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Description

[0001] The present subject matter relates generally to
control systems, and more particularly to providing
failover control on a control system.
[0002] Modern aircraft may employ multiple computers
to perform a variety of tasks, including acquiring informa-
tion, or controlling systems associated with a plurality of
functions, such as for instance, flight control, navigation,
health, maintenance functions and/or other suitable func-
tion. For flight-critical applications redundancy and fail-
tolerance may be required due in part to the potential
impact of failures.
[0003] Redundant failover control systems may re-
quire a supervisor that monitors system health and/or the
functional state of the system, and prevents non-func-
tioning and/or malfunctioning computing nodes from cor-
rupting the integrity of the system. In particular, the su-
pervisor can grant control to one or more computing
nodes and remove control from one or more non-func-
tioning and/or malfunctioning computing nodes. In this
manner, if one computing node fails, a standby comput-
ing node can be granted authority to control the system
without an overall failure of the system. Such redundancy
may be difficult to add to control systems that were orig-
inally designed for non-redundant computing nodes. For
instance, implementing redundancy techniques in an air-
craft that is not wired, setup or otherwise adapted to han-
dle system supervisors for redundant control systems
can require a major overhaul of the aircraft systems.
[0004] US 2015/0019900 A1 relates to a system and
computer program product for tolerating failures using
concurrency in a cluster. US 2004/0001431 A1 relates
to a hybrid agent-oriented object model to provide soft-
ware fault tolerance between distributed processor
nodes. US 7 689 862 B1 relates to application failover in
a cluster environment.
[0005] Various aspects and advantages of embodi-
ments of the present disclosure will be set forth in part in
the following description, or may be learned from the de-
scription, or may be learned through practice of the em-
bodiments.
[0006] One example embodiment of the present dis-
closure is directed to a method of providing failover con-
trol in a computing system. The method includes moni-
toring a data stream generated by a plurality of computing
nodes in a computing system. The method further in-
cludes selecting a first subset of the plurality of computing
nodes based at least in part on the monitored data
stream. The method further includes generating one or
more control grant signals for each computing node of
the first subset. The method further includes activating
an output to one or more computing nodes of the first
subset based at least in part on a number of control grant
signals generated for each computing node of the first
subset. The method further includes granting control au-
thority of the computing system to the one or more com-
puting nodes of the first subset.

[0007] Another example aspect of the present disclo-
sure is directed to a failover control system for granting
computing nodes control authority of a computing sys-
tem. The system includes a plurality of computing nodes
and a failover controller configured to grant control au-
thority to at least one computing node. The failover con-
troller includes a plurality of failover monitors configured
to monitor a data stream from each computing node, se-
lect a first subset of the plurality of computing nodes
based at least in part on the monitored data stream, and
generate one or more control grant signals for at least
one computing node of the first subset. The failover con-
troller further includes a plurality of control vote circuits.
Each control vote circuit is coupled between the plurality
of failover monitors and a computing node. Each control
vote circuit is configured to grant control authority to the
corresponding computing node when the control vote cir-
cuit receives at least two control grant signals from the
plurality of failover monitors.
[0008] Yet another example aspect of the present dis-
closure is directed to a control system for an aircraft. The
control system includes a plurality of computing nodes
and a failover controller configured to grant control au-
thority to at least one computing node. The failover con-
troller includes a plurality of failover monitors configured
to monitor a data stream from each computing node, se-
lect a first subset of the plurality of computing nodes
based at least in part on the monitored data stream, and
generate one or more control grant signals for at least
one computing node of the first subset. The failover con-
troller further includes a plurality of control vote circuits.
Each control vote circuit is coupled between the plurality
of failover monitors and a computing node. Each control
vote circuit is configured to grant control authority to the
corresponding computing node when the control vote cir-
cuit receives control grant signals from at least a majority
of the plurality of failover monitors.
[0009] Variations and modifications can be made to
these example aspects of the present disclosure.
[0010] Various features, aspects and advantages of
various embodiments will become better understood with
reference to the following description and appended
claims. The accompanying drawings, which are incorpo-
rated in and constitute a part of this specification, illustrate
embodiments of the present disclosure and, together with
the description, serve to explain the related principles.
[0011] Detailed discussion of embodiments directed to
one of ordinary skill in the art are set forth in the specifi-
cation, which makes reference to the appended figures,
in which:

FIG. 1 depicts an example failover control circuit ac-
cording to example embodiments of the present dis-
closure;

FIG. 2 depicts an example control voter circuit ac-
cording to example embodiments of the present dis-
closure;
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FIG. 3 depicts an example failover control circuit ac-
cording to example embodiments of the present dis-
closure;

FIG. 4 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
of providing failover control in a control system ac-
cording to example embodiments of the present dis-
closure;

FIG. 5 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
of selecting a first subset of computing nodes ac-
cording to example embodiments of the present dis-
closure;

FIG. 6 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
of providing a reset process of a computing node
according to example embodiments of the present
disclosure; and

FIG. 7 depicts a flow diagram of an example method
of providing failover control in a control system ac-
cording to example embodiments of the present dis-
closure.

[0012] Reference now will be made in detail to embod-
iments of the invention, one or more examples of which
are illustrated in the drawings. Each example is provided
by way of explanation of the invention, not limitation of
the invention. In fact, it will be apparent to those skilled
in the art that various modifications and variations can
be made in the present invention without departing from
the scope of the invention as defined in the claims. For
instance, features illustrated or described as part of one
embodiment can be used with another embodiment to
yield a still further embodiment. Thus, it is intended that
the present invention covers such modifications and var-
iations as come within the scope of the appended claims.
[0013] Example aspects of the present disclosure are
directed to providing failover control authority to one or
more computing nodes in a control system. For instance,
data streams provided by a plurality of computing nodes
in a control system associated with a computing system
(e.g. an avionics computing system) can be monitored
to identify one or more valid data streams. A valid data
stream can be indicative, at least in part, of a computing
node that is capable of controlling the computing system.
Control authority of the control system can be granted to
at least one computing node having a valid data stream.
[0014] More particularly, a failover control system can
be coupled to or otherwise implemented within a com-
puting system such as an avionics computing system
associated with an aircraft. In some implementations, the
failover controller can be implemented within an aircraft,
such as a legacy aircraft, that is not wired, setup, or oth-
erwise adapted for supervision of redundant control sys-
tems. The control system can include a plurality of com-
puting nodes and a failover controller configured to grant
control authority to at least a subset of the control nodes.

