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Abstract

The impact of service failure of an e-Government system, not only will attract the attention from
the media, but also diminish the potential of the citizen rights, and impose the accused responsi-
bility of the service developers and the service vendor as well. The possible root causes are: 1)
poor design of the standard operation procedures; 2) the complexity of multi-level computing ar-
chitecture; 3) insufficient system tests; 4) poor system reliability design, etc. This paper presents a
feasible synthetic framework using the scientific system-thinking approach to identify the possi-
ble root causes of service failure. Through a series of participation observation processes, gather-
ing the comments and the recommendations from the expert meetings, this framework discloses
the immediate activities to reduce the possibility of service failure and to suggest the future ser-
vice enhancement directions as the guidelines for the following system design.
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1. 518

“HLTFALBUN” (e-Government) & BUM R A B S EHAR, 4 08RG IR 55 E i & Fh i T8 AL 18 45 IRAX
Z IR, FEUARLL R S BUMBE R, 4 RAE R Z BB E R, I 56 ST iR iEiE, st
HLBUR B, RILEIERT . B3, 24, DR AMEEIRS, A& EHEIES FEFB. G
[E A 2014 JFLbEs 2012 & E R R BT HBURREE, BF2 AN M. 1) ELRGFEE; 2) RS AHE
Z5RRE: 3) BRI REAREE: 4) B&ITa03E 2 RIEMSFEE; 5) Mg PREE: 6) Ik
AT, N 7) THREBIREE. 2014 B FACBUNAR B SR G VR AT T8 B K k5 . 1) #iE——2012
¥ 14 2) WI——2012 B 12 &TF; 3) Fibn#——2012 5 10 & T 4) EE——2012 HE 6 4
Fts & 5) fii==——2012 H 5 2 4 F%, S EAHE 56 S A TTAE Z BB L] R T ALBUR IS R4t
BRI 5 115 £ B #0L4k (Virtualization) z= 3 #8355 (Cloud Computing) B BH Ay, RN HES) 22 AR 5548 s 3L R HL
S ULENUEGE, R 3L R R G s — T R 2 LR R R ARG, 0 BRI AR % 7 (Software-as-a-Service, SaaS),
NS N i e A R e LR B SN 1 (19 9 N 7l 0% NS ) v R 6 e 2 11 - R X £ 4
B4 PR 22 B, G DR YR R T T A2V TR B o A DAROSR B 5 B B S L N AL SR 2
H, O NTIERETFHUBURIRS R4S NSRS, HBCE SRR ar o] ST R . R 8 46 1% e 23 i
B RESTRS R BORAR R G R YIRPTE G N AR, 5 R S Bk A IR A B R
WREE . PRI RGO FRE RN, I8 i A A0, 2 0% 22 5 0 TR B0 S 0 FH R 45 AR, 3R B IR
R 55 2 it H b o

I FAGBUR LR B I RE, T X Ar AN AN R B 1) 77 A BA—BURF 6 10 00T 4 2 2 S BLTE ) %
b, MR EE A AR, H2HONES 5EATOR: 2) BYsRIA— Ml AT AR AR, (R IR
JF P R S VE R 2 s 3) ELBH— BRI Xt N A A s R AS, A EE R RE, b
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FE B AN G R PG SRR RIS 4) 5 I—RAB i liE I B -5 BURF AT S Fol 25 B 7p, Biltn: 43
Pre B 28 BAREE SRS M 5558 5 g B, LB BUBURT I % R Gt 22 A AL 5 5 TAE 5 v L&A 24 58
% K& 5) TABE—HH—ATEENAT, BUFRMEET o WINRSRS, RAFIHBUN RS S
FERTESIEE R RRAESSEESNZ B IRARS, 5 RAEFMACIEE S, Mo KBk &,
MR& A - Rtk - PPN RS RS THE 2 & B BRIk 55, NIBUR BRI Bl — 35, [
I L B Sl R BUR LR 2 SRR S8 L, SO 20 LATE s S s bs vl , T8 M iR 45 R Gl )y v,
I B UV 2 B o [ 2 AR 2% 0T E B, 7 e Akt o KA SLAB AT, $R MRS E A, JFHEE =
KRz, G B REMI, MRS M EHR, 3504 e ik 25 058 2 e 48 F s R S5 0
B, AR T BUN IR, B BOURAN S, Wtk R, i, S5, SREeTE.
NMAAAEFRI RS, dEifise it KAS 58S (2].

