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(57) To provide a detection rule generating appara-
tus, a detection rule generating method, and a computer
program, capable of generating proper symptoms with-
out being dependent on the degree of operator proficien-
cy. Event detection rules for a system including plural
components are generated. System configuration infor-
mation on the system including related information
among the components is acquired, and history informa-
tion on the system including log information and/or failure
information output from each component upon occur-
rence of a failure is collected. Based on the system con-
figuration information and the history information, candi-
date events as candidates to be selected for generating
a detection rule are identified, and the identified candi-
date events are presented. Then, based on the presented
candidate events, the detection rule is generated.
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Description

Field of the Invention

[0001] The present invention relates to a detection rule
generating apparatus, a detection rule generating meth-
od, and a computer program, capable of generating a
detection rule for detecting such an event to cause a fail-
ure more accurately without being dependent on the de-
gree of operator proficiency.

Background of the Invention

[0002] With the rapid development of computer tech-
nology today, computer systems are naturally incorpo-
rated in backbone systems constructing a social infra-
structure. In order to operate the social infrastructure nor-
mally at all times, considerable operation costs are re-
quired. An autonomic computing system has attracted
attention as a technique for reducing the operation costs
as much as possible and increasing the degree of system
stability.
[0003] The autonomic computing system is a generic
term describing all major areas of technology for con-
structing a system-scale, self-managing environment,
which means an entire system for detecting a problem
or failure occurred in a system and autonomously elimi-
nating the problem or failure. Various methods for de-
tecting a problem or failure occurred in a system are dis-
closed.
[0004] For example, Patent Document 1 discloses a
maintenance management system for monitoring failure
events at all times, and if a failure has occurred, e-mailing
initial analysis data necessary for failure analysis. Also,
Patent Document 2 discloses an obstacle factor estima-
tion system for modeling a correspondence between an
event and an obstacle factor and a transition between
obstacle factors using a finite automaton, and repeating
learning to increase the estimation accuracy of the ob-
stacle factors.
[0005] Further, Patent Document 3 discloses a failure
analysis device for storing configuration information on
component devices, resources, and the like, configuring
a system, and analyzing the cause of failure at the time
of occurrence of a failure based on the stored configura-
tion information. Patent Document 4 discloses a support
system for finding a location causing a failure, which
stores dependencies among components included in a
system so that components as candidates for the cause
of failure can be easily identified based on the displayed
dependencies.

[Patent Document 1] Japanese Patent Application
Publication No. 2001-005692
[Patent Document 2] Japanese Patent Application
Publication No. 2007-257184
[Patent Document 3] Japanese Patent Application
Publication No. 2005-316728

[Patent Document 4] Japanese Patent Application
Publication No. 2008-065668

Summary of the Invention

[0006] However, although the maintenance manage-
ment system disclosed in Patent Document 1 can obtain
initial analysis data necessary for failure analysis, since
the initial analysis data do not include system configura-
tion information, this system presents a problem that it
is necessary to obtain further detailed information in order
to analyze an obstacle specific to each system. Further,
although the obstacle factor estimation system disclosed
in Patent Document 2 is expected to increase the esti-
mation accuracy of the obstacle factor as more failures
occur, it is strongly required that occurrence of a failure
should be prevented in a system applied to a backbone
infrastructure, and it cannot be said that the obstacle fac-
tor estimation system is adapted to the actual conditions.
[0007] Further, although Patent Document 3 uses sys-
tem configuration information and Patent Document 4
uses dependencies among components, respectively, to
increase the accuracy of estimating the location causing
a failure, both assume that knowledge information (here-
inafter called "symptom") with detection rules for detect-
ing events causing failures, to which recommended ac-
tions at the time of failure detection, comments, and the
like are added, are prestored. Therefore, both are largely
dependent on the degree of operator proficiency at the
time of symptom generation including the detection rules,
and the workload for symptom generation becomes tre-
mendously heavy. This presents a problem that it is dif-
ficult to evaluate and improve the detection rules for
events causing failures that play the key role in the gen-
erated symptoms.
[0008] The present invention has been made in view
of such circumstances, and it is an object thereof to pro-
vide a detection rule generating apparatus, a detection
rule generating method, and a computer program, capa-
ble of generating proper symptoms without being de-
pendent on the degree of operator proficiency.
[0009] In attaining the above object and according to
a first invention, a detection rule generating apparatus
for generating event detection rules in a system including
plural components comprises: configuration information
acquiring means for acquiring system configuration in-
formation on the system including related information
among the components; history information collecting
means for collecting history information on the system
including log information and/or failure information output
from each component upon occurrence of a failure in the
system; candidate event identifying means for identifying
candidate events, as candidates to be selected for gen-
erating a detection rule, based on the acquired system
configuration information and the collected history infor-
mation; and candidate event presenting means for pre-
senting the identified candidate events.
[0010] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
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ing to a second invention is based on the first invention,
and further comprises: detection rule generating/storing
means for generating and storing the detection rule in a
database; and candidate event detecting means for de-
tecting candidate events based on the stored detection
rule, wherein the candidate event presenting means
presents the detected candidate events.
[0011] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a third invention is based on the first or second
invention, and further comprises data format converting
means for converting the collected log information and/or
failure information into a unified data format beforehand,
wherein the history information collecting means collects
the log information and/or failure information converted
in the unified data format.
[0012] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a fourth invention is based on any one of the first
to third inventions, and further comprises: event selection
accepting means for accepting user’s selection of at least
one event; detection rule extracting means for extracting
a detection rule according to a topology including one
ore more components corresponding to the at least one
event the selection of which has been accepted; detec-
tion rule presenting means for presenting the extracted
detection rule; and database updating means for accept-
ing updating of the presented detection rule and updating
the database.
[0013] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a fifth invention is based on the fourth invention,
and further comprises singular/plural determination
means for determining whether the number of events the
selection of which has been accepted by the event se-
lection accepting means is singular, wherein if the sin-
gular/plural determination means determines that the
number of events is singular, the detection rule extracting
means extracts the detection rule as a filter pattern for
checking the event.
[0014] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a sixth invention is based on the fifth invention, and
further comprises: component determination means for
determining whether the number of components that sent
out events the selection of which has been accepted is
singular if the singular/plural determination means deter-
mines that the number of events is plural; and event de-
termination means for determining whether the events
the selection of which has been accepted are of the same
kind if the component determination means determines
that the number of components is singular, wherein if the
event determination means determines that the events
are of the same kind, the detection rule extracting means
extracts the detection rule as a threshold pattern for com-
paring a certain numeric value with a threshold, or if the
event determination means determines that the events
are of plural kinds, the detection rule extracting means
extracts the detection rule as a sequence pattern for de-
tecting the presence or absence of a sequence of events.
[0015] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a seventh invention is based on the sixth invention,

