) gl Jiay duiadll il oS5 Gl
Es da maait (@, a) Ofelaall (Gamma Distribuion) Lils s ain Lils dlee A X(E)  lgal
Al JSall ddaleaill Lals

a®
fran(X) = @xq’_le_“x

b)) Jeadan k*5_'.5\ ( Shape Parameter) Ja) e i @
( Scale Parameter) (uball ddas Jisi: ¢
Lailaid) e lls dilee b J<al dabee of 3 ¢ dailaial) Lals dulaad aren’ ilaial) ye Lals Golee yidds
Lailaiall e ddeall Alls 8 Lals ool daled) diall (6 dilege (1) ISl 2aby ¢t opedl) AV Al (6
SV JSEIL 0S5 @ el dalea
[Nicolai et al., 2007],[Bakker and Van Noortwijk,2004]
fee) = %x‘p(t)‘le‘ax ~Ga(x\@(t),a) ..... (12)
:Aa) duiajdl) Aelua ) g Liad LG ¢ Lala ao g aii clibd) cillS 1) Lagd Laidl)
Hy: Lla 5 & bl
Hy: bl ms e Y bl

S il e (oS edlel A dll HLaaY (IS aupe) Slan) pasdll olé ades

k
. Z (Wi — Mp)?
X : M;
i=1
s ol y
() Clesendl s s K, cli<d tW;
k

Jing Hy (i Al g Hy abad) A jdll (myg Hy paadl A Joid o y? < C cilSy e (k—q — 1)
. Hy
Types of Gamma Stochastic Process : ddslaill Lils ddas sl

(Homogeneous Gamma  duilaiall Lils didee Laa ¢ sty (egd ) ddaliail) Lols dolae aneadts (Ko
lgailad Llee JSUg ¢ (Non-Homogeneous Gamma Process) dwilaiall e Lils duleey « Process)



Ay Jia J<aN dabee cil€ 13l ¢ (KN dabaa o aainy cpinlaall o GEAY g ¢ (9aY) (e calian Lgiladaag
il e 058 ddel) QB () @It ol AV
[2017, ey plua] cdmdilaiall 8 lals dules (ailad
.ij\@&jhﬁhc_gi waY sl X(0)=0 .1
Bfie et Aliies @il @b dabias dalee o {X(2), ¢ = 0} laall .2
e85 Xp — Xy 61 X 5 X oafiolall Gigan o 553l Jlaa) st g 0< s < ¢ kS 1) .3
- oabil) dalas Jiai @5 JSAD dalae J3a3 () — @(5) o A« 1(0(t) — @(s), @) Llaalls Lils
[Lawless and Crowder,2004]
Aailine ye dlee {X(£),t = 0} Lleall 4
[Van Noortwijk,2009]: L dwilaidl je Ll dolead gulally adgill glit > 0 J< .5
ExX(®)] =22 , wvar[x()] =29 ,
OB, @ Gebil) dalaag @ JSEI dalaay dailatiall e Lals dobee S0 {X(2), ¢ = 0} Ldeall ciilS 1Y .6
caly (Gl ull) dalaay (Slg JSAN dalaa uiis el dilee Ll a3 {a2xg, £ 2> 0} duleal)
130 Gaall laslay) oS dwilaidd) e Lol dolead K dgdll a5l 20aS) 50 &l .7
p(T> t) = p(X(t) <K) = [ LOxp01c-0xqx .....(13)
Parameters Estimation Of Gamma Process :lLila dilas Cilalra yads
Lls dlee clales i & (Maximum Likelihood Method) kel Syl dala alasind o
Gl e 38 Glbay pailad (e 40 Spa Ll i) b dagall dpaladdl @hLI e 2ey ¢ daslandll e
o lels Adee cilalae o 8 ASLAY sl Gyl e 8 cLlle LYy

Pudlaiall Laly dides alaa el alicY) GlSaY) ddyh

Ti =t —ti4
POl T Al sl 8 s Sl Gdleall s i om0 e
Yi = Wj — Wj—1 ;1S1Sl’l

[2017, e alla] -ty crail) S oans Al Glal) sae i iy of 3)
P Oelaall Lala s gogn O dule g
Vi~ F((P(tki —tF, a)
LIy Slaysil) (e 0585 sl Blall byl aDle 058 of Jayd @(t;) JSa dalaad Ally 61 laa) (Sarg
s Ay o Loba Alend IS Aabeal 230D Jlsal) pag eSS AN of il Ala 5l 2 AN o deslal
& Agany Hsaxill Slileal AaBla Lg36S (fialll e el i e creaiiud g (Power Low Function) ssll
[2017, a5 lla] 45 drsall b LSy clabeall ks
o=@tk .. (14)
S Jsa Ailaiall e Lala dilee (i ¢ (K= 1) anloll ) diglose 868l (353l Al 3 K 065 Laxie 4l Jasdly
[2017 , s plba] - Alaiall Goleall (ST daleal dgiliie Lel cllds Ausilaiall Lls Lokee



