FRERFPELR LIPS 582
AR R S AT YR PR S T & o RS S L
Patter n recognition-based training aid for fault detection and
diagnosis under time-constrained environment
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Complex systems often require
operators to respond in a timely fashion.
Previous studies found that human
information processing capabilities are
quite vulnerable when they are under
time stress. One way to enhance
operator’s fault diagnosis performance is

B2+ Ha ﬁbk’ m ek

to provide expert system based diagnosis
aids. Operators learn the pairing
between observed data and symptoms of
malfunction so that can quickly match
the observed data with the template of
malfunction states and their diagnosis
performance can be enhanced.

Keywords : object display - ecological
display ~ digital display ~ time stress ~
component level ~ system level
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