RN ARG AL L AE B T2 (Software Engineering) 4% £ FT#R T, SR 10 BT AL BURF IR &5 R 48 R 550 H
JERLEHE IR IR, RDER KA R ITE, T2 R RS Bt I 2 58 AR T8 FH I X 8 45 it fin 2
Ri7y, [EIERFIRSS R Rk 2 WS R B E A, [FIR ST M A B FE, 7 el 2 KA
BREEFEFFEIG(E 0, I BER I B R R R B RS R, USRI 7 R BB g ez
T8 A SCHE A A 2 AR 45 TR (Service Engineering) N A, B AR SSAE F A AW NIRRT L2 RS AE
FH 2 A0 55 IR 5% s £ Fir it B AT 25087 (External Effects) 2 325402, IR BUIRSS RGN J7 BEFR N
TE W BEYR LA 2 & U A T oK

2. RBEMGZAHESHTHEL

T SRR B R G0 RS A B OCBE R 5 GE E, ANMUNARSS R B A i oG,
A2 KA THT B AR TR A 15 o NIRRT @I 2 ARG RAT “ 4k 224 ” (Enterprise Architecture) #3454y
Mr, M Archi MIBEHIA T E[3], #ERDUT(As-Is) R INARGMNL, &3 “m@E” 5 “hRpgEi”
FTils < RS RGUAEH, Ht R AR F B, G IE RO IR R SR M OC S5 M, RIS 48 H BARS sl
PR RN R 4], 8 108 “ RIS DRk 3 p b 7 Jaml B, IR ek SO R ok S R GR
Hl, BENRG M “ThREMEF K ” (Functional Requirements) . “JEThagPE K ” (Nonfunctional Re-
quirements) 5. o BIANES AR NAR DG “Theddfh” SHPMET A, R S8 H4 R AN, KRS
ARGHMNEIEE “HNEBETL” , FINCMER. SIS “dh2et” ot (GERES RS0
MU, A6 38 RO e 2 5 N H RGO R ATILRI, AT KRGt R B 1. R # W s
MRS HIARTREE, TRERIMTIMFNIT, SEEHER RN —&. WARA R R & A G
T8 % R U A B S B SR

CEBVERR” IR RGN T BIRRA . RHEE . MEFSEHD, WA RGBT 2N
EIBSUSCNML S, A RS RORIEE S A iE Shfik ok 2, IRl 2 AR R R ST R o S T
e, SHHNARRGIFREEMA G, “HEER” BRARGF KGN T EHRE., —IHE SRS
HE), o RGEBHE NS TSIV IRIA, RS9 A E AR P e R 3, R
HIEULR RGO R P osRtE e, FEERRTERSGIFRFEAE. RNBBERT %, R4%
THEE LS F MR R LR BT v 58, 3 O R & A S B 2 R R T AN D i R 4, 24
RARGIVE AR S BURM. FIRAEH SE B E SR E, WEREEHERANS: A MNHRS
272 100%58 3K 1), BN sEFHIEAER, S8 FREL. —A R4 30%E HAAZ N RG AR —F L
2, e R —ERD 0% E A, MGURIRI G, BANMEFEANE AR IR R, YR R T
R AZIEIR FT A E Y RGN R IR B, N RGN —E, & ER R, 2 AMER R
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Figure 1. Application functional drscription sample architecture

1. N FABRSBThREHaIR ZeAa o A e 51 &

Bk, RSO ZHEZ B 2N, B 1) WiiRS R E; 2) W TR 3) WG HEE
I3 e 4) b4k Sk (Business Continuity Planning)Zs A=, JLURMERF 7 7N FB, Rifis
A3 H7(Context Analysis). 2 5 M %<(Participation Observation), &3k /K% (Delphi Method)%s, 45 B JE i
i 5 B Y BAR PTAT IR T ke, IR SS R R T A S