and further comprises: connection determination means
for determining whether plural components are connect-
ed in a topology if the component determination means
determines that the number of components is plural; and
parallel relationship determining means for determining
whether the plural components are in a parallel relation-
ship if the connection determination means determines
that the plural components are not connected, wherein
if the parallel relationship determining means determines
that the plural components are not in the parallel rela-
tionship, the detection rule extracting means extracts the
detection rule as the sequence pattern.
[0016] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to an eighth invention is based on the seventh inven-
tion, and further comprises event determination means
for determining whether the events the selection of which
has been accepted are of the same kind if the parallel
relationship determining means determines that the plu-
ral components are in the parallel relationship, wherein
if the event determination means determines that the
events are of the same kind, the detection rule extracting
means extracts the detection rule as the threshold pat-
tern, or if the event determination means determines that
the events are of plural kinds, the detection rule extracting
means extracts the detection rule as the sequence pat-
tern.
[0017] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a ninth invention is based on the seventh invention,
wherein if the connection determination means deter-
mines that the plural components are connected, the de-
tection rule extracting means extracts the detection rule
as the sequence pattern.
[0018] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to a tenth invention is based on the seventh invention,
and further comprises: serial relationship determining
means for determining whether the plural components
are in a serial relationship if the connection determination
means determines that the plural components are con-
nected; and event determination means for determining
whether the events the selection of which has been ac-
cepted are of the same kind if the serial relationship de-
termining means determines that the plural components
are not in the serial relationship, wherein if the event de-
termination means determines that the events are of the
same kind, the detection rule extracting means extracts
the detection rule as an ordered sequence pattern the
order of which is identified, if the event determination
means determines that the events are of plural kinds, the
detection rule extracting means extracts the detection
rule as an unordered sequence pattern the order of which
is not identified, or if the serial relationship determining
means determines that the plural components are in the
serial relationship, the detection rule extracting means
extracts the detection rule as the ordered sequence pat-
tern the order of which is identified.
[0019] In attaining the above object and according to
an eleventh invention, a detection rule generating meth-
od, executable on a detection rule generating apparatus
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for generating event detection rules in a system including
plural components, comprises the steps of: acquiring
system configuration information on the system including
related information among the components; collecting
history information on the system including log informa-
tion and/or failure information output from each compo-
nent upon occurrence of a failure in the system; identi-
fying candidate events, as candidates to be selected for
generating a detection rule, based on the acquired sys-
tem configuration information and the collected history
information; and presenting the identified candidate
events.
[0020] A detection rule generating method according
to a twelfth invention is based on the eleventh invention,
and further comprises the steps of: generating and stor-
ing the detection rule in a database; detecting candidate
events based on the stored detection rule; and presenting
the detected candidate events.
[0021] A detection rule generating method according
to a thirteenth invention is based on the eleventh or
twelfth invention, and further comprises the steps of: con-
verting the collected log information and/or failure infor-
mation into a unified data format beforehand; and col-
lecting the log information and/or failure information con-
verted in the unified data format.
[0022] A detection rule generating method according
to a fourteenth invention is based on any one of the elev-
enth to thirteenth inventions, and further comprises the
steps of: accepting user’s selection of at least one event;
extracting a detection rule according to a topology includ-
ing one or more components corresponding to the at least
one event the selection of which has been accepted; pre-
senting the presented detection rule; and accepting up-
dating of the presented detection rule and updating the
database.
[0023] In attaining the above object and according to
a fifteenth invention, a computer program, executable on
a detection rule generating apparatus for generating
event detection rules in a system including plural com-
ponents, causes the detection rule generating apparatus
to function as: configuration information acquiring means
for acquiring system configuration information on the sys-
tem including related information among the compo-
nents; history information collecting means for collecting
history information on the system including log informa-
tion and/or failure information output from each compo-
nent upon occurrence of a failure in the system; candidate
event identifying means for identifying candidate events,
as candidates to be selected for generating a detection
rule, based on the acquired system configuration infor-
mation and the collected history information; and candi-
date event presenting means for presenting the identified
candidate events.
[0024] A computer program according to a sixteenth
invention is based on the fifteenth invention, and causes
the detection rule generating apparatus to further func-
tion as: detection rule generating/storing means for gen-
erating and storing the detection rule in a database; and

candidate event detecting means for detecting candidate
events based on the stored detection rule, wherein the
candidate event presenting means presents the detected
candidate events.
[0025] A computer program according to a seven-
teenth invention is based on the fifteenth or sixteenth
invention, and causes the detection rule generating ap-
paratus to further function as data format converting
means for converting the collected log information and/or
failure information into a unified data format beforehand,
wherein the history information collecting means collects
the log information and/or failure information converted
in the unified data format.
[0026] A computer program according to an eighteenth
invention is based on any one of the fifteenth to seven-
teenth inventions, and causes the detection rule gener-
ating apparatus to further function as: event selection
accepting means for accepting user’s selection of at least
one event; detection rule extracting means for extracting
a detection rule according to a topology including one or
more components corresponding to the at least one
event the selection of which has been accepted; detec-
tion rule presenting means for presenting the extracted
detection rule; and database updating means for accept-
ing updating of the presented detection rule and updating
the database.
[0027] According to the present invention, since relat-
ed information among components is included in system
configuration information, detection rules for events
causing failures can be generated to include not only the
dependencies among components but also the related
information. Further, candidate events are presented
based on the detection rules, so that not only can detec-
tion rule generation work by a user be effectively sup-
ported, but the detection rules of a certain level or higher
can also be generated reliably without asking the skillful
degree of detection rule generation.

Brief Description of the Drawings

[0028]