: Ll 330 (<Al daea Gl csgall 58 Al Hlasiulsg

o(t) =(cf—t,) . (15)
1AV Arally 55l (538 Al alatinly Auilaiall e Lls Lobee Alls 4US Koy ale
o(tf-ddy) o(ti-tia)-1 o,
f((p(t tlk 1) a) (tkitkll)yi YVoTemayi (16)

: ) UKL 05 Auilaial) 8 Lala Aolead GlSaY) Al
k_ck k_k
Up,@) =TT f (9(e = ) G0 Ty <2 mon L 19)

tle Jyanll i Al i)kl anball gl 33k
Ini(p,a) = X, o(tf —ti£1)Ina — Xy n ro(tf — ¢f,) + 2y (o(tf — tf1) — 1) In(yy) +
a XL, ¥;-(18)
Ll e Jsanll S @, @ o IS0 daeaily 1Y) dindead) 381 2 adac Y1 QY1 Al aalaatl

)
alnl((pt—t ( k )l r(p( ¥ {(1> k .k k_,k
Z th—tk, na—m((ti—ti_l»ﬂti —t¥ )Inyp)
= n—1(tk tlk 1)1n(a) i 1(tk tzk—1)19(q)(t _tk 1))"'2 1(tk tzk—1)1n()’i)
= tkin(a) — X1, (tF - t{‘_l)ﬁ(cp(t{‘—t" 1))+2 L (=t DIn@yy) - (19)
o) 3)
ro(it )
k k_ k k
9(@(ti 1)) otk Va=st,y; o+ tn=Zi=a(6 —tiq)
tde Jganl) S @ dalaall duaally (<Y AN 1Y) dnid) 33,
k k_k
ool ) g [y ] —mk oy, o)
ta ekl dddadd alaeY1 G Hake i Al 8 (e Jgeand 2 ialls (20) Asbeall 8lgbaass
a=gginte (21)

tole ) s il Leilsbsas (19) diladl 3 @ i o passeily
thin (@) = By (e — ¢ (@(ef = t5,)) + By (e — - )In(y) = 0.....(22)

:Qiu_ﬁ

0 (ot —eky)) + Z“k — eIy = 0
o3k e gaaall dall ] esalll e 13 ¢ Laalag) us-ﬂs \Jj @ Aabaall Zaely Lala a1 1Y) diiial) o
o @ Aalaall alaeY) <Ay
tlaly Lalaad padnl) Allaa Jad 4) i) 4Gy hat)



Qs Lilaidl e Lals dglaed @ dabeall il alag) (S ¥ alieY ) IS ik axdies Ladie adf ales LS
gaaad) (330 ASlaiY) s il 0 Aaball dailly Lala AN ) Al g (sl &) 5L AN 35ns) g
& (Newton's Method) (g il of axis . @ dadeall alic¥) (YY) Haie 2lady (Numerical Methods)
[2017 Oladus mlla] alae¥) GISY! clolae Jal dersioall Gyhall 2]

1o} aaia i Jsa (Taylor's Theorem) sbis diayue alasialy

0 = B,l(¢,3) = B,l(p,a) + (§ — @)B3l(p,a) ... (23)
o s
al(ep, a21(¢, C
Byl(a) = g(z)a) , B(Zpl(go, a) = 6@53(2? i, Lj=12, ...
)
(@ — @)BGl(@,a) = =Byl(p,a) ... (24)
D sh @ dalaall alae Y IKY) i
A~ Bopl(p,a)
o=¢- le - e (25)

P Y] ) ey Zla okl 13 alagy
2
B2I(g,) = — S, o(L ek — el )(ef —ek)T] e (26)
fok LS @ Aalaall aLe1 Y ke e Jsman) 2 Ll Ly (22) Aolaal 8 asgaillys

Sl eF -t )
Zin=1 Yi

[oiL ek ) (e, )]