2.1. RRRFZREREEAE

TN R G RS RGUE TS 2 ML, BRI & 5 R R GRS b i, 35 A B IRS RGURE
7 R8I T LE ) S AT RE R T 1) BTN AR R R G R T LA LA NI 1) MRS aT
Jettk(Access)——n] £ 8 7 I VRS, s 2) AR5 AT A (Availability) —— B 7648 FH 2 31 R5 6 18 79 56
PIRR 455 3) R %% V4 i (Communication) —— % T R 4t GE 2 L4 & & W R L #] s 4) Lolkag
(Competence)—— % Wl R 40 B & Al FHE /B ML TR K B8 715 5) ARSSEF](Convenience)——1#i & R &
HERE R IRAR S 6) MRS A RENA 1L (Courtesy)——Z W R L 4E 4 A 5 A 551 FH 35 8 7 R AV 3 <R
7) sbE(Flexibility)——SE IR 55 RS 2 Uk e, s 2 A # B oK 8) MRS nIFEME(Reliability)——
TS KA R WLR S E B fR i a]; 9) Alkss 915 (Responsiveness)—— 5% 1R 25 B B s (] 7 4 FH 35
T2 N, BURIN RGP N 5 e A [a) B4 i K 10) PR32 42 (Security) —— % iR S BE AR 3 Il
F A 2 T, BORMERUT A e T BN R G4 i A itk 5905k 11) GRS (Tangibles)—— 1 A
F e AR N GR R Gei 2 HAR LR SR 12) 55 SN (Timeliness)——%% 1HUI 45 T RE BE 37 /= g S I A 42
18 BE R LR SRk, 13) IRSS W5 i (Trustworthiness)——# IR 55 B 7 A6 IEA TC iR 2 AE V™9, i
HEX T ER ARG M= ARG & 14) MER LR —SMARS) B S E R RFMELEIC R,
PAERARAL 25 5 156 R [5] -

22. ZEREARHIESE
AT NE S - A TR D7 %, Rl ik Rt S slor ik, Ml iR g wit, &
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T B R AL R, BT i sl i, K EER RGN SRR R A, —ETRE

I A2 B IR ST o EE SR o AR B ROAE T 00 5 AR T SR 2= 52, RIS, wl oy amide: A) JF
RWAENMAE—EFE: 1) Bolll 2) BEWK 3) EMIKSE: & B) BArk—adE: 1) &id
b I 4% 451 S Dh REVE SR I, B 2) i Pl e Ik S A D e vk 7 SR AAE o Ik e 41
SEMIRTHE, WA 1) WA 2) Wikhrr 3) Wik 4) WATER 5) WlBeit 6) Wik
7) MARBEIE TR 8) MR FE 9) WHKEHEUEE 10) WHK 4 11) WHASCHE, & 12) WHRRASEDHE .

2.3. BRRHTTRESH

LRGSR URR R R RG KRR GHEY IR TR, A FIRR S “ AR R0 2 n]
71, PLAARSE M (00 35 =5 41 3 72 (Non-homogeneous Quasi-Renewal Weibull Process, NQRWP) & ¥4 4
] 5E O ALY, A 0 B AR S E AR T 5 1 K S 2O, P IAT A R AR A — B4
1) RACKEHFE, (HFHEL; 2) REAEIBER: 3) RPCKEBA, HZRBSEE; 4) HERSEREE, H
BHIEAL; B) RACKANEEG 6) WHURHCRA, HIRWiNGE; 7) RECREEA, HiZHEN; 8) KL
A N 8) RACKIBIGAY, BTG S — & TR, 1l ST AT ARADL S TN 2 A SR A T AR 6]

2.4. RO SEREMR Rt BB

BN AL SHENE Mk 257k 8230 %7 (Business Continuity Planning; fii#k BCP)—3f, W4 #
R A, AREESPIE RN, SRR TR TFET A RALE X AR TR R FA T T
M55 R, AR RS T 5 R SR B & BRI A R A, AT SE AT R 532k, 9ANmT
TR S R AR AEHERE LA AL it RIra, fErT 2525 hlri A Ik 2 IR B i . SRR
G AR AR E R, AN AT TR S o AT BETC AT HLR G 2RI, & AR T AL S5 BT A4 R
IR45 H b, LSS IR a0, S RO S . 45 = o R Sk iR, IR 55 e 8 ke A
JE RARFIEIZ AR, AR AT RE A 2 BT H g, 5 AR T A T BE A IR SS Hh i [, 2T
HRZADERA B R TT . O REMRN” FEAMIPR T AR BT R GE, &IN5 1 AH DS S b
R R TR O E ., S LSS A I AT AU AR R 2 B B 1) KPR S
B 2) WSS ERERE; 3) WSS AKETRIBHT: K& 4) Sk RIS S 45, iEZR TR
RS54 LIE ST S IERTERIR, REAN W] T R 55 o B b o B 22 AR 7]