FIG. 1 is a block diagram showing a configuration
example of a detection rule generating apparatus
according to the embodiment of the present inven-
tion;
FIG. 2 is a functional block diagram upon detection
rule generation by the detection rule generating ap-
paratus 1 according to the embodiment of the
present invention;
FIG. 3 is a functional block diagram upon updating
the detection rules by the detection rule generating
apparatus 1 according to the embodiment of the
present invention;
FIG. 4 is an illustration of a screen displayed on a
display device;
FIG. 5 is an illustration of typical rule patterns of gen-
erated detection rules;
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FIG. 6 is a flowchart showing a procedure of detec-
tion rule generating processing by a CPU of the de-
tection rule generating apparatus according to the
embodiment of the present invention;
FIG. 7 is an illustration of candidate events when a
filter pattern is selected from the detection rules;
FIG. 8 is an illustration of candidate events when an
ordered sequence pattern is selected from the de-
tection rules.
FIG. 9 is an illustration of candidate events when an
unordered sequence pattern is selected from the de-
tection rules;
FIG. 10 is an illustration of candidate events when a
threshold pattern is selected from the detection rules;
FIG. 11 is a flowchart showing a procedure of detec-
tion rule update processing by the CPU of the de-
tection rule generating apparatus according to the
embodiment of the present invention;
FIG. 12 is a flowchart showing a procedure of detec-
tion rule extracting processing by the CPU of the
detection rule generating apparatus according to the
embodiment of the present invention;
FIG. 13 a flowchart showing the procedure of detec-
tion rule extracting processing by the CPU of the
detection rule generating apparatus according to the
embodiment of the present invention;
FIG. 14 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is singular;
FIG. 15 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural and the selected
events are of the same kind;
FIG. 16 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural and the selected
events are of plural kinds;
FIG. 17 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is uncorrelated, and the select-
ed events are of the same kind;
FIG. 18 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is uncorrelated, and the select-
ed events are of plural kinds;
FIG. 19 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is a parallel relationship, and
the selected events are of the same kind;
FIG. 20 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the parallel relationship, and
the selected events are of plural kinds;
FIG. 21 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is not a perfect serial relation-
ship, and the selected events are of the same kind;
FIG. 22 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is not the perfect serial relation-
ship, and the selected events are of plural kinds;

FIG. 23 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the perfect serial relationship,
and the selected events are of the same kind; and
FIG. 24 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the perfect serial relationship,
and the selected events are of plural kinds.

Detailed Description of the Invention

[0029] A detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to an embodiment of the present invention will be
specifically described below with reference to the accom-
panying drawings. The following embodiment does not
limit the inventions described in the scope of claims, and
not all the combinations of features described in the em-
bodiment are requisites as resolving means of the
present invention.
[0030] Further, the present invention can be carried
out in a variety of different modes, and should not be
limited to the description given for the embodiment. It
should be noted that the same reference numerals are
employed throughout the embodiment to denote the
same elements.
[0031] The following embodiment describes the detec-
tion rule generating apparatus configured to introduce a
computer program into a computer system. As will be
apparent to those skilled in the art, part of the present
invention can be implemented as a computer program
capable of being executed on a computer. Therefore, the
present invention can take the form of a mode as hard-
ware called the detection rule generating apparatus, a
mode as software, or a mode as a combination of soft-
ware and hardware. The computer program can be re-
corded on a recording medium readable by any compu-
ter, such as a hard disk, a DVD, a CD, an optical storage
device, and a magnetic storage device.
[0032] In the embodiment of the present invention, sys-
tem configuration information includes related informa-
tion among components, so that the detection rules can
be generated to include not only the dependencies
among components but also the related information. Fur-
ther, candidate events are presented based on the de-
tection rules, so that not only can detection rule genera-
tion work by a user be effectively supported, but the de-
tection rules of a certain level or higher can also be gen-
erated reliably without asking the skillful degree of de-
tection rule generation. Here, the term "component"
means a component at large in a computing environment,
such as service, application, middleware, hardware, de-
vice driver, or operating system. Further, the term "sys-
tem configuration information" is construed broadly to in-
clude not only information related to the dependencies
among plural components that configure the system, but
also information capable of deriving relations useful for
failure analysis, such as the relation of connection in com-
munication, and the relation between subject and object

7 8 



EP 2 336 889 A1

6

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

of operations in accordance with commands or instruc-
tions. This makes it easy to create a topology diagram
of components.
[0033] Further, log information and/or failure informa-
tion is collected in a unified data format, and this makes
it easy to display and analyze events included in the log
information and/or failure information, allowing candidate
events to be identified more easily.
[0034] Furthermore, the detection rules can be easily
updated according to the events the selection of which
has been accepted. This makes it possible to generate
detection rules more adapted to the actual system con-
figuration. Here, the term "topology" is a concept showing
the relation of connection and dependency among com-
ponents.
[0035] FIG. 1 is block diagram showing a configuration
example of the detection rule generating apparatus ac-
cording to the embodiment of the present invention. The
detection rule generating apparatus 1 according to the
embodiment of the present invention is configured to in-
clude at least a CPU (Central Processing Unit) 11, a
memory 12, a storage device 13, an I/O interface 14, and
a communication interface 15, a video interface 16, a
portable disk drive 17, and an internal bus 18 for con-
necting the above-mentioned hardware components.
[0036] The CPU 11 is connected to each of the above-
mentioned hardware components of the detection rule
generating apparatus 1 through the internal bus 18. The
CPU 11 not only controls the operation of the above-
mentioned hardware components, but also executes var-
ious software functions according to a computer program
100 stored in the storage device 13. The memory 12 is
configured as a volatile memory such as SRAM or
SDRAM to store temporary data and the like generated
at the time of executing the computer program 100 to
load a load module.
[0037] The storage device 13 is configured as a built-
in fixed storage device (hard disk), a ROM, or the like.
The computer program 100 stored in the storage device
13 is downloaded from a portable recording medium 90,
such as a DVD or CD-ROM, storing information such as
the program and data through the portable disk drive 17,
and loaded from the storage device 13 into the memory
12 at the time of execution. Of course, the computer pro-
gram may be downloaded from an external computer
connected to a network 2 through the communication
interface 15.
[0038] Further, the storage device 13 includes a symp-
tom database 131. A recommended action, a comment,
and the like at the time of detecting a failure on the basis
of each detection rule as well as a detection rule for de-
tecting an event that has caused a failure are added to
the symptom database 131. When a user selects one or
more events that have caused a failure, a detection rule
is extracted according to the selected events and dis-
played on a display device 23 together with a topology
diagram of components.
[0039] The storage device 13 also includes a configu-