PN Bl kel e Jean ddlaie Laa ) (24) Aaladl Jisaig
n gk .k

Pi = Qi1 — [Zin=1(tzk - tzk—1) In [‘PM] - 11‘1=1(th - tzk—1)19 (‘P(tlk - tlk—l)) + 2?:1@1!{ -

n
Zi:l Yi

tlk—l)ln(yi)] - [[Zinﬂﬁ(l: tlk - tlk—l)(tlk - tzk—l)z]]_l'“(zg)

Z?zﬂt{'(_t?—ﬂ Inje

]_Z?:ﬂt?_tf—ﬂs(‘l’(t{'(_ t?—1)>+2{1: LEF-tE pinrp

p=¢-

: oaadal) il
rhudlaia il O gulgs dulas ks
o LS STATGRAPHIC Zusay olasiuls z3pall ki 3
tadae ) OISR Al Al e Gsulss dales z3gad
Rate model: 2356.0345839*t ¢~0:693971
doilaie ) O gl dulend igalll Gbg5 LS
itlua & duilaial e Ogulss Folead Ll GHOU ashyall Gsm agul A5a ilily dilae 20 Lad) (2l
£ 3 Luca il
Ho @ oY) s o cilily
Hi o o) s o ¥ il
Failalall i O gualgs Zodand L) Al Baga JLaS) (1) Jgaa



Adlaiay) daadl) iidal) dagd okady)

0.1102 6.372
S

Easyfit galil) gl o falaie) dald) 3as) ¢pa 1 jieaal)
G (e ).\Si Z.T) (01102) (é,_\ﬂ)ﬂ\ 5{9;) LE\SC_DA )\_\BAY Adlaiay) dasll UT 6(1) djd;l\ %) @43:1
bl 595 gl agudll 230 Sias 1385 .(0.05) Lsinal



ilaiall b O guilsy Alend ililyl) A\t Saga gy (1) JSa)

Probability Density Function

0 1E+7 2E+7 3E+7 4E+7

SE+7 B6E+7 TE+7 8E+7
X

[0 Histogram — Exponential

9E+7

1E+8

1.1E+8 1.2E+8 1.3E+8 1.4E+8 1.5E+8

Easyfit galijll gilii o falaie) dald) das) 1 aadl)

el GIKY) Ak danh Al 3hsU ask Al B (8 Alg)tiall agudl] ASm mangy IS

ddlaiall p& O guilss dnles 7 dgad ddauilps agal) dany 3l 1(2) Jgaad)

Loy giall

elﬂ\ XS

294.65

20

252.38

25

222.38

30

182.14

40

156.01

50

137.47

60

STATGRAPHIC galip)) il e Talaie) caldl las) (a : jaal)




LS (6 ¢alglonall agas) 2ac Jansgio ae LasSe cansliy ool bl sae Jawsgian gl of (2) Jsaad) (e aadls
Ll Ll o Glagally @lGE Gin e 2 13 L J81 L) 558 8 Algliall aga) 2ae pdi)l (sudl s

G
PRI L bt £ ww . . o
dudlaiall o O gulss Ales uun Juiil) g 1(2) J&d)
350
300 W 294.65
A3
A3
250 W 25238
~
~
W 22238
s ~
} 200 N .
. M | 182.14
156.01
$ 150 %0 - -
4 137.47
100
50
0 ‘
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
ALY s

Excel galiul) aladiul &ald) dlae) @ uaal)
oo 53l bl e by sl all aae s Al ghsiall agall aae aif LalS 4l (2) J<all (e ety

L 3L o shyall Bgm gBse

rdgdaliatl) Lals dalant clibal) auj i s
2RV Ayl Hladl g ddalaill Ll duleal agad) sae clly dldas (sae ,las) (ajl

Ho i ddbaleal Lels dlee g i Allall s gkl (Bsmr pgud 35a il

Hi o r o dgdalal Lels dlee e 328 Y Z0L 3hdl ashyall (3w agal 455a cilily

bl 258l Cigipran — g Sgal i€ HLIR) g 1(3) Jysad)

AdlaiaY) dadl) uidal) dagd okaayy
0.95201 0.42515 g e — g S gal oS

Easyfit galiu) milii Ao falaie] Gald) 3a) (e 1 jaal)
e S) 525 (0.95201)  cagipam — CigfsalsS SLiaY Adlany) dadll o ¢(3) dsaad) (e ey
Mals s aiy ALl aga) sae G e 1385 .(0.05) Lisieal (s
bl 2 s g 1(3) Jsadl