In some implementations, the failover controller can in-
clude a plurality of failover monitors and a plurality of
control voter circuits. For instance, the failover monitors
can be separate, independent devices configured to
monitor the health of the computing nodes in the system.
Each voter circuit can be coupled between a computing
node and the plurality of failover monitors.
[0015] The failover monitors can be configured to mon-
itor a continuous serial data stream respectively trans-
mitted by the computing nodes. The data streams can
be generated by the computing nodes upon completion
of a power-on process of the computing nodes. As an-
other example, the data streams can be provided upon
completion of a reset process by the computing nodes.
Provision of the data streams to the failover monitors can
indicate the health of the computing nodes. In some im-
plementations, the data stream can include a sequence
of data words determined in accordance with one or more
predetermined algorithms. The data streams can be
monitored to determine valid data streams. A valid data
stream can be a data stream having the correct sequence
and/or timing of data words. As indicated, a valid data
stream provided by a computing node can indicate that
the computing node is functioning properly, and is capa-
ble of controlling the computing system (e.g. having con-
trol authority on the control system).
[0016] Upon detection of a sufficient number of valid
data streams, the failover monitors can initiate a control
grant process. The policy that defines the sufficient
number can be determined at least in part on the require-
ments of the computing system and/or control system.
For instance, if the computing system requires only one
computing node be granted control authority at a time,
the sufficient number of valid data streams is one. If the
computing system requires two computing nodes be si-
multaneously granted control authority over the comput-
ing system, the sufficient number is two.
[0017] The control grant process can include request-
ing that one or more computing nodes assume control
of the control system. The one or more computing nodes
can be selected based at least in part on an order of
receipt of the continuous data stream. In particular, the
failover monitors can provide a control (or master) re-
quest signal to the computing nodes corresponding to
the identified valid data streams. The computing nodes
can confirm their ability to control the computing system
by providing a control (or master) ready signal back to
the failover monitors. In some implementations, if a com-
puting node does not provide a control ready signal back
to the failover monitors within a predetermined time pe-
riod, the failover monitors can select a different comput-
ing node having a valid data stream as a replacement.
[0018] Upon receiving the control ready signals, the
failover monitors can generate control (or master) grant
signal outputs for the corresponding computing node(s).
Such control grant signals can provide an indication to
the computing node(s) that the computing node(s) have
control authority over the control system. In some imple-
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mentations, the control grant signals can be used by the
computing node hardware as an independent enabling
signal to ensure that only the correct nodes have control
authority.
[0019] As indicated, in some implementations, the
failover controller can include a plurality of voter circuits
coupled between the output of the failover monitors and
the computing nodes. For instance, the failover controller
may include a control request voter circuit, a control grant
voter circuit, and a reset voter circuit for each computing
node. In some implementations, the voter circuits can
include an open collector structure that implements a
Boolean equation ensuring that the voter circuit output
to the computing node is active based at least in part on
the number of failover monitor outputs received. The out-
puts of the failover monitors can be provided to the cor-
responding voter circuits in a manner to implement fail-
safe service. In particular, the voter circuits can be con-
figured such that a predetermined number of failover
monitor outputs must concur to activate an output of the
voter circuit. In some implementations, the predeter-
mined number of failover monitors may be a majority of
failover monitors. In this manner, the number of failover
monitor outputs can be compared to a threshold. If the
number of failover monitor outputs is greater than or
equal to the threshold, the voter circuit output can be
activated, such that a corresponding control signal is pro-
vided to the computing node.
[0020] As an example, in some implementations, at
least two failover monitors must provide an appropriate
signal to the voter circuits before the voter circuits provide
the corresponding control grant output to the computing
nodes. For instance, if a first failover monitor and a sec-
ond failover monitor generate control grant signals for a
first computing node, and provide the control grant sig-
nals to a corresponding control grant voter circuit, the
voter circuit can activate a control grant output to the first
computing node. In such scenario, if a third failover mon-
itor provides a control grant signal to a voter circuit cor-
responding to a second computing node, the voter circuit
will not activate a control grant output to the second com-
puting node.
[0021] Once control authority has been granted to the
sufficient number of computing nodes, a standby subset
of computing nodes can be determined. In particular, the
standby subset of computing nodes can be computing
nodes that do not currently have control authority on the
control system, but that are capable of having control
authority. In some implementations, the standby subset
can be determined based at least in part on the data
streams provided by the computing nodes. In particular,
the standby subset can be determined by identifying valid
data streams from one or more computing nodes that do
not currently have control authority, and adding the com-
puting nodes to the standby subset.
[0022] In some implementations, one or more comput-
ing nodes having control authority can be removed from
authority and/or reset. For instance, the failover monitors