ration information storing section 132 for storing system
configuration information of a system as a monitoring tar-
get to determine whether a failure has occurred, and a
history information storing section 133 for storing history
information such as log information of the system as the
monitoring target and event information output when a
failure has occurred in the system. The configuration in-
formation storing section 132 consists of a CCMDB
(Change and Configuration Management DB) including
dependency information among components of a moni-
toring target system 200 to be monitored and related in-
formation of each component. The topology diagram of
components can be displayed based on the system con-
figuration information stored in the configuration informa-
tion storing section 132. Although the configuration infor-
mation storing section 132 may be included in the storage
device 13, it is normally provided separately from the
detection rule generating apparatus 1 according to the
embodiment, e.g., it is provided in an external computer
connected through the network 2.
[0040] The communication interface 15 is connected
to the internal bus 18 so that it can exchange data with
the external computer or the like by being connected to
the external network 2 such as the Internet, LAN, or WAN.
The communication interface 15 is also connected to the
monitoring target system 200 through the network 2,
making it possible to acquire the system configuration
information, the history information at the time of occur-
rence of a failure, and the like.
[0041] The I/O interface 14 is connected to data input
media such as a keyboard 21 and a mouse 22 to receive
data input. The video interface 16 is connected to the
display device 23, such as a CRT monitor or an LCD, to
display certain images.
[0042] FIG. 2 is a functional block diagram upon de-
tection rule generation by the detection rule generating
apparatus 1 according to the embodiment of the present
invention. A configuration information extracting section
201 extracts the system configuration information includ-
ing related information among components included in
the monitoring target system 200, and stores it in the
configuration information storing section 132. The sys-
tem configuration information including the related infor-
mation among components include, for example, infor-
mation on the relation of connection among components
in communication, link related information related to an
operating/operated relationship, etc. Note that the con-
figuration information extracting section 201 is not a
structural element indispensable to the present inven-
tion, and the system configuration information may be
generated beforehand in the configuration information
storing section 132, or the configuration information ex-
tracting section 201 may not be incorporated in the de-
tection rule generating apparatus 1. In other words, the
configuration information extracting section 201 and the
configuration information storing section 132 are not
structural elements indispensable to the detection rule
generating apparatus 1 according to the embodiment of
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the present invention.
[0043] A configuration information acquiring section
202 acquires the system configuration information stored
in the configuration information storing section 132. The
system configuration information is stored in the config-
uration information storing section 132 in association with
each monitoring target system 200, and the configuration
information acquiring section 202 acquires correspond-
ing system configuration information according to the
monitoring target system 200.
[0044] A history information collecting section 203
monitors the monitoring target system 200 at all times,
collects history information including log information out-
put from each component included in the monitoring tar-
get system 200 and/or failure information such as event
information output upon occurrence of a failure, and
stores the history information in the history information
storing section 133. The log information is not limited to
system logs output at all times, and it may include mes-
sage information output by interrupt processing or the
like at the time of failure occurrence.
[0045] Note that the pieces of history information col-
lected in the history information collecting section 203
often have different formats so that they may not be used
as they are as basic information for identifying candidate
events. Therefore, it is desirable to include a data format
converting section 209 to convert the pieces of history
information into a standard unified data format and store
them in the history information storing section 133.
[0046] A candidate event identifying section 204 iden-
tifies candidate events, to be selected as candidates for
generating a detection rule for detecting an event causing
a failure, based on the system configuration information
acquired by the configuration information acquiring sec-
tion 202 and the history information stored in the history
information storing section 133.
[0047] A candidate event presenting section 205
presents the identified candidate events on the display
device 23. This allows the user to select an optimal event
from the presented candidate events and generate a de-
tection rule accurately.
[0048] On the other hand, a detection rule generating/
storing section 206 generates a detection rule based on
the system configuration information including the com-
ponent from which the selected event has been sent, and
stores it in the symptom database 131. A candidate event
detecting section 207 presents, on the display device 23
through the candidate event presenting section 205, a
candidate event to be selected next based on the gen-
erated detection rule and the stored history information.
This allows the user to select a more optimal event and
generate the detection rule more accurately. A detection
rule presenting section 208 presents, on the display de-
vice 23, a detection rule to be updated by selecting a
candidate event.
[0049] FIG. 3 is a functional block diagram upon up-
dating a detection rule by the detection rule generating
apparatus 1 according to the embodiment of the present

invention. A event selection accepting section 301 ac-
cepts user’s selection of at least one event from an event
list displayed on the display device 23. The event may
be selected using a pointing device such as the mouse
22 or by key input through the keyboard 21.
[0050] A detection rule extracting section 302 extracts
a detection rule according to a topology including one or
more components corresponding to the at least one
event the selection of which has been accepted. The ex-
tracted detection rule is presented as part of a screen 40
on the display device 23 through the detection rule pre-
senting section 208. The details of the display screen will
be described later. An update section 303 accepts up-
dating of the detection rule presented on the display de-
vice 23 and updates the symptom database 131.
[0051] FIG. 4 is an illustration of the screen 40 dis-
played on display device 23. Displayed in a topology di-
agram displaying area 41 is a topology diagram showing
dependencies among components included in the mon-
itoring target system 200. In a recommended information
displaying area 42, both recommended detection rules
and recommended additional events are displayed.
[0052] In an event list displaying area 43, events in-
cluded in the monitoring target system 200 is listed. When
the event selection accepting section 301 accepts the
selection of candidate events from the events displayed
in the event list displaying area 43, the candidate events
the selection of which has been accepted and events
having dependencies are highlighted. In FIG. 4, the can-
didate events the selection of which has been accepted
and an event having dependency are displayed by
changing the display color. The highlighting method is
not particularly limited to the change in display color, and
brightness may be changed.
[0053] The detection rules extracted by the detection
rule extracting section 302 are displayed in the recom-
mended information displaying area 42 in order of prior-
ity. Then, if any of the displayed detection rules is select-
ed using the pointing device such as the mouse 22, the
topology diagram displayed in the topology diagram dis-
playing area 41 is changed.
[0054] The recommended additional events are also
displayed in the recommended information displaying ar-
ea 42. Therefore, when an additional event is selected
through the update section 303 using the pointing device
such as the mouse 22, the additional event is added to
the topology diagram displayed in the topology diagram
displaying area 41 so that the symptom database 131
will be updated.
[0055] FIG. 5 is an illustration of typical rule patterns
of the generated detection rules. FIG. 5(a) illustrates a
filter pattern, FIG. 5(b) illustrates a sequence pattern, and
FIG. 5(c) illustrates a threshold pattern, respectively.
[0056] As shown in FIG. 5(a), the filter pattern is a de-
tection rule for checking whether an individual event
matches each of the events the selection of which has
been accepted. This is an effective detection rule when
there is one event the selection of which has been ac-
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cepted. In FIG. 5(a), it is confirmed that event f among
event a to event i is selected as selected event ’1’.
[0057] As shown in FIG. 5(b), the sequence pattern is
a detection rule for detecting the presence or absence
of a sequence of events. This is an effective detection
rule when there are plural events the selection of which
has been accepted. In FIG. 5(b), it is confirmed that event
c corresponding to selected event ’1’ and event e corre-
sponding to selected event ’2’ exist in this order among
events existing within a certain fixed period T.
[0058] As shown in FIG. 5(c), the threshold pattern is
a detection rule for comparing a certain numerical value
with a threshold. This is an effective detection rule when
there are plural events the selection of which has been
accepted. In FIG. 5(c), events b, d, f, and g corresponding
to selected event ’1’ from among events a to event i are
counted. The events hatched in FIG. 5(c) are events cor-
responding to selected event ’1’ within the certain fixed
period T. Here, since the threshold is set to ’four’ events,
it can be confirmed that events are selected in a range
equal to or greater than the threshold.
[0059] FIG. 6 is a flowchart showing a procedure of
detection rule generating processing by the CPU 11 of
the detection rule generating apparatus 1 according to
the embodiment of the present invention. First, the de-
tection rule generating apparatus 1 acquires system con-
figuration information including related information
among components included in the monitoring target sys-
tem 200 (step S601). Of course, the system configuration
information may be acquired beforehand and prestored
in the configuration information storing section 132.
[0060] The CPU 11 of the detection rule generating
apparatus 1 monitors the monitoring target system 200
at all times, collects history information including log in-
formation output from each component included in the
monitoring target system 200 and/or failure information
such as event information output upon occurrence of a
failure (step S602), converts the data format to a standard
unified data format (step S603), and stores the history
information in the history information storing section 133
of the storage device 13 (step S604). The log information
is not limited to system logs output at all times, and it may
include message information output by interrupt process-
ing at the time of failure occurrence.
[0061] The CPU 11 identifies candidate events, to be
selected as candidates for generating a detection rule,
based on the system configuration information stored in
the configuration information storing section 132 and the
history information stored in the history information stor-
ing section 133, both sections included in the storage
device 13 (step S605). Then, the CPU 11 outputs and
displays the identified candidate events on the display
device 23 (step S606).
[0062] The method of identifying the candidate events
based on the system configuration information stored in
the configuration information storing section 132 and the
history information stored in the history information stor-
ing section 133, both sections included in the storage

