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FFA: Functional Failure Analysis (Analysis of the failure behaviour of the system at the functional level)
“IF-FMEASs: Interface Focused FMEAs (Analyses of the local failure behaviour of the system components)
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Fig. 8. Excerpt of the brake light system used to validate our modeling methodology.
It contains the failure definitions for the MainController (MaC) and the SystemBasis-

Chip (SBC) The numbers assigned to the elements indicate the different steps in which
these elements are added to the fault modeling.
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Fig. 4. Possible representations of the SafeDeML::Failure modeling. It shows a
horizontal propagation (top), a SafeDeML::Failure with more than one correlated

SafeDeML::Fault (left) and a single SafeDeML::Fault leading to a failure.



Jinl

=15 3 . SafeDeML(2)

13
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Fig. 9. Fault definitions of the MainController component. On the left side the asso-
ciations of the faults to the ISO HWParts is shown and on the right side, instances of

the HWElements are associated with the MainController block.
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Fig. 8. Excerpt of the brake light system used to validate our modeling methodology.
It contains the failure definitions for the MainController (MaC) and the SystemBasis-
Chip (SBC) The numbers assigned to the elements indicate the different steps in which
these elements are added to the fault modeling.
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