Probability Density Function

0.9

0.8

0.6

0.4
0.3
0.2

0.19

0 1 ]

0 8E+6 1.6E+7 2.4E+7 3.2E+7 AE+7 4.8E+7 5.6E+7 6.4E+7
X

0 Histogram — Gamma

Easyfit galil) alsdial dald) dae) e
dghaleatl) lals s o Jglal) ol e agal) aae clily aisi of (3) IS sy
:lals diles olad) L)
Aot s Ayl HLaaYy dailaie st o Lailate dlee Ji Lail s ore Lala Adee Ladl din
ok WS Statgraphic  dusay
Ho @ dilaie duiguls dolee (8 doleall o)
Hi o dwlaie s disals lee (2 Llead) o)
ouiladl) Gun (e Lala dales olad) SLASY (BN JLSa) 1(4) Jgaad)

Ldlaiay) Lol sidal) Lo LAY

0.000 10.5336 L

STATGRAPHIC galin) gilii Ao falais) Gald) 3] : ol
Gsinal) (ggien o S (529 (0.000) DLV LY ALY daill of ¢(4) dsall e oy
(el e Jaear i agal) 23e) duslaie pe lals dulee 3 @y Liag.(0.01)
rhailaia i) Ll dddes ol
t b LS STATGRAPHIC s yy o) aialy il s o
Rate model= 132.500473*t
L) (350 agh Al (§gu clibnd Lals dulee cilalea sl piags 1(5) Jgaad)

'S

5yakall dasdl) Laleal)

0.11038 .
a




3.9141 B

STATGRAPHIC zalid) gilii e Talais) cialdl) 2ae) (1 2 jiuaal)
LI 31 o shayall (o lilil Ll dilee ilalas il o5) Jsaall zasy
rhadilaie pf lals doleal cilibyl) ddilaa sl
:AY) Al lasl wug Aol Lals ddaal g aae by dilae (g3 Lk (]

Ho @ dadaleaall Lls dlee a3 LW LU aska Al (Bgw agud 4S5a il
Hi o r o dgdalal Lls dlee e 328 Y 2L 3h0U ashydll (35w agal 455a cilily
Ldlaiall 8 Lala dulead cilibad) Aiaia 5agad Gigipan — Cig 8 salsS SLis) :(6) Jgand
Adlaiay) dausl) i) dad JLasy)
0.095847 0.0863241 Cigipran — g galgS

STATGRAPHIC zaliyl il e Talais) Ealdl dlae) (a1 jaal)
oo S 25 (0.095847) Cigipan —CigfsalgS HLiaY Adlasy) dadll of ((6) Jsaall oo gl
LS Luilaiall pe Lals dplee Jana 5S ales - lilall dglae Lals dilee o @lld iny (0.05) Losinal) (55ine
DA e gl dae (Sass b
Rate model= 132.500473*t
dilaiall o Lals dides G 5aill) gy 3(7) Jgaad)

T gial) NS
2650.01 20
3312.51 25
3975.01 30
5300.02 40
6625.02 50
7950.03 60

STATGRAPHIC galinl) il Ao Talaie] Galdl das) (a1 juadl)
i Ayl agul) sae Tasie pe Lk Ganlsy Johall oL s lacsgias gl o (7) sanll sy
peY) g 2y oY) 2 )y LalS
Adlalall e Lals doles s i) gy :(4) Jsad)



=
IR 6625.02

-

-
I 5300.02
-

-
I 3312.51
-

=
R 2650.01

o 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
ALY dae

Excel galinl) aladial Galid) dlae) e 1 juaal)
bl Je by cJglall ol aae o)) dlaalls Aglniall agad) axe ala)) WS il (4) <l (o ey
AL GLOU ashaAl) Bam alige (e 53531l
Lals dalasg dusilaial) yf O gualgs dlas 7 dgail DY) Jalaa oab 1(8) Jgand)

CERY) Jalaa Bgiall Saaal) iyl isail
0.30071 2.38075 0.71592 Realsiall e Opulss dulec
0.52240 2.7071 1.4142 Lals dudee