device 13, is not particularly limited. Here, the procedure
of candidate event identifying processing when the de-
tection rules are the rule patterns shown in FIG. 5 will be
specifically described with reference to the accompany-
ing drawings.
[0063] Among the rule patterns of the detection rules,
the sequence pattern is further classified into two kinds
of rule patterns. In other words, an ordered sequence
pattern means a sequence pattern the order of which is
identified, and an unordered sequence pattern means a
sequence pattern the order of which is not identified.
[0064] FIG. 7 is an illustration of candidate events
when the filter pattern is selected from the detection rules.
FIG. 7(a) illustrates a topology diagram displayed in the
topology diagram displaying area 41. FIG. 7(b) illustrates
events displayed in the event list displaying area 43.
[0065] As shown in FIG. 7(a), if an event whose selec-
tion by the user has been accepted is component B2
indicated by arrow 73, event B the selection of which has
been accepted through the component B2 displayed in
the event list displaying area 43 is highlighted. In FIG. 7
(b), event B the selection of which has been accepted
through the component B2 is indicated by hatching.
[0066] Then, from the topology diagram of FIG. 7(a),
components A and C2 are selected as close components
71 close to and having dependencies with the component
B2. Therefore, events existing within the certain fixed pe-
riod T and corresponding to the selected components A
and C2 become candidate events. Further, components
B1, B2, and B3 are selected as the same kind of com-
ponents 72 that are in a parallel relationship with the com-
ponent B2. Therefore, events existing within the certain
fixed period T and corresponding to the selected com-
ponents B1, B2, and B3 become candidate events. Thus,
events C, D, E, D’, I, and C’ are identified as candidate
events corresponding to sending component groups 74
and 75 shown in FIG. 7(b).
[0067] FIG. 8 is an illustration of candidate events
when the ordered sequence pattern is selected from the
detection rules. FIG. 8(a) illustrates a topology diagram
displayed in the topology diagram displaying area 41.
FIG. 8(b) illustrates events displayed in the event list dis-
playing area 43.
[0068] As shown in FIG. 8(a), if events whose selection
by the user has been accepted are components A and
B1 indicated by arrows 82, 82, event C’ the selection of
which has been accepted through the component A, and
event D’ the selection of which has been accepted
through the component B1, both components displayed
in the event list displaying area 43, are highlighted. In
FIG. 8(b), both events the selection of which has been
accepted are indicated by hatching.
[0069] Then, from the topology diagram of FIG. 8(a),
components A, B1, and C1 are selected as component
group 81 having a serial relationship with the components
A and B1. Therefore, events existing within the certain
fixed period T and corresponding to the selected com-
ponents A, B1, and C1 become candidate events. Thus,
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events E, A’, K, and E are identified as candidate events
corresponding to sending component groups 83 and 84
shown in FIG. 8(b).
[0070] FIG. 9 is an illustration of candidate events
when the unordered sequence pattern is selected from
the detection rules. FIG. 9(a) illustrates a topology dia-
gram displayed in the topology diagram displaying area
41. FIG. 9(b) illustrates events displayed in the event list
displaying area 43.
[0071] As shown in FIG. 9(a), if events whose selection
by the user has been accepted are components A, B1,
B2, and C2 indicated by arrows 92, 92, ..., event A’ the
selection of which has been accepted through the com-
ponent A, event D’ the selection of which has been ac-
cepted through the component B1, event B the selection
of which has been accepted through the component B2,
and event C’ the selection of which has been accepted
through the component C2, all components displayed in
the event list displaying area 43, are highlighted. In FIG.
9(b), the event group the selection of which has been
accepted is indicated by hatching.
[0072] Then, from the topology diagram of FIG. 9(a),
components A, B1, B2, B3, C1, and C2 are selected as
component group 91 having a serial or partial serial re-
lationship with the components A, B1, B2, and C2. There-
fore, events existing within the certain fixed period T and
corresponding to the selected components A, B1, B2,
B3, C1, and C2 become candidate events. Thus, events
D, I, and K are identified as candidate events correspond-
ing to sending components 93, 94, and 95 shown in FIG.
9(b).
[0073] FIG. 10 is an illustration of candidate events
when the threshold pattern is selected from the detection
rules. FIG. 10(a) illustrates a topology diagram displayed
in the topology diagram displaying area 41. FIG. 10(b)
illustrates events displayed in the event list displaying
area 43.
[0074] As shown in FIG. 10(a), if events whose selec-
tion by the user has been accepted are components C2
and C3 indicated by arrows 102, 102, event B the selec-
tion of which has been accepted through the component
C2, and event I the selection of which has been accepted
through the component C3, both components displayed
in the event list displaying area 43, are highlighted. In
FIG. 10(b), both events the selection of which has been
accepted are indicated by hatching.
[0075] Then, from the topology diagram of FIG. 10(a),
components C1, C2, and C3 are selected as component
group 101 having the parallel relationship with the com-
ponents C2 and C3. Therefore, events existing within the
certain fixed period T and corresponding to the selected
components C1, C2, and C3 become candidate events.
Thus, events E, K, E are identified as candidate events
corresponding to sending components 103, 104, and 105
shown in FIG. 10(b).
[0076] FIG. 11 is a flowchart showing a procedure of
detection rule update processing by the CPU 11 of the
detection rule generating apparatus 1 according to the