can detect an invalid data stream from a controlling com-
puting node. An invalid data stream can correspond to
an interruption and/or an error in the data stream, and
can indicate that the computing node is not functioning
properly, and/or not capable of having control authority.
In response to detecting the invalid data stream, the
failover monitors can remove control authority from the
computing node, and replace the computing node with a
computing node from the standby subset. In this manner,
the computing node from the standby subset can be
granted control authority in accordance with example as-
pects and implementations of the present disclosure.
[0023] As another example, a controlling computing
node can relinquish or de-assert its control authority. In
such scenario, the failover monitors can select a replace-
ment computing node from the standby subset, remove
the control authority from the relinquishing computing
node, and grant control authority to the replacement com-
puting node.
[0024] A computing node can be reset based at least
in part on a detected or identified invalid (e.g. due to errors
or timeouts) data stream associated with the computing
node. Once the reset computing node re-establishes
communication (e.g. through a valid serial data stream)
with the failover monitors, the reset computing node can
be added to the standby subset. In some implementa-
tions, a computing node can be reset based at least in
part on a reset request from one or more other computing
nodes. For instance, such one or more other computing
nodes can provide a reset request to the failover moni-
tors, who can grant the request if a threshold number of
reset request are received.
[0025] In some implementations, the failover monitors
can periodically exchange status and synchronization
data, for instance, via a failover monitor bus. For exam-
ple, the failover monitors can exchange data related to
faults detected by built-in tests (BIT) or caused by incon-
sistent data. In some implementations, discrepancies in
discrete data received by the failover monitors can be
detected and dispositioned appropriately. As an exam-
ple, a failover monitor can generate incorrect decisions
because of incorrect input data. In this case the other
failover monitors on the failover monitor bus can detect
the erroneous inputs and log a request for a maintenance
action. In cases where the failover monitor redundancy
allows, the failover monitor generating incorrect deci-
sions can be disabled as a result of the other failover
monitors consensus. In implementations wherein three
failover monitors are used a single failover monitor error
may not cause a system error, so the disposition can be
simply a caution flag and a request for maintenance at
the first opportunity. In some implementations, the
failover monitor bus can include isolation features across
the failover monitors to ensure that power or driver fail-
ures in a first failover monitor will not propagate to the
remaining failover monitors.
[0026] As indicated, providing failover control in ac-
cordance with example embodiments of the present dis-
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closure can allow redundancy control techniques for a
plurality of non-redundant computing nodes. For in-
stance, the failover controller can be implemented with
a plurality of computing nodes that are not designed for
redundancy control to monitor the system functionality
and to prevent malfunctioning nodes to corrupt the integ-
rity of the system. By separating the data stream moni-
toring function from the computing nodes, the failover
control techniques can be determined independently
from the computing nodes.
[0027] With reference now to the figures, example as-
pects of the present disclosure will be discussed in more
detail. For instance, FIG. 1 depicts an overview of an
example failover control system 100 according to exam-
ple embodiments of the present disclosure. Control sys-
tem 100 includes computing nodes 102 and 104, failover
monitors 106, 108, and 110, control request voters 112
and 114, control grant voters 116 and 118, and reset
voters 120 and 122.
[0028] Control system 100 can be configured to pro-
vide failover control of a computing system, such as an
avionics system associated with an aircraft. In particular,
failover monitors 106-110 can monitor a data stream 124
from each computing node 102,104. Data streams 124,
as depicted in FIG. 1 are single, multi-drop data stream
pairs from the computing nodes to each failover monitor.
However, it will be understood that various other suitable
data streams can be used without deviating from the
scope of the present disclosure. As indicated above, the
data streams 124 can be provided to the failover monitors
106-110 subsequent to a power-on process of the com-
puting nodes. In some implementations, the data streams
124 can be continuous, serial data streams of a prede-
termined sequence of data words. When failover moni-
tors 106-110 detect or identify a sufficient number of valid
data streams 124, the failover monitors 106-110 can in-
itiate a control grant process.
[0029] In particular, failover monitors 106-110 can pro-
vide control request signals to the control request voter
corresponding to the computing node(s) that provided
the detected valid data streams. As indicated above, the
voter circuits can be designed to fail passive/safe (e.g.,
tri-state) to prevent a single malfunctioning failover mon-
itor from corrupting system 100. For instance, if comput-
ing node 102 provides the valid data stream, failover
monitors 106-110 can provide the control request signals
to control request voter 112. Control request voter 112
can then determine whether to activate the control re-
quest output to computing node 102 based at least in
part on the number of control request signals received
by voter 112. For instance, if voter 112 receives control
request signals from any two failover monitors, voter 112
can activate the control request output and provide the
output to computing node 102.
[0030] Upon receiving the control request signal, com-
puting node 102 can provide a control ready signal 126
to failover monitors 106-110. For instance, the control
ready signal 126 can be provided if computing node 102

is capable of receiving control authority. In some imple-
mentations, the control ready signal 126 must be provid-
ed to failover monitors 106-110 within a predetermined
time period. In such implementations, if the control ready
signal is not provided within the time period, the failover
monitors can provide a control request signal to a differ-
ent computing node (e.g. computing node 104). Upon
receiving the control ready signal 126, failover monitors
can be configured to provide a control grant signal to
control grant voter 116. Control grant voter 116 can ac-
tivate the control grant output and grant control authority
to computing node 102 based at least in part on the
number of control grant signals received from failover
monitors 106-110. For instance, if control grant signals
are received from any two failover monitors, control au-
thority can be granted to computing node 102.
[0031] Once control authority has been granted,
failover monitors 106-110 can continue to monitor data
streams 124 from computing nodes 102, 104. For in-
stance, if a valid data stream is detected from the non-
controlling computing node(s) (e.g. computing node
104), the non-controlling computing node(s) can be add-
ed to a standby subset of control capable computing
nodes. The standby subset can be used to select a re-
placement computing node to which control authority will
be granted if computing node 102 loses control authority.
[0032] Computing node 102 can lose control authority
by relinquishing it voluntarily, or by providing an invalid
data stream 124 to failover monitors 106-110. In partic-
ular, upon detection of an invalid data stream 124 from
computing node 102 (e.g. the controlling computing
node), failover monitors 106-110 can initiate a reset proc-
ess of computing node 102 by providing reset signals to
reset voter 120. Reset voter 120 can provide a reset sig-
nal to node 102 in accordance with example embodi-
ments of the present disclosure. In such scenario, failover
monitors 106-110 can select a replacement computing
node from the standby subset, and initiate the control
grant process for the replacement node. Once the reset
node reestablishes communication with failover monitors
106-110 by providing a valid data stream 124, the reset
node can be added to the standby subset. In some im-
plementations, if the reset node continues to provide an
invalid data stream 124, the reset process can be initiated
one or more additional times. If the number of reset proc-
esses reaches a threshold, the computing node can be
designated as malfunctioning, and not added to the
standby subset.
[0033] In some implementations, computing nodes
102,104 and/or failover monitors 106-110 can be com-
puting devices that include one or more processors and
one or more memory devices. The one or more proces-
sors can include any suitable processing device, such
as a microprocessor, microcontroller, integrated circuit,
logic device, or other suitable processing device. The
one or more memory devices can include one or more
computer-readable media, including, but not limited to,
non-transitory computer-readable media, RAM, ROM,
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hard drives, flash drives, or other memory devices.
[0034] The one or more memory devices can store in-
formation accessible by the one or more processors, in-
cluding computer-readable instructions that can be exe-
cuted by the one or more processors. The instructions
can be any set of instructions that when executed by the
one or more processors, cause the one or more proces-
sors to perform operations. The instructions can be im-
plemented in software written in any suitable program-
ming language or can be implemented in hardware. In
some embodiments, the instructions can be executed by
the one or more processors to cause the one or more
processors to perform operations, such as one or more
operations corresponding to the systems and methods
described herein. The memory devices can further store
data that can be accessed by the processors.
[0035] The technology discussed herein is directed to
computer-based systems, as well as actions taken and
information sent to and from such systems. One of ordi-
nary skill in the art will recognize that the inherent flexi-
bility of computer-based systems allows for a great vari-
ety of possible configurations, combinations, and divi-
sions of tasks and functionality between and among com-
ponents. For instance, processes discussed herein may
be implemented using a single computing device or mul-
tiple computing devices working in combination. Data-
bases, memory, instructions, and applications may be
implemented on a single system or distributed across
multiple systems. Distributed components may operate
sequentially or in parallel.
[0036] It will be appreciated by those skilled in the art
that the example failover control system 100 depicted in
FIG. 1 is for illustrative purposes only, and that various
other suitable control system configurations can be used
without deviating from the scope of the present disclo-
sure. In particular, such other suitable control systems
can include one or more additional computing nodes, cor-
responding failover monitor ports, corresponding voter
circuits, etc. One or more additional failover monitors can
further be included. In this manner, failover control can
be provided for a control system having more than two
computing nodes in accordance with example embodi-
ments of the present disclosure.
[0037] FIG. 2 depicts an overview of an example voter
circuit 200 according to example embodiments of the
present disclosure. Voter circuit 200 can correspond to
one or more of voter circuits 112-122 of FIG. 1. In par-
ticular, voter circuit 200 can include a plurality of diodes
204 and switching elements 202 in an open collector
and/or open drain configuration. Each switching element
can receive an input gate signal from a failover monitor.
As shown, voter circuit 200 can include three legs that
implement the Boolean equation associated with activa-
tion of the output. For instance such open collector, three-
leg structure can allow for an active output (e.g. through
a low impedance path to ground) to the corresponding
computing node when at least two failover monitor pro-
vide a signal with a sufficient voltage to "turn-on" the cor-

