PANEL Ao} 2ol A 2] Q13 @ Fof #3t o
(The Detection and Estimation of Human
Errors in the Control Task with Panels)

B F o ozt
I. A &

AZE-7IA Ala”de] Hxlxoz stz Aosidol wiel A7-714 AW (man-machine
interface)oll A8} AL TFSE 83 SAF Aol AAl(vigilance), #o(control), ZHA]
(monitoring), 53 (tracking) 5 F413 gFZ 2 digo] HolHE 5 A Aehfoe] A=
2] 28780 t& IS Qlrh. ol AARIUoM e FH AWL FA| A (display)t Ao 3
X[ (control}&°] ™, ol&ell tidh AFeHd A} wix7t AL QAz-7A A 293 A
A f4lo] Hr}.

= dTolMeE LY Aol i) MECIE wiXE 1A 448 AEE A BPold A RX
panel H¥E& F3tod panel Aol 2ol Ao FAIR 2} Ao Ax|e] MAEIL) vz u}pa} g
she (A eRE FHAH2E o, 2&she 22 1 BFog rh 223 2} panelo] e 23
E FE2A 2P A) ZHoperation time)3} ©F-E(error rate)S H&s)3, I Ao o QF
oF AFRYPYE AAZl AFLFE ZAAIE Brl U panel@ AASH=u BL&Is5A
St3, o Uolrbde AAEAY JYel H8AL 4 UAEE A2AARE EMslT A5z} 3t
t}.

1. FA|FA] 2] wjA]

FEABAE A2 Mg AgH A WS Palolw, 1 RHY AL Qo] o
e ZAE HBIE, 2sHA UE AlA ule /LY PRI AR ALY o]y FA |
o Felet I ZAIL Uehs ZRe, 37 5 Bt AR FRE AYwty, FAH YRE
A= = # dg $ d=ube] et U432 F&(human error-rate)o] WWEIA Yelx]7] wo)
AL SR 2AYS F¥shs AUt BRE YA VEY £ USS 5 FAYR ) o
AVZEAH A7t A&H o8 o]Fojx| a1 Yt}

HEARA] W Aol gl thyt AZFAUH ATE & (detectability)S HF HARS =, ¥
B, EABA Y £33 2 AEAHA 248 olyel, Aty AMNA 543} 7 the) ztgle)
TRES LBt ZF JpEa e wiXe] BY ANFAH AZ= £94] el panele Wi =
dl= th&e] 4712 71&0] 93 paneldAlo] glo] olE J|&Eo] FAlo] WEHEE MAT D uj
x| g ojof e}

* Foltheta 4Bt}
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() 2H2-¢] A xH(sequence of use) : YUHLZ oA glol A ofeigel 2AH 2P &A
o ulzl A& X ¥l

@ AF8-2] ¥I=A(frequency of use) : 7Pg WDHEA AMEEE o AL FARARE gzt
o} 718 il glxstolor Bch 2FA TozA ©AMA|IH(search time)E | 43}5}15
2HE 72X 4 ST

3 AF2-e] 287 (importance of use) @ 7t Fa% Zo] JHE wel AFgEItieR= ZidolA
@e] MEMI 204 e ouE A 4 dou, Faet FE A2 Wy ER Al
AR Qols Bst 7t A LAsE Zldidch

@ 122l 7154 (function of use) : ZAU FAIL 71%& ke BAES JE s oo} ¥rh

E3 o]E 7|E & ol A ZFol o3 LEIE EA B Ao ZzxE= 2 HHIF
(sub-group) el A E THE 7|&el 23] wix" 4 gt °JA<= FEARA U Ao FXE 43P F o]
of & JEE HARIIL B3| ol winte] shHs3ich

Pulate} Ayoub2 dxtae] zeizate] that Ao}FHoiM 4| panel HA AR FHAHY 3
A Ay8}a} Operations Reserchol 2js] Hatststed o] panelol T3t Q17+E3E wix & AHEStA
THLAYGEN). Banks¢} Boone: 713 WwistAl AHEE L 713 Zza35tA A" 252 AYAE
4% 27 ZZaccess)¥ 4 slolob Vrhs JhdelAl zeizte] zzAHgolZE Al e
Al(accessibility index)& At&ste 4343 2¥& Aot

%3t Helander= AE¢] §Adz 2H Aol whe Gestalt o] &0l &3t EAAR] &) 7] 8133
wjxjoll thatel ¢17stelil, Armstrongt Hoffmann 533 EA AR ] AN M F2¥
gole Eajaxel WAY 2AYxte] Uk, F AT 2R oA #AEH FAFA Y 84S
7te] TAo] ch¥t 9324 (compatibility)ol thsl &F3telsL, oAzt #el 5t Seminara?t Smith+=
Batgl FARR L] @A) thEt AY Ax] AL BES 271471 4H-& 383tAct

2. AF 7 oF Wi

912 © B(human error)= ZHeESIA (FHLATME AT G2 WE(FS Aol o]
Wolaln Ao, W ATEL o|EHoR oFUA VYl FHE Faen EY 2R
= ubd wFhZe] o3 tierstAl Uehly] wiEel A¥stA B & delvle iRt

QAo R Ziate] AAA, TP A B, Az Ao} ¥F T3} L £Y=YA
ZHPSF ; performance shaping factor)gh Bl of2i7ix] H34eh felol &3 chefstA il
T}, ol 8t 7l aqle] BAL QAeF Felo} nprrixle I FANR A AIshe 3%
o] glo} 7lolaale] YurAQ EFE odfu A sldedg B3] AY o 7t2] 7|
Zo| |53 glen, 7 % Rouse?t Rouse: THE3} %ol 7loifa& 47HX|E EF3talct