STATGRAPHIC galiyd) il o Talaie) Gald) i) 1 juaal)
Zdeal (0.52240) Zed 3l (0.30071) dusiloiall 5 G guslsal) Aoboad CRY) Jalas O (8) Jsandl (ra gy
Lals Llee e Luilas ST duilaiall e Gpals dlee o i Lea clals
Lals Lbeey duilatiall b O gulgs ol £ 3gall DAY Jalaa o i (5) Jead)

O'SZZ_ Lls folee

0'3007_ i) s (el e

Zisail

0.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0

Excel galil) aladiuly cald) dae) @ jaadl)
Al G askAl)l Bse b age) Jolil a3l Jaeal) a8 Gdideall o ool (5) JSAN ey



i) Ai8lie
lenadle lo el iy dnslaiall e L giasdal Galeall Grgaall ia) JanaS (Fau) AeladDU) A sl & .1
LAyl ad bl
DSl il dlaidd) ye Osalsy dalee zigad G Aade & ¢l Gylal A5kl jules d3lie e L2
als dlees Wl Alulicia dalee e duahall a8 Ll i 4 deedle
gl Aden) 2 35a3 adiieal) - gaill (S elgus (Baylfie Lidobeal Bilee (e Bilae age) sl clily of .3
Agisan I8 COICaA dallang Alhe (sud) 5))) g L) (e o bae Ll Bilee ol dslaid) 5
G o Bl o dailaidl ye Oalsy dilae (8 Dl Gigand ey JaeaS Bl gl z3sas Hlial 4
G ashall G (b Aghtiall agu) 22ad el Jaeal) Ay 58 ey ¢ Aushal) 28 Ll dieedle
ol s ga bl il el AL
:Cilua il
Alie ehabs rast ¢ Adalatl o Alubcia Lilee e Sicad duilaiall ye Aisulsal) Dalaall duaaf ol .1
oAl daala 73l aa
Aidy Jled ) (g5 8 e (ol LD AW 3h sk ATl Bgu b Al il slaiels g 2
s Bgnall Analia g ]y,



b (el dal dnally dng SV dwlall ( 1990 )6%)3\ e ‘4;.—‘:“““3"!5 Gl Al “;_‘Ma&\ .1

e Osalsy Giblead 52l ANy cilddas o bk A5E(2007) Gua anls 2y @l s (S 2

Ligysall Cilanyall Gyl dplag alae¥) GICY) iyl L)l (2010) 2 e cAasiy la A ¢ S .3

Aaals ¢ Ldally Aelhll SV Gl ke il ge b KAl Andall ((2011) ¢ Qg duls (g L4

- 3ba) ¢ Juasal

Glalal) LI Wlall e Wgalaadais LS dolee " ((2016) ¢ Bise Gyl ¢ a5 cana e clats .5

Jemsall Zaals claally

Ul "l e Lliaky ddlaill Lels didac’c (2017) ¢oaa e coladn 5 3850 Byl alla .6

deagall drals Glualylly bl LIS ¢ 5)5d00 jue Hiuala

;UL.U ”wj‘):lﬂ\ A.\Sj\ t_a\.g:d\ ;\..7‘5 &_.53 L@BM} E\QMJA.@J\ ‘L\ﬁJL«aﬂ‘ :*:\Luj\” 6(2012) ¢ J:\b ;LA:\-:A ¢ Jgana i

sl Axals lualyls pulad asle S ¢ 558 8 iuale

8. Abdel-Hameed, M.A. (1975),"gamma wear process'. IE.EE Trans Reliab, 24(2)
,152-3.

9. Bakker, J.D., and van Noortwijk, J.M.(2004)," Inspection validation model for life
cycle analysis'. In: Watanabe, E., Frangopol, D.M., and Utsonomiya, T.(eds),
'Bridge maintenance, safety, management and cost, proceedings of the second
international conference (IABMAS),Kyoto, Japan.

10 Erkanli , A., Merrick, J. R. and Soyer, R. (2002) "Parametric and semi—parametric
Bayesian model for accelerated life tests .

11. Lawess,J., and Crowder, M.(2004),'Covariates and random effects in a gamma
process model with application to degradation and failure'. Lifetime Data Anal, 10(3),
213-27.

12. Nicolai, R.P., Dekker, R., and van Noortwijk, J.M.(2007),'comparison of models for

measurable deterioration: An application to coatings on steel structures'. Reliab

Eng Syst Safety,92,1635-1650.

b


https://search.emarefa.net/ar/search?append=PERIODICAL_ISSUES_PIS_ID_ss%3A%2256174%22+NOT+SDP_INFO_id%3A8