responding switching element. In particular, a single leg
can provide a low impedance path to ground when any
two failover monitors provide "turn-on" signals. All three
legs can provide such a path when all three failover mon-
itors provide "turn-on" signals. In this manner, at least
two failover monitors must concur before the output is
provided to the corresponding computing node.
[0038] It will be appreciated that various other suitable
voter circuits can be used having various other suitable
configurations or structures. For instance, one or more
additional switching elements and/or one or more addi-
tional legs can be included without deviating from the
scope of the present disclosure.
[0039] FIG. 3 depicts an example failover control sys-
tem 140 according to example embodiments of the
present disclosure. The system 140 can include an intel-
ligence component 142 that can provide for or aid in var-
ious inferences or determinations. In particular, in ac-
cordance with or in addition to what has been described
supra with respect to intelligent determination or infer-
ences provided by various components described here-
in. For example, all or portions of failover control system
100, such as failover monitors 106-110, or voter circuits
112-122 (as well as other components described herein)
can be operatively coupled to intelligence component
142. Additionally or alternatively, all or portions of intel-
ligence component 142 can be included in one or more
components described herein. Moreover, intelligence
component 142 will typically have access to all or portions
of data sets described herein.
[0040] Accordingly, in order to provide for or aid in the
numerous inferences described herein, intelligence com-
ponent 142 can examine the entirety or a subset of the
data available and can provide for reasoning about or
infer states of the system, environment, and/or user from
a set of observations as captured via events and/or data.
Inference can be employed to identify a specific context
or action, or can generate a probability distribution over
states, for example. The inference can be probabilistic -
that is, the computation of a probability distribution over
states of interest based on a consideration of data and
events. Inference can also refer to techniques employed
for composing higher-level events from a set of events
and/or data.
[0041] Such inference can result in the construction of
new events or actions from a set of observed events
and/or stored event data, whether or not the events are
correlated in close temporal proximity, and whether the
events and data come from one or several event and
data sources. Various classification (explicitly and/or im-
plicitly trained) schemes and/or systems (e.g., support
vector machines, neural networks, expert systems,
Bayesian belief networks, fuzzy logic, data fusion en-
gines...) can be employed in connection with performing
automatic and/or inferred action in connection with the
claimed subject matter.
[0042] A classifier can be a function that maps an input
attribute vector, x = (x1, x2, x3, x4, xn), to a confidence
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that the input belongs to a class, that is, f(x) = confi-
dence(class). Such classification can employ a probabi-
listic and/or statistical-based analysis (e.g., factoring into
the analysis utilities and costs) to prognose or infer an
action that a user desires to be automatically performed.
A support vector machine (SVM) is an example of a clas-
sifier that can be employed. The SVM operates by finding
a hyper-surface in the space of possible inputs, where
the hyper-surface attempts to split the triggering criteria
from the non-triggering events. Intuitively, this makes the
classification correct for testing data that is near, but not
identical to training data. Other directed and undirected
model classification approaches include, e.g., naive
Bayes, Bayesian networks, decision trees, neural net-
works, fuzzy logic models, and probabilistic classification
models providing different patterns of independence can
be employed. Classification as used herein also is inclu-
sive of statistical regression that is utilized to develop
models of priority.
[0043] FIG. 4 depicts a flow diagram of an example
method (300) of providing failover control authority to one
or more computing nodes on a control system. Method
(300) can be implemented by one or more computing
devices, such as one or more of the computing devices
depicted in FIG. 1. In addition, FIG. 4 depicts steps per-
formed in a particular order for purposes of illustration
and discussion. Those of ordinary skill in the art, using
the disclosures provided herein, will understand that the
steps of any of the methods discussed herein can be
adapted, rearranged, expanded, omitted, or modified in
various ways without deviating from the scope of the
present disclosure.
[0044] At (302), method (300) includes monitoring a
data stream from a plurality of computing nodes. As in-
dicated above, the data stream can be a serial, continu-
ous data stream including a data word sequence deter-
mined in accordance with one or more predetermined
algorithms. The data streams can be indicative of a func-
tional state of the respective computing nodes. In partic-
ular, a valid data stream can indicate a healthy, function-
ing computing node, while an invalid data stream can
indicate a computing node that is malfunctioning in some
manner. In some implementations the data streams can
be monitored by a plurality of failover monitors associated
with a failover controller.
[0045] At (304), method (300) can include selecting a
first subset of computing nodes from the plurality of com-
puting nodes. For instance, the first subset can corre-
spond to one or more computing nodes to which control
grant signals will be provided.
[0046] FIG. 5 depicts a flow diagram of an example
method (400) of selecting a first subset of computing
nodes. Method (400) can be implemented by one or more
computing devices, such as one or more of the computing
devices depicted in FIG. 1. In addition, FIG. 5 depicts
steps performed in a particular order for purposes of il-
lustration and discussion. Those of ordinary skill in the
art, using the disclosures provided herein, will under-