2.5. BIANRMEMARFERNE

CARIIMIE” SCHEFAE “2GiiH 7 (Quasi-Statistical Analysis), R 3 IR 5% 25 20 3 R AR
J7 15 H 5« 8 s F- 1 (Code Book)——RAL 71 Sh 2, MR 717 g A A% X BT 48 £8 2 ARG BERL,
BFE: YIR. SUOER, KBRS Z WA INCAS T IZA4%, B 5 B s T IR NG 24T
SR o3 A7 75 2RI BT SO AR T BORIEAT B2 R G b TAE. 78 “ SURHTE” i Sk o dr
“HE SR (Focus Group)——HR s AR KR 8 R AN—T5 iR T iR SE 2 MG TR}, #EID b ml itk —
BRI RRST R Fiagmis R, ¥ “ENRE IR, RAE B TORHEAN S Frisibs 2 5 X
T T 38 Y AR, 2@ — A 3 @A (Topic Model), VARG 77585 Bh T fdt Ik 45 % 240810 Ja BT 51 ke
ZHRFRR, R TR E B R RS S A BRI, X B IR A PR AR R 45 R R 4 2
R HE

“ZEWNGE” e — PSR 5T X, AT S 5E N 56 W48 (Complete Observer), ~Z 5k
FIaE s, REHAT RS H R PEAL S, B DU FAR AL 1) R 2 AN U W 0t 5 25 A
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X MHREWEET RS RG22, BT EMRBRAL A, KT SEPrB AR RGO 2) & Guf
FRANF M, SRV REEAPEBARS 45 3) Al B 7 & K BUE i S RN IE i L
IF B AR 55 SEPEK %S s K 4) BRRE WIS T A, sk 2 5EREB R TViE. 250
SR RAIT : 1) YUERT TSI 2) BUSFREIAT TSI 3) B RIFRR; 4) LS TIEREE,
J 5) ML SR EVIRAF LS. Z 5WNEREL IS a2 L5775, R0 FEE 2047 i
EVRIMLL “oie” 5 B, RRIRSGTRAATRER AR, SRRRINEZ &, Tk A
KUBGE ), B Mlm B, T8l R EIFHER HE IR([8].

E9E /R (Delphi Method) &5t B AL 5 AL PE BB G WU 7%, IFEG LXK E W B R

WAL R BAFIR &5 fE W, @ ILH, R B AR IRSS RO R UGE, TR R LT ER: 1)
LFNH—E BN AR G I F IR, #IENFAAER LT R%EE 2, 2) [FE58E—4 W FaRe R
GG R, SHEBIHAFT R, HEERRRTFTEEEN: 3) EL—NEa L RKEETENL
ST SR 2 “ MARRIN.” (Bandwagon Effect) & “ AU 7 (Authoritarian Submission) & .0y B K 2%,
KAEA T ARG XA HHRIEE R, FFHFHARERE &, i HEE A AT, 4) Bk
Bl —EMER T X R NG, BERIEEITSR, TN RIEMERET, L K EFHE AN NEEE T K Pk
@SS, R R IREAFREZENL; 5) B ICRELZEERIN, BRI ARG
ZIFEE, A2 @ SCE TR IE & 6) BFAE AEME—UHTT T H NS5 S HEIA s
AW TR S E S SR B —Ft, BBt & K m R AT B 5o, @itk
FEARSZE, AME AR RAET, BL“MERENMEA” T X BRI R G R AR, RO R SRR
E SN AT VIR, 2 5 E ARG R IE B E— AT AR IE/RVE, 486 1] 15 42 1] Jr =5 1 1] o