embodiment of the present invention. The CPU 11 of the
detection rule generating apparatus 1 accepts user’s
event selection (step S1101). The user’s event selection
may be made using a pointing device such as the mouse
22, or by key input through the keyboard 21.
[0077] The CPU 11 extracts a detection rule according
to a topology including one or more components corre-
sponding to the event or events the selection of which
has been accepted (step S1102). The CPU 11 displays
the extracted detection rule on the display device 23 (step
S1103). Then, the updating of the detection rule is ac-
cepted (step S1104), and the symptom database 131 is
updated (step S1105).
[0078] Although the method of extracting a detection
rule is not particularly limited, a rule pattern recommend-
ed according to the selected event and the topology is
identified to a certain extent. FIG. 12 and FIG. 13 are
flowcharts showing a procedure of detection rule extract-
ing processing by the CPU 11 of the detection rule gen-
erating apparatus 1 according to the embodiment of the
present invention.
[0079] In FIG. 12, the CPU 11 of the detection rule
generating apparatus 1 determines whether the number
of selected events the selection of which has been ac-
cepted is plural (step S1201). If determining that the
number of selected events is singular (NO in step S1201),
the CPU 11 gives priority to extraction of the filter pattern
(step S1202). It is, of course, understood that the thresh-
old pattern may be extracted though it is exceptional.
[0080] FIG. 14 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is singular. FIG. 14(a) illus-
trates an event including the event occurrence time. FIG.
14(b) illustrates a topology diagram including the event
occurrence time.
[0081] In FIG. 14, since event A sent out from compo-
nent A occurred alone at 10:10, extraction of detection
rules other than checking the presence of the event and
counting the number of events is unthinkable. Therefore,
extraction of the filter pattern as the detection rule is given
priority, and the threshold pattern is extracted only ex-
ceptionally.
[0082] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the
number of selected events is plural (YES in step S1201),
the CPU 11 of the detection rule generating apparatus 1
then determines whether the number of components
from which plural selected events have been sent out is
plural (step S1203). If determining that the number of
components that has sent out the plural events is singular
(NO in step S1203), the CPU 11 then determines whether
the selected events are of the same kind (step S1204).
[0083] If determining that the selected events are of
the same kind (YES in step S1204), the CPU 11 gives
priority to extraction of the threshold pattern as the de-
tection rule (step S1205). It is, of course, understood that
the filter pattern may be extracted though it is exceptional.
[0084] FIG. 15 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural and the selected
events are of the same kind. FIG. 15(a) illustrates events
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including the event occurrence times. FIG. 15(b) illus-
trates a topology diagram including the event occurrence
times.
[0085] In FIG. 15, since event A sent out from compo-
nent A occurred three times at 10:10, 10:20, and 10:30,
respectively, extraction of detection rules other than
counting the number of events and checking the pres-
ence of the events is unthinkable. Therefore, the extrac-
tion of the threshold pattern as the detection rule is given
priority, and the filter pattern is extracted only exception-
ally.
[0086] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the se-
lected events are of plural kinds (NO in step S1204), the
CPU 11 of the detection rule generating apparatus 1 ex-
tracts a sequence pattern as the detection rule (step
S1206). In this case, either the ordered sequence pattern
or the unordered sequence pattern may be extracted on
a priority basis according to the presence or absence of
ordering of selected events. However, since the selected
events are different from each other, it is preferable to
given priority to the extraction of the ordered sequence
pattern.
[0087] FIG. 16 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural and the selected
events are of plural kinds. FIG. 16(a) illustrates events
including the event occurrence times. FIG. 16(b) illus-
trates a topology diagram including the event occurrence
times.
[0088] In FIG. 16, since three kinds of events A, B, and
C occurred at 10:10, 10:20, 10:30, respectively, only the
detection rule that considers the order of occurrence of
events can be extracted. Therefore, a sequence pattern
is extracted as the detection rule.
[0089] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the
number of sending components is plural (YES in step
S1203), the CPU 11 of the detection rule generating ap-
paratus 1 then determines whether the components are
connected in a topology (step S1207). If determining that
the components are not connected in the topology (NO
in step S1207), the CPU 11 then determines whether the
relation of connection among components is the parallel
relationship (step S1208).
[0090] If determining that the relation of connection
among components is not the parallel relationship (NO
in step S1208), the CPU 11 then determines whether the
selected events are of the same kind (step S1209). If
determining that the selected events are of the same kind
(YES in step S1209), the CPU 11 extracts the unordered
sequence pattern as the detection rule (step S1210). It
is, of course, understood that the threshold pattern may
be extracted though it is exceptional, or the ordered se-
quence pattern may be extracted depending on the sit-
uation.
[0091] FIG. 17 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is uncorrelated, and the selected
events are of the same kind. FIG. 17(a) illustrates events
including the event occurrence times. FIG. 17(b) illus-