stand that the steps of any of the methods discussed
herein can be adapted, rearranged, expanded, omitted,
or modified in various ways without deviating from the
scope of the present disclosure.
[0047] At (402), method (400) can include identifying
a valid data stream from one or more computing nodes
of the plurality of computing nodes. A valid data stream
can correspond to a data stream having a correct se-
quence and/or timing, as determined by one or more al-
gorithms. As indicated, in some implementations, the one
or more computing nodes for which valid data streams
are identified can correspond to a sufficient number of
computing nodes based on the control requirements of
the control system.
[0048] At (404), method (400) can include providing a
control request to the one or more computing nodes of
the plurality of computing nodes. The control request can
be a signal provided to the one or more computing nodes
requesting that the computing nodes take control author-
ity on the control system.
[0049] At (406), method (400) can include receiving a
control ready signal from at least one computing node of
the one or more computing nodes. A control ready signal
can indicate that the corresponding computing node is
capable of receiving control authority. In this manner, the
control ready signal can be provided in response to re-
ceiving the control request.
[0050] At (408), method (400) can include selecting
the at least one computing node as a control subset. In
this manner, the control subset can be chosen based at
least in part on the data streams of the computing nodes,
and the control ready signals provided by the computing
nodes. It will be appreciated that the control subset can
correspond to the first subset to which control grant sig-
nals will be provided and/or to the standby subset of com-
puting nodes that are capable of receiving control author-
ity but will not initially receive control grant signals.
[0051] Referring back to FIG. 4, at (306), method (300)
can include generating one or more control grant signals
for each computing node of the first subset. The control
grant signals can indicate a provision of control authority
to the respective computing nodes. In some implemen-
tations, the provision of control authority can be subject
to a "voting" process, wherein some threshold number
of control grant signals must concur.
[0052] For instance, at (308), method (300) can include
activating an output to one or more computing nodes of
the first subset of computing nodes based at least in part
on a number of control grant signals generated for each
computing node of the first subset. For instance, in im-
plementations wherein three failover monitors are used
in a failover controller (e.g. as in control system 100 of
FIG. 1), control grant signals from a threshold number of
failover monitors may need to be received by a corre-
sponding voter circuit before the output to the computing
node is activated. The threshold number can be selected
based at least in part on the control and/or redundancy
requirements of the system. In various implementations,
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the threshold number can be any number up to the
number of failover monitors present in the system. In this
manner, the corresponding voter circuits can be config-
ured to meet this threshold requirement.
[0053] At (310), method (300) can include granting
control authority to the one or more computing nodes of
the first subset. For instance, control authority can be
granted by providing a control grant signal to the com-
puting node on the active output of the voter circuit. As
indicated, the control grant signal can indicate to the com-
puting node(s) that the computing nodes have control
authority on the system. The control grant signal can fur-
ther be used by the computing node hardware as an in-
dependent enabling signal to ensure that the correct
computing nodes have control authority on a specified
set of control outputs.
[0054] In some implementations, if the number of com-
puting nodes to receive control authority on the system
does not meet the redundancy requirements of the sys-
tem, a control grant process, in accordance with example
embodiments of the present disclosure, can be per-
formed for one or more additional computing nodes to
grant control authority to the one or more additional com-
puting nodes. For instance, the one or more additional
computing nodes can be determined to meet the redun-
dancy control requirements of the system.
[0055] At (312), method (300) can include selecting a
standby subset of computing nodes. The standby subset
can be a subset of control capable computing nodes (e.g.
computing nodes that are providing valid data streams).
In some implementations, the standby subset can be se-
lected using one or more of the steps performed in meth-
od (400) of FIG. 5. In particular, the standby subset can
be selected based at least in part on valid data streams
detected for one or more computing nodes that do not
currently have control authority on the system.
[0056] As indicated, once control authority has been
granted to one or more computing nodes, the data
streams of the one or more computing nodes can con-
tinue to be monitored. In some implementations, control
authority can be removed from a computing node based
at least in part on the corresponding data stream. Control
authority can further be removed from a computing node
if the computing node voluntarily relinquishes or de-as-
serts control authority.
[0057] For instance, FIG. 6 depicts a flow diagram of
an example method (500) of removing control authority
from a computing node according to example embodi-
ments of the present disclosure. Method (500) can be
implemented by one or more computing devices, such
as one or more of the computing devices depicted in FIG.
1. In addition, FIG. 6 depicts steps performed in a par-
ticular order for purposes of illustration and discussion.
Those of ordinary skill in the art, using the disclosures
provided herein, will understand that the steps of any of
the methods discussed herein can be adapted, rear-
ranged, expanded, omitted, or modified in various ways
without deviating from the scope of the present disclo-