(1) ¢1z+2] ¥+A|(inherent human limitation) : 2&2 Z¥ Toll 2T ztedzpe] o Rofl iyt =
Al (knowledge) 2}7]EHE, 2tgx1zhe} A Fo) =3 (attitudinal 2 122 TEHch

@ A)A=¢] %A (inherent system limitation) : EXAX| ¢t A1 A S] HA, ztej A xte] dA,
A EdolEe] +& Fo8 FEUCL

(3) 7)) AF#H(contributing conditions) @ &%, ATy 4FF, AYY A F 2teje] BA3A 29l
& ¢jum|3ict

4) 7oA} 7 (contributing events) : 2gixte] Fojatghalzel @l ZpAY Adule] 3% 5 A
HeBRE go7 £ Qe sHsde] AAE gl AdE ojnych
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2718 A& A=Y 4o ol AJARY AT o&Fe thx] Mu] BEAnt 13
th T2 A&y uiel Zo] AR AU Axe A Ate} 2AAEA I Yol B £
Aol EAIZXE T3l LRSI H2slo} & o] Lolyel] e}, IukE QAFQE W] 7}
T8 To ©E F¥E dg o AXS Ut} wlelA AF R AE 185lR] Y AJAE AlE
o] FRA= BHT o] ohd AAGREC A FHH FPolmE AAE AT Qo] glo]A
dule A= S43 A, A2 AFEE 34E Y I = EM(HRAhuman reliability
analysis) 71| 38{¥|ojof ¥t}

HRA+= dujet Azto s 3 AAdlold A 7l54te] AR QH Rl FIE FA
H Wzt B YPHoR Yrsls AL ¢n|di

A= 718 wele= A7 FEE(HEP ; human error probability) £& 9 &8 (error
rate)olt}. o] HE 5L oW F5AY AR dRojAe] B sl=go] A o] B =3
S A3t A A-7A AJARe] AHEE =2 4 9t

71&8 AFE ATl FE HE MES 2Ysl 2/ UANSAE S oASstgt. 2y
Stewart= 4 A g-Fol chdle] BHF 2F&(average error rate)7He 283t d7]4 28
2 2] Ty B CREEA [T LIRS 73] 8] Fof ofEt U 0 F o) Frolr)
W2 HRA J3(BHZE AlEdolA 713 event-tree WY S)ollA zZt ©F2] WAL r}2 @
o] WA= SYFolels 7HEstolAM EMEo M agu dutdeg 2R H3lMe i3t
7L &2 7B LR WolEolr] oYt 1AL {7t U ulel QoA ARt
(mental stress)& F22H T TS /S UAAZ 4 917 dj&olt}

JFHFE Fussts HIWHLEA Zimolonge AEIIT oA AN o] Mz
(success) &2 Arj(failure) 7Hs’dd] FEHE FHHLE AAJgrh= AN 23 (holistic) F2%
R AE7tel A8 M R HES FHT Fof o] Yt A HF An s}
4L A&EUcE B3 E 3 (decomposition) FZubHieos EsiAr). duiyes THERP
(technique for human error rate prediction)2} SLIM(success likelihood index method) 5-& X3
23 ATy ¢ Yo EA {83 HEPS AH&d 4 Qo] Wol A18E a1 )

o] ¥ SLIM2 7} & EH A3, & PSFY 2go] 7t H43Fo| 48k njaci=
Y3 3toll A 43 7HsAd X4 (SLLsuccess likelihood index)& 41&3}od o] SLIZ} Z43¥Ez} )4
APBAZE ok A st

SLIM2 543 oMo 2F 7H4(F, 438E)2 i3 32 A7]9 PSF(Perfomance
Shaping Factors)®] Zilol &&3che= 7H33tollA A ¢tElgirh. SLIM #hES ]S AE7e] 3
th# zich(absolute judgement)oll o] o]&3lol|x B3, 2§80} 9loj THERPS 34
748 B2 e shUE 2oz Qlt)t. SLIMe &3] A7 =S 2t Axl= ey
Lt

O AF 7ol 3L nxl= AME 5332 PSFE FEitc}

@ AE7H] kg AHE3te] 7 PSFel 858 73l

® 1€ Faxol weh 2 PSPl AFA( Swi=0, w)E WY

@ 7VEA ol wiel r(2 2 100, HA 002 Yoi3ic).

® ti&3t o] SLIE +3ict

N
SLI = =Z1 wir;
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o] SLIgt A& 43758 (EBHE Ps)
c}l.

log Ps= aSLI + b or log Pf=a’SLI + b’
a a’: HHAEY 7]&7
b, b’: EHAle yEH

O, A8 AdA 9@ 3y

B 7o ARE TA 2 GAR UroAch A3H Y HFHIM F2 Yol 2ole T
#t z+¢](blending-process task) 22 370¢] BzwWE 374¢] Fgy, 3748 H=287], 148 FE7)
2 o]=ojx| 1, A¥ FA|AA panel Aol ZAsZHsT WRo) thyt Aoi|et 7} &7lol W3t
L EARAL AAHAT. DARAE FYAYE 1D oA 208 (A%-15%, BY-14T)eR
axNEn, ARETEE 486 BRE A AR(177 640X 480 VGA CRT =3} #A4=7)(counter), &
%91 *| (stopwatch)o| tt.

1. 1x} ©HA

FA| WAL panel HAS 98] FUE A AT A2 AE(checklist)E V1ELE 2 A
we] ztedo] AT HA QUG 47 VBEARA Fel, A FA /Ao F2]