3. ZRARESNIER

XHF A IR GRS R BGHATIR L TR AT, S AN AR AT TG 2207 300018, A0 5 B
RYUMK “HMauixk RN (Stakeholders) 78 7341, I8 FOW i S AWM DR 7 K3, 50T I 55 R AL B FAL
o A Bt . — MR T BUNIRS RS “Ma R RN BAE =F: 1) fHIEAL 2) BRI,
L 3) R4 H. BB RIBTTRLAERN “RmRXR/NT (BORET5S R4 WL,
AL AT UEIRACR S IN) W 5 A ST W e S AT 2 s, HFITIRE 2 N W, HOvEET
HEZR 5 iU RE £E 1 1 (Localization) 5 & i P (Fitness) it . #E5 “HFIZ R RN 7 X EHATHESE 5 fE LR
Ja, BEATESURMES, Rl F PR THEEAR KRG RIS IR, LR ARSG) HMEEARGMER
BOE SO, IR MIRIRSIFRE M T i3t AR b, SR Ok ST R RO E R AT SR, IS
VIR TR ARG i AT 2 5 I LR A e SCHES AR . BT RGuucit S il B AT S SO e, B
ZACWI AL e, g B ARMER S AL BIRS KRB E RN R Z R 55 v, TS 5%, FH
ARG MARITARGRSMHRHE. S50 HET AR RGEEIRI L IR 55K
KRR, HTEME BER RN TAEZ ZRFT(FHR LR, Wi, SURSEEE)IAT, FdFa
WE IR, SRR AN G ARSI ml, AEATEN S TAERTIR T, SEitiZ 50, BHaus
MRS, FERAHEZR it 2 “ I3k S5 MR InbAid sk,  BME R ERAT M (5 1)

FEWER “OIIRFWER " SRGMFMAHER, RSRBMERAETET T, KRRGMN
55588 R 5 MR A R 55 R R R R e “IRSS R AR BN A GHKIE R AR DR R M, &
A R 55 Il I [ SR E B, B R AR R P W RS GRES S WEEE T SR, IR
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Table 1. Field service observation sample form

%=L RS MERTEH

RSB AL i i
25 A5 ]
W25 A
% RS FRSE AN
55 S A K 25 4 B
AR 25 ) ‘
W2 T ST 1 WS HBRAAR T
el i

)
()
(m)

55 R0 A A BB W S0 A T RIS R T N 2 BB il FET R AL L R A T IR AR 4t
Bt 2 @, TR EE WA S MG S 2. IS IRL E 3 KU S he S i Bz
g5k, BATBORLMT, ARG RACH RS 5@ WHRII S, IS HE ST ACEUR IS RS
5, FEHIRS R ER G B S RS Wit SBIEAR, HHKET 7 SLRm @
FIUSEHE AT AT Pk ST R o R H T L 523 2 W AR s IR Al “ A 0 $AAT R A
FAMER R TS PATEE R . e 5B T I e SN A, HH E T AR
G RPN RS M, FAR IR SS KA B 518 2 A (14 2).

4, 4Eig

B NIRRT ot SIEEhE R, R Z ERRR IR 1) O VARSI S AU 2 M 5 ok
Kb, B RIS B SE5ES 2) /£ “FIFERRN” WEA LT RGEE G — i S5 E
brifE, EECEFESALRVG AN 3) PhEBIRSTE HR B A KR BIR 5T B ARIA T, B AR
RS RBRGIANEE; 4) (ERFLH T RAL R SR R E B R G, HREE R G A B SR o 3R M
WS RFF—8G 5) B “RIFERRN” ARG E FIRGEEAER RN — 8oty =, 6) ZRMRSEHER
EAIRAVEAE TR, il ey oA KB B S5HER; 7) A SN AESRT, etk
IR ESCE L E AR SR N RS 8) £ “AITHERARNT WM BIN > ALK, BE T RIA R
WML TR, 9) REMES N RS SRR A L 10) REf RIS SIAT & 3 T HE S