sure.
[0058] At (502), method (500) can include detecting an
invalid data stream (e.g. a valid stream having one or
more sequence and/or timing errors) from a computing
node, or a request to relinquish control authority by a
computing node. In some implementations, a computing
node can request to relinquish control authority if the
computing node lacks the resources necessary to main-
tain control authority on the control system. In some im-
plementations, a computing node can request to relin-
quish control authority if the computing node detects one
or more errors or malfunctions within the computing
node.
[0059] At (504), method (500) can include selecting a
replacement computing node from the standby subset.
For instance, the replacement node can be a computing
node that is capable of receiving control authority on the
system. In some implementations, selecting a replace-
ment node can include initiating a control grant process
for the node in accordance with example embodiments
of the present disclosure. For instance, a control request
signal can be provided to the node, and a control ready
signal can be received from the node.
[0060] At (506), method (500) can include removing
the control authority of the controlling computing node.
At (508), method (500) can include granting control au-
thority to the replacement computing node. For instance,
granting control authority to the replacement node can
include implementing one or more steps of method (300).
[0061] At (510), method (500) can include resetting the
replaced computing node. The replaced node can be re-
set through a reset process implemented by the control
system. For instance, the replaced node can be reset by
providing a reset control signal to the computing node
via a reset voter circuit. In some implementations, the
node can be reset based at least in part on one or more
reset requests from one or more other computing nodes.
[0062] At (512), method (500) can include adding the
replaced computing node to the standby subset. In some
implementations, the replaced computing node can be
added to the standby subset if a valid data stream is
detected for the computing node subsequent to the reset
process of the computing node. In some implementa-
tions, if a valid data stream is not detected (e.g. if an
invalid data stream is detected), the reset process can
be repeated one or more additional times up to a thresh-
old, or until a valid data stream is detected. If a valid data
stream is detected, the computing node can then be add-
ed to the standby subset.
[0063] FIG. 7 depicts a flow diagram of an example
method 600 for providing failover control for processing
nodes according to example embodiments of the present
disclosure. At reference numeral 602, system power-on
occurs. At reference numeral 604, a determination can
be made whether a re-start is occurring while a vehicle
is in flight. If a re-start is not occurring while the vehicle
is in flight (N at 604), then, at 606, then each computing
node executes their respective Power-Up Built-In Test
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(PBIT).
[0064] At 608, when a computing node completes its
PBIT, then the computing node initiates a Heart Beat
data stream (Heart Beat) to the fail-over controller (FOC).
For example, the Heart Beat can include sending a
stream of data words computed according to a pre-de-
termined algorithm. Additionally, completion of the PBIT
can include satisfaction of a set of predetermined or user-
set PBIT criteria. For instance, the set of PBIT criteria
can include a time threshold, a health threshold, etc. Re-
turning to reference numeral 604, if re-start is occurring
while the vehicle is in flight (Y at 604), then the method-
ology advances to reference numeral 608.
[0065] At reference numeral 610, a determination is
made whether the Heart Beat for each node is sustained.
If the Heart Beat is not sustained by a computing node
(N at 610), then, at 612, the computing node is reset, and
the methodology returns to reference numeral 604 for
the computing node. Returning to reference numeral 610,
if the Heart Beat is sustained by a quantity of computing
nodes 106 satisfying a predetermined threshold (Y at
610), then, at 614, each fail-over monitor (FOM) selects,
chooses, or otherwise determines one computing node.
If a majority of the FOMs achieve the same decision, then
the selected computing node 106 is requested to be the
master node. For example, the FOC can assert
Master_Request for the selected computing node. Addi-
tionally or alternatively, each fail-over monitor (FOM) can
select a set of the computing nodes, and a subset of
computing nodes can be requested to be master nodes.
[0066] At reference numeral 616, a determination is
made whether a master ready indication is received from
the selected node within a predetermined period of time.
For example, the selected node can assert
Master_Ready. If the master ready indication is not re-
ceived with the predetermined period of time (N at 616),
then, at 618, the request for the node to be the master
is removed, and the methodology returns to 614 to select
another master node. For example, the Master_Request
for the selected computing node can be removed by the
FOC. Returning to reference numeral 616, if the master
ready indication is received within the predetermined pe-
riod of time, then the selected computing node is desig-
nated as the master node and given control authority.
For example, Master_Grant can be asserted for the se-
lected computing node 106
[0067] Although specific features of various embodi-
ments may be shown in some drawings and not in others,
this is for convenience only. In accordance with the prin-
ciples of the present disclosure, any feature of a drawing
may be referenced and/or claimed in combination with
any feature of any other drawing.
[0068] This written description uses examples to dis-
close the invention, including the preferred mode, and
also to enable any person skilled in the art to practice the
invention, including making and using any devices or sys-
tems and performing any incorporated methods. The pat-
entable scope of the invention is defined by the claims,

and may include other examples that occur to those
skilled in the art.

Claims

1. A method of providing failover control in a computing
system (100), the method comprising:

monitoring a data stream (124) generated by a
plurality of computing nodes (102, 104) in a com-
puting system (100); and
selecting a first subset of the plurality of com-
puting nodes (102, 104) based at least in part
on the monitored data stream (124);
generating one or more control grant signals for
each computing node (102, 104) of the first sub-
set;
activating an output to one or more computing
nodes (102, 104) of the first subset based at
least in part on a number of control grant signals
generated for each computing node (102, 104)
of the first subset; and
granting control authority of the computing sys-
tem (100) to the one or more computing nodes
(102, 104) of the first subset.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein selecting a first sub-
set of the plurality of computing nodes (102, 104)
comprises:

identifying a valid data stream (124) from one or
more computing nodes of the plurality of com-
puting nodes (102, 104);
providing a control request signal to the one or
more computing nodes of the plurality of com-
puting nodes (102, 104);
receiving a control ready signal (126) from at
least one computing node of the one or more
computing nodes of the plurality of computing
nodes (102, 104); and
selecting the at least one computing node as the
first subset of computing nodes (102, 104).

3. The method of claim 2, wherein identifying a valid
data stream (124) comprises comparing a sequence
of data words in the data stream (124) to a prede-
termined sequence of data words.

4. The method of any preceding claim, further compris-
ing:

subsequent to granting control authority of the
computing system (100) to the one or more com-
puting nodes (102, 104) of the first subset, iden-
tifying at least one control capable computing
node (102, 104) that has not been granted con-
trol authority of the computing system (100); and
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selecting the at least one control capable com-
puting node (102, 104) as a second subset of
the plurality of computing nodes (102, 104).