trates a topology diagram including the event occurrence
times.
[0092] In FIG. 17, since the same event A from three
components A, B, and C occurred at 10:10, 10:20, and
10:30, respectively, it is preferable to detect a sequence
of events that are in random order. Therefore, it is pref-
erable to give priority to extraction of the unordered se-
quence pattern as the detection rule.
[0093] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the se-
lected events are of plural kinds (NO in step S1209), the
CPU 11 of the detection rule generating apparatus 1 ex-
tracts a sequence pattern as the detection rule (step
S1211). In this case, either the ordered sequence pattern
or the unordered sequence pattern may be extracted on
a priority basis according to the presence or absence of
ordering of selected events. However, since the compo-
nents are in neither the serial nor parallel relationship, it
is preferable to give priority to extraction of the unordered
sequence pattern.
[0094] FIG. 18 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is uncorrelated, and the selected
events are of plural kinds. FIG. 18(a) illustrates events
including the event occurrence times. FIG. 18(b) illus-
trates a topology diagram including the event occurrence
times.
[0095] In FIG. 18, since different events A, B, and C
from three components A, B, and C occurred at 10:10,
10:20, 10:30, respectively, it is preferable to detect a se-
quence of events that are in random order. Therefore, it
is preferable to give priority to extraction of the unordered
sequence pattern as the detection rule.
[0096] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the re-
lation of connection among components is the parallel
relationship (YES in step S1208), the CPU 11 of the de-
tection rule generating apparatus 1 then determines
whether the selected events are of the same kind (step
S1212). If determining that the selected events are of the
same kind (YES in step S1212), the CPU 11 extracts the
threshold pattern as the detection rule (step S1213). It
is, of course, understood that the unordered sequence
pattern may be extracted though it is exceptional, or the
ordered sequence pattern may be extracted depending
on the situation.
[0097] FIG. 19 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the parallel relationship, and the
selected events are of the same kind. FIG. 19(a) illus-
trates events including the event occurrence times. FIG.
19(b) illustrates a topology diagram including the event
occurrence times.
[0098] In FIG. 19, since event A from three compo-
nents A, B, and C connected to component P and being
in the parallel relationship occurred at 10:10, 10:20, and
10:30, respectively, it is preferable to detect a sequence
of events that are in random order. Therefore, it is pref-
erable to give priority to extraction of the unordered se-
quence pattern as the detection rule.
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[0099] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the se-
lected events are of plural kinds (NO in step S1212), the
CPU 11 of the detection rule generating apparatus 1 ex-
tracts the unordered sequence pattern as the detection
rule (step S1214). It is, of course, understood that the
threshold pattern may be extracted though it is excep-
tional, or the ordered sequence pattern may be extracted
depending on the situation.
[0100] FIG. 20 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the parallel relationship, and the
selected events are of plural kinds. FIG. 20(a) illustrates
events including the event occurrence times. FIG. 20(b)
illustrates a topology diagram including the event occur-
rence times.
[0101] In FIG. 20, since different events A, B, and C
from three components A, B, and C connected to com-
ponent P and being in the parallel relationship occurred
at 10:10, 10:20, and 10:30, respectively, it is preferable
to count the number of events rather than to detect a
sequence of events. Therefore, it is preferable to give
priority to extraction of the threshold pattern as the de-
tection rule.
[0102] Returning to FIG. 12, if determining that the
components are connected in the topology (YES in step
S1207), the CPU 11 of the detection rule generating ap-
paratus 1 then determines whether the components are
in a perfect serial relationship as shown in FIG. 13 (step
S1301). If determining that the components are not in
the perfect serial relationship (NO in step S1301), the
CPU 11 then determines whether the selected events
are of the same kind (step S1302).
[0103] If determining that the selected events are of
the same kind (YES in step S1302), the CPU 11 extracts
the ordered sequence pattern as the detection rule (step
S1303). It is, of course, understood that the threshold
pattern may be extracted though it is exceptional, or the
unordered sequence pattern may be extracted depend-
ing on the situation.
[0104] FIG. 21 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is not the perfect serial relationship,
and the selected events are of the same kind. FIG. 21(a)
illustrates events including the event occurrence times.
FIG. 21(b) illustrates a topology diagram including the
event occurrence times.
[0105] In FIG. 21, since event A from component A
and components B, C connected to component A and
being in the parallel relationship occurred at 10:10, 10:
20, and 10:30, respectively, it is preferable to detect a
sequence of events, rather than to count the number of
events, even if they are in random order. Therefore, it is
preferable to give priority to extraction of the unordered
sequence pattern as the detection rule.
[0106] Returning to FIG. 13, if determining that the se-
lected events are of plural kinds (NO in step S1302), the
CPU 11 of the detection rule generating apparatus 1 ex-
tracts a sequence pattern as the detection rule (step

S1304). In this case, either the ordered sequence pattern
or the unordered sequence pattern may be extracted on
a priority basis according to the presence or absence of
ordering of selected events. However, since the compo-
nents are not in the perfect serial relationship, it is pref-
erable to give priority to extraction of the unordered se-
quence pattern.
[0107] FIG. 22 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is not the perfect serial relationship,
and the selected events are of plural kinds. FIG. 22(a)
illustrates events including the event occurrence times.
FIG. 22(b) illustrates a topology diagram including the
event occurrence times.
[0108] In FIG. 22, since different events A, B, and C
from component A and components B, C connected to
component A and being in the parallel relationship oc-
curred at 10:10, 10:20, and 10:30, respectively, it is pref-
erable to detect a sequence of events even if they are in
random order. Therefore, it is preferable to give priority
to extraction of the unordered sequence pattern as the
detection rule.
[0109] Returning to FIG. 13, if determining that the
components are in the perfect serial relationship (YES in
step S1301), the CPU 11 of the detection rule generating
apparatus 1 then determines whether the selected
events are of the same kind (step S1305). If determining
that the selected events are of the same kind (YES in
step S1305), the CPU 11 extracts the ordered sequence
pattern as the detection rule (step S1306). It is, of course,
understood that the threshold pattern may be extracted
though it is exceptional, or the unordered sequence pat-
tern may be extracted depending on the situation.
[0110] FIG. 23 is an illustration of a topology when the
number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the perfect serial relationship, and
the selected events are of the same kind. FIG. 23(a) il-
lustrates events including the event occurrence times.
FIG. 23(b) illustrates a topology diagram including the
event occurrence times.
[0111] In FIG. 23, since event A from components A,
B, and C in the serial relationship occurred at 10:10, 10:
20, and 10:30, respectively, it is preferable to detect a
sequence of ordered events. Therefore, it is preferable
to give priority to extraction of the ordered sequence pat-
tern as the detection rule.
[0112] Returning to FIG. 13, if determining that the se-
lected events are of plural kinds (NO in step S1305), the
CPU 11 of the detection rule generating apparatus 1 ex-
tracts a sequence pattern as the detection rule (step
S1307). In this case, either the ordered sequence pattern
or the unordered sequence pattern may be extracted on
a priority basis according to the presence or absence of
ordering of selected events. However, since the compo-
nents are in the perfect serial relationship, it is preferable
to give priority to extraction of the ordered sequence pat-
tern.
[0113] FIG. 24 is an illustration of a topology when the
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number of selected events is plural, the relationship
among components is the perfect serial relationship, and
the selected events are of plural kinds. FIG. 24(a) illus-
trates events including the event occurrence times. FIG.
24(b) illustrates a topology diagram including the event
occurrence times.
[0114] In FIG. 24, since different events A, B, and C
from components A, B, and C in the serial relationship
occurred at 10:10, 10:20, and 10:30, respectively, it is
preferable to detect the sequence of ordered events.
Therefore, it is preferable to give priority to extraction of
the ordered sequence pattern as the detection rule.
[0115] As described above, according to the embodi-
ment, since related information among components is
included in system configuration information, the detec-
tion rules for events causing failures can be generated
to include not only the dependencies among components
but also the related information. Further, candidate
events are presented based on the detection rules, so
that not only can detection rule generation work by a user
be effectively supported, but the detection rules of a cer-
tain level or higher can also be generated reliably without
asking the skillful degree of detection rule generation.
[0116] The present invention is not limited to the afore-
mentioned embodiment, and various changes and mod-
ifications are possible within the scope of the present
invention. For example, the symptom database, the con-
figuration information storing section, and the history in-
formation storing section may be included in the storage
device of an external computer connected through a net-
work to the detection rule generating apparatus accord-
ing to the embodiment, and read as necessary.

Claims

1. A detection rule generating apparatus for generating
event detection rules in a system including plural
components, the apparatus comprising:

configuration information acquiring means for
acquiring system configuration information on
the system including related information among
the components;
history information collecting means for collect-
ing history information on the system including
log information and/or failure information output
from each component upon occurrence of a fail-
ure in the system;
candidate event identifying means for identifying
candidate events, as candidates to be selected
for generating a detection rule, based on the ac-
quired system configuration information and the
collected history information; and
candidate event presenting means for present-
ing the identified candidate events.