AHEZOR R BRIy “Fa I (OB R “ AR (MLOBR)PISE, KB IZ KN
w, IR, BOUEBISSIH IR I, BEE AR SR I, KPS AR 2
BORRISEH . PISEA Y A 7 HTHEZR o] B IR 5 S A AL 1) BT BEIRUIR 55 R AR SE AR B« 1+
BT Bz Wr, B AV ERN” BT RGMER R 505K 2) B BRSO KL R WO AT
B BRI S5 R AT R S AT T R 3) B R R EEHE IR S SEE T, REBURARS i
Lo R @G 4) IRANERI R R R G ARTE A R BGE, A SR B R VP Sk R H FR PR
i, SRS 7 10 e Ae bR, SR AR SRV AT RS . B B S BET K, IRl Rgii
oo RGN R R B EESE: 5) RN RKBINAR G R LA RHEARUGE, ©OfF. 5
ZEHBT SRR, MARGE RN, BACRGRER . BRE R RIS, R BRI R
B SRR SR AIRSSRBUE WATRET - FANE, BRI B A ARGl FE, IHHES
KAXHE R S RGUR R AMEAERR: 1) KB SO R R G BCE RS BAER, Tk R AR,
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Figure 2. Service failure investigation and analysis workflow conceptual diagram

2. REEMPER S TRIETEE

HL— B RGN TIERE R G SR B HESE: 2) @i R o S 50, TR I ARG S
KMFENE LR, SRS (RAR) IR 552, WA A 55 6] 3) R — BT, T &K
ARaR AT TR R INAR G 4) R — B DRI IR AT E A AR IOV O Bl 24
Hlil; 5) $Ri—EARDIRE T RIMKTT %, EAF S TR S B A NRHESE, W IR SR RS S 6) il
—EIATEPRY, URERGHG. REBHETNES: 7) REHRASTREIMETT A, B85
Bt ATA MRS RAL S RARFT R D) Z S I v 4oy 5 il s, ST RS Rt & 8) Hid
FEZR PR HEEOT A, BRI, DRSPS RO S, WA IEZ BT



Table 2. Sample recommandations for service failure

% 2. BRESRBEWGES

W il FEI LI

1 @ B CARMWEG” Ty TIATIRGS ARG, S ST SRERAAY, R Z b, RO « o5 SRR A
TR RGARE, FHFMAFE R c RGH

2 © MRISBOAICAERIE UGEF, SHRARGMS H B, R ol WL JEAT - MRS R A
RO AT o 3R SRR 5 2R R T SR BB R AR R L c RGH
3 @ [RHS SRS RGN T, BN RS PEIRIS I 1F) SR 55 RAOL RS, RIS R | YT

AR RIS, JHEIE “ AV ZRR 7 MG A
it ELRATE SRS RANIR GG B SN 2 S E N, St B AR RS « IRs5 R 5T

4 © B, BCEEIL RGN R i, BT RS INRIHR G B A ML . c RGH
5 @ PR SRS R G SRS AL S, R SRS AR ZHAR | RY T

Bl BoA RS ARGRE N LT, BEAT RSN S I saas .
i BRGNS KRR, MRS RN 3 ARSI, it IR R E LR, IF « RS RN BT R Ar

6 © VT AT IR SR 2\ GO, 0TS SRS A « RGT
, o WATHUDRROEAE, W R SRR, RO
YORUREE, % BRI L T 5.

o o FHEESILKATEDENUBEIICR A, B RN b B AR |

B e, BRI BRI (ETL), DALl e k.
5 PR B R XK, K R BRI R A, 5 W TR 2 SRR
9. G BB REIRSIER 2 e BT A UM S EE 2 AR HR S AN HAL WU, B - RGET 7
R R FEHUIRSS I MR AL B 0% T IR S5 Hh e
HHE BIRS RGBT 224, it 2 s 0o IR 35 S LR 35 8, S 1L I 18] P 51 34

0. © BENLEL R BT, 2R B AR ANLE, U5 R G VR . C ARG
o ERTREIRS RGP L S, RS R TABORAER, T ER S + TR KT
WA DM 2 R, 1 BRI 5 R A . - AR
b o BRI RS EER AT LA RS, g A BORTPH + T A A
EPEAHLE], 5B SARAEI LA TF, DI ECHR I -

SSARTCTEIN,  WTT e — 7 T A R A A A 55 SR AR AL, 57— T3 o U8 o R K i Ak vl AR BURF R BT, it
Sk R 2K
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