5. The method of any preceding claim, wherein identi-
fying at least one control capable computing node
(102, 104) comprises identifying a valid data stream
(124) from at least one computing node (102, 104)
that has not been granted control authority of the
computing system (100);

6. The method of any preceding claim, further compris-
ing:

detecting an invalid data stream (124) from a
computing node (102, 104) that has been grant-
ed control authority of the computing system
(100);
removing the control authority of the computing
system (100) from the computing node (102,
104) corresponding to the invalid data stream
(124); and
granting control authority of the computing sys-
tem (100) to a computing node (102, 104) from
the second subset.

7. The method of any preceding claim, further compris-
ing:

receiving a signal from a computing node (102,
104) that has been granted control authority of
the computing system (100) indicative of a re-
quest to relinquish control authority;
removing the control authority of the computing
system (100) from the computing node (10,
104);
granting control authority of the computing sys-
tem (100) to a computing node (102, 104) from
the second subset.

8. The method of claim 6, further comprising resetting
the computing node (102, 104) corresponding to the
invalid data stream (124).

9. The method of any preceding claim, further compris-
ing:

subsequent to resetting the computing node
(102, 104), identifying a valid data stream (124)
from the reset computing node (102, 104); and
adding the computing node (102, 104) to the
second subset.

10. The method of any preceding claim, further compris-
ing receiving a request from at least one additional
computing node (102, 104) to reset the computing
node (102, 104) corresponding to the invalid data
stream (124); and

wherein resetting the computing node (102, 104)
comprises resetting the computing node (102, 104)
based at least in part on the request from the at least
one additional computing node (102, 104).

11. The method of any preceding claim, wherein each
monitored data stream (124) comprises a continu-
ous, serial data stream determined in accordance
with one or more predetermined algorithms.

12. The method of any preceding claim, wherein the
computing system (100) comprises an avionics com-
puting system associated with an aircraft.

Patentansprüche

1. Verfahren zum Vorsehen von Failover-Steuerung in
einem Rechensystem (100), das Verfahren umfas-
send:

Überwachen eines Datenstroms (124), der
durch eine Vielzahl von Rechenknoten (102,
104) in einem Rechensystem (100) erzeugt
wird; und
Auswählen eines ersten Teilsatzes der Vielzahl
von Rechenknoten (102, 104), basierend min-
destens teilweise auf dem überwachten Daten-
strom (124);
Erzeugen von einem oder mehreren Bewilli-
gungssignalen für jeden Rechenknoten (102,
104) des ersten Teilsatzes;
Aktivieren einer Ausgabe an einen oder mehre-
re Rechenknoten (102, 104) des ersten Teilsat-
zes, basierend mindestens teilweise auf einer
Anzahl von Bewilligungssignalen, die für jeden
Rechenknoten (102, 104) des ersten Teilsatzes
erzeugt werden; und
Bewilligen von Steuerbefugnis des Rechensys-
tems (100) für einen oder mehrere Rechenkno-
ten (102, 104) des ersten Teilsatzes.

2. Verfahren nach Anspruch 1, wobei das Auswählen
eines ersten Teilsatzes der Vielzahl von Rechenkno-
ten (102, 104) umfasst:

Identifizieren eines gültigen Datenstroms (124)
aus einem oder mehreren Rechenknoten der
Vielzahl von Rechenknoten (102, 104);
Zuführen eines Steueranforderungssignals zu
einem oder mehreren Rechenknoten der Viel-
zahl von Rechenknoten (102, 104);
Empfangen eines Steuerbereitschaftssignals
(126) von mindestens einem Rechenknoten der
einen oder mehreren Rechenknoten der Viel-
zahl von Rechenknoten (102, 104); und
Auswählen des mindestens einen Rechenkno-
tens als den ersten Teilsatz von Rechenknoten
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(102, 104).

3. Verfahren nach Anspruch 2, wobei das Identifizieren
eines gültigen Datenstroms (124) das Vergleichen
einer Abfolge von Datenwörtern im Datenstrom
(124) mit einer vorbestimmten Abfolge von Daten-
wörtern umfasst.

4. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
weiter umfassend:

anschließend an das Bewilligen von Steuerbe-
fugnis des Rechensystems (100) für einen oder
mehrere Rechenknoten (102, 104) des ersten
Teilsatzes, Identifizieren von mindestens einem
steuerfähigen Rechenknoten (102, 104), dem
keine Steuerbefugnis des Rechensystems
(100) bewilligt wurde; und
Auswählen des mindestens einen steuerfähi-
gen Rechenknotens (102, 104) als einen zwei-
ten Teilsatz der Vielzahl von Rechenknoten
(102, 104).

5. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
wobei das Identifizieren von mindestens einem steu-
erfähigen Rechenknoten (102, 104) das Identifizie-
ren eines gültigen Datenstroms (124) aus mindes-
tens einem Rechenknoten (102, 104), dem keine
Steuerbefugnis des Rechensystems (100) bewilligt
wurde, umfasst.

6. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
weiter umfassend:

Erkennen eines ungültigen Datenstroms (124)
aus einem Rechenknoten (102, 104), dem Steu-
erbefugnis des Rechensystems (100) bewilligt
wurde;
Entziehen der Steuerbefugnis des Rechensys-
tems (100) vom Rechenknoten (102, 104), der
dem ungültigen Datenstrom (124) entspricht;
und
Bewilligen von Steuerbefugnis des Rechensys-
tems (100) für einen Rechenknoten (102, 104)
aus dem zweiten Teilsatz.

7. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
weiter umfassend:

Empfangen eines Signals von einem Rechen-
knoten (102, 104), dem Steuerbefugnis des Re-
chensystems (100) bewilligt wurde, welches ei-
ne Anfrage zum Abtreten von Steuerbefugnis
anzeigt;
Entziehen der Steuerbefugnis des Rechensys-
tems (100) vom Rechenknoten (10, 104);
Bewilligen von Steuerbefugnis des Rechensys-
tems (100) für einen Rechenknoten (102, 104)

aus dem zweiten Teilsatz.

8. Verfahren nach Anspruch 6, weiter umfassend das
Zurücksetzen des Rechenknotens (102, 104), der
dem ungültigen Datenstrom (124) entspricht.

9. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
weiter umfassend:

anschließend an das Zurücksetzen des Re-
chenknotens (102, 104), Identifizieren eines gül-
tigen Datenstroms (124) aus dem zurückgesetz-
ten Rechenknoten (102, 104); und
Hinzufügen des Rechenknotens (102, 104) zum
zweiten Teilsatz.

10. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
weiter umfassend das Empfangen einer Anforde-
rung von mindestens einem zusätzlichen Rechen-
knoten (102, 104) zum Zurücksetzen des Rechen-
knotens (102, 104), der dem ungültigen Datenstrom
(124) entspricht; und
wobei das Zurücksetzen des Rechenknotens (102,
104) das Zurücksetzen des Rechenknotens (102,
104) basierend mindestens teilweise auf der Anfor-
derung von dem mindestens einen zusätzlichen Re-
chenknotens (102, 104) umfasst.

11. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
wobei jeder überwachte Datenstrom (124) einen
fortlaufenden seriellen Datenstrom umfasst, der mit
einem oder mehreren vorbestimmten Algorithmen
bestimmt wird.

12. Verfahren nach einem der vorstehenden Ansprüche,
wobei das Rechensystem (100) ein Bordelektronik-
rechensystem umfasst, das einem Luftfahrzeug zu-
geordnet ist.

Revendications

1. Procédé de fourniture d’une commande de bascu-
lement dans un système informatique (100), le pro-
cédé comprenant les étapes consistant à :

surveiller un courant de données (124) généré
par une pluralité de noeuds informatiques (102,
104) dans un système informatique (100) ; et
sélectionner un premier sous-ensemble de la
pluralité de noeuds informatiques (102, 104) sur
la base au moins en partie du courant de don-
nées surveillé (124) ;
générer un ou plusieurs signaux d’accord de
commande pour chaque noeud informatique
(102, 104) du premier sous-ensemble ;
activer une sortie sur un ou plusieurs noeuds
informatiques (102, 104) du premier sous-en-
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semble sur la base au moins en partie d’un nom-
bre de signaux d’accord de commande générés
pour chaque noeud informatique (102, 104) du
premier sous-ensemble ; et
accorder une autorité de commande du système
informatique (100) aux un ou plusieurs noeuds
informatiques (102, 104) du premier sous-en-
semble.

2. Procédé selon la revendication 1, dans lequel la sé-
lection d’un premier sous-ensemble de la pluralité
de noeuds informatiques (102, 104) comprend :

l’identification d’un courant de données valide
(124) issu d’un ou plusieurs noeuds informati-
ques de la pluralité de noeuds informatiques
(102, 104) ;
la fourniture d’un signal de demande de com-
mande aux un ou plusieurs noeuds informati-
ques de la pluralité de noeuds informatiques
(102, 104) ;
la réception d’un signal prêt de commande (126)
issu d’au moins un noeud informatique des un
ou plusieurs noeuds informatiques de la pluralité
de noeuds informatiques (102, 104) ; et
la sélection du au moins un noeud informatique
comme premier sous-ensemble de noeuds in-
formatiques (102, 104).

3. Procédé selon la revendication 2, dans lequel l’iden-
tification d’un courant de données valide (124) com-
prend la comparaison d’une séquence de mots de
données dans le courant de données (124) à une
séquence prédéterminée de mots de données.

4. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, comprenant en outre :

après avoir accordé l’autorité de commande du
système informatique (100) aux un ou plusieurs
noeuds informatiques (102, 104) du premier
sous-ensemble, l’identification d’au moins un
noeud informatique capable de commande
(102, 104) auquel n’a pas été accordé l’autorité
de commande du système informatique (100) ;
et
la sélection du au moins un noeud informatique
capable de commande (102, 104) comme se-
cond sous-ensemble de la pluralité de noeuds
informatiques (102, 104).

5. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, dans lequel l’identification d’au moins
un noeud informatique capable de commande (102,
104) comprend l’identification d’un courant de don-
nées valide (124) issu d’au moins un noeud informa-
tique (102, 104) auquel n’a pas été accordé l’autorité
de commande du système informatique (100).

6. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, comprenant en outre :

la détection d’un courant de données invalide
(124) issu d’un noeud informatique (102, 104)
auquel a été accordé l’autorité de commande
du système informatique (100) ;
le retrait de l’autorité de commande du système
informatique (100) du noeud informatique (102,
104) correspondant au courant de données in-
valide (124) ; et
l’accord de l’autorité de commande du système
informatique (100) à un noeud informatique
(102, 104) du second sous-ensemble.

7. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, comprenant en outre :

la réception d’un signal d’un noeud informatique
(102, 104) auquel a été conférée l’autorité de
commande du système informatique (100) indi-
cative d’une demande de désaffection de l’auto-
rité de commande ;
le retrait de l’autorité de commande du système
informatique (100) du noeud informatique (10,
104) ;
l’accord de l’autorité de commande du système
informatique (100) à un noeud informatique
(102, 104) du second sous-ensemble.

8. Procédé selon la revendication 6, comprenant en
outre la remise à zéro du noeud informatique (102,
104) correspondant au courant de données invalide
(124).

9. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, comprenant en outre :

après la remise à zéro du noeud informatique
(102, 104), l’identification d’un courant de don-
nées valide (124) issu du noeud informatique
remis à zéro (102, 104) ; et
l’addition du noeud informatique (102, 104) au
second sous-ensemble.

10. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, comprenant en outre la réception
d’une demande d’au moins un noeud informatique
supplémentaire (102, 104) de remettre à zéro le
noeud informatique (102, 104) correspondant au
courant de données invalide (124) ; et
dans lequel la remise à zéro du noeud informatique
(102, 104) comprend la remise à zéro du noeud in-
formatique (102, 104) sur la base au moins en partie
de la demande issue du au moins un noeud infor-
matique supplémentaire (102, 104).

11. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
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précédentes, dans lequel chaque courant de don-
nées surveillé (124) comprend un courant de don-
nées sérielles continu déterminé selon un ou plu-
sieurs algorithmes prédéterminés.

12. Procédé selon l’une quelconque des revendications
précédentes, dans lequel le système informatique
(100) comprend un système informatique d’avioni-
que associé à un aéronef.
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