2. The detection rule generating apparatus according

to claim 1, further comprising:

detection rule generating/storing means for gen-
erating and storing the detection rule in a data-
base; and
candidate event detecting means for detecting
candidate events based on the stored detection
rule,
wherein the candidate event presenting means
presents the detected candidate events.

3. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 1 or 2, further comprising
data format converting means for converting the col-
lected log information and/or failure information into
a unified data format beforehand,
wherein the history information collecting means col-
lects the log information and/or failure information
converted in the unified data format.

4. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to any one of claims 1 to 3, further comprising:

event selection accepting means for accepting
user’s selection of at least one event;
detection rule extracting means for extracting a
detection rule according to a topology including
one or more components corresponding to the
at least one event the selection of which has
been accepted;
detection rule presenting means for presenting
the extracted detection rule; and
database updating means for accepting updat-
ing of the extracted detection rule and updating
the database.

5. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 4, further comprising
singular/plural determination means for determining
whether the number of events the selection of which
has been accepted by the event selection accepting
means is singular,
wherein if the singular/plural determination means
determines that the number of events is singular, the
detection rule extracting means extracts the detec-
tion rule as a filter pattern for checking the event.

6. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 5, further comprising:

component determination means for determin-
ing whether the number of components that sent
out events the selection of which has been ac-
cepted is singular if the singular/plural determi-
nation means determines that the number of
events is plural; and
event determination means for determining
whether the events the selection of which has
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been accepted are of the same kind if the com-
ponent determination means determines that
the number of components is singular,
wherein if the event determination means deter-
mines that the events are of the same kind, the
detection rule extracting means extracts the de-
tection rule as a threshold pattern for comparing
a certain numeric value with a threshold, or
if the event determination means determines
that the events are of plural kinds, the detection
rule extracting means extracts the detection rule
as a sequence pattern for detecting the pres-
ence or absence of a sequence of events.

7. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 6, further comprising:

connection determination means for determin-
ing whether plural components are connected
in a topology if the component determination
means determines that the number of compo-
nents is plural; and
parallel relationship determining means for de-
termining whether the plural components are in
a parallel relationship if the connection determi-
nation means determines that the plural compo-
nents are not connected,
wherein if the parallel relationship determining
means determines that the plural components
are not in the parallel relationship, the detection
rule extracting means extracts the detection rule
as the sequence pattern.

8. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 7, further comprising
event determination means for determining whether
the events the selection of which has been accepted
are of the same kind if the parallel relationship de-
termining means determines that the plural compo-
nents are in the parallel relationship,
wherein if the event determination means deter-
mines that the events are of the same kind, the de-
tection rule extracting means extracts the detection
rule as the threshold pattern, or
if the event determination means determines that the
events are of plural kinds, the detection rule extract-
ing means extracts the detection rule as the se-
quence pattern.

9. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 7, wherein if the connection determination
means determines that the plural components are
connected, the detection rule extracting means ex-
tracts the detection rule as the sequence pattern.

10. The detection rule generating apparatus according
to claim 7, further comprising:

serial relationship determining means for deter-
mining whether the plural components are in a
serial relationship if the connection determina-
tion means determines that the plural compo-
nents are connected; and
event determination means for determining
whether the events the selection of which has
been accepted are of the same kind if the serial
relationship determining means determines that
the plural components are not in the serial rela-
tionship,
wherein if the event determination means deter-
mines that the events are of the same kind, the
detection rule extracting means extracts the de-
tection rule as an ordered sequence pattern the
order of which is identified,
if the event determination means determines
that the events are of plural kinds, the detection
rule extracting means extracts the detection rule
as an unordered sequence pattern the order of
which is not identified, or
if the serial relationship determining means de-
termines that the plural components are in the
serial relationship, the detection rule extracting
means extracts the detection rule as the ordered
sequence pattern the order of which is identified.

11. A detection rule generating method executable on a
detection rule generating apparatus for generating
event detection rules in a system including plural
components, the method comprising the steps of:

acquiring system configuration information on
the system including related information among
the components;
collecting history information on the system in-
cluding log information and/or failure information
output from each component upon occurrence
of a failure in the system;
identifying candidate events, as candidates to
be selected for generating a detection rule,
based on the acquired system configuration in-
formation and the collected history information;
and
presenting the identified candidate events.

12. The detection rule generating method according to
claim 11, further comprising the steps of:

generating and storing the detection rule in a
database;
detecting candidate events based on the stored
detection rule; and
presenting the detected candidate events.

13. The detection rule generating method according to
claim 11 or 12, further comprising the steps of:
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converting the collected log information and/or
failure information into a unified data format be-
forehand; and
collecting the log information and/or failure in-
formation converted in the unified data format.

14. The detection rule generating method according to
any one of claims 11 to 13, further comprising the
steps of:

accepting user’s selection of at least one event;
extracting a detection rule according to a topol-
ogy including one or more components corre-
sponding to the at least one event the selection
of which has been accepted;
presenting the extracted detection rule;
accepting updating of the presented detection
rule and updating the database.

15. A computer program executable on a detection rule
generating apparatus for generating event detection
rules in a system including plural components, the
computer program causing the detection rule gen-
erating apparatus to function as:

configuration information acquiring means for
acquiring system configuration information on
the system including related information among
the components;
history information collecting means for collect-
ing history information on the system including
log information and/or failure information output
from each component upon occurrence of a fail-
ure in the system;
candidate event identifying means for identifying
candidate events, as candidates to be selected
for generating a detection rule, based on the ac-
quired system configuration information and the
collected history information; and
candidate event presenting means for present-
ing the identified candidate events.

16. The computer program according to claim 15, the
computer program causing the detection rule gen-
erating apparatus to further function as:

detection rule generating/storing means for gen-
erating and storing the detection rule in a data-
base; and
candidate event detecting means for detecting
candidate events based on the stored detection
rule,
wherein the candidate event presenting means
presents the detected candidate events.

17. The computer program according to claim 15 or 16,
the computer program causing the detection rule
generating apparatus to further function as

data format converting means for converting the col-
lected log information and/or failure information into
a unified data format beforehand,
wherein the history information collecting means col-
lects the log information and/or failure information
converted in the unified data format.

18. The computer program according to any one of
claims 15 to 17, the computer program causing the
detection rule generating apparatus to further func-
tion as:

event selection accepting means for accepting
user’s selection of at least one event;
detection rule extracting means for extracting a
detection rule according to a topology including
one or more components corresponding to the
at least one event the selection of which has
been accepted;
detection rule presenting means for presenting
the extracted detection rule; and
database updating means for accepting updat-
ing of the presented detection rule and updating
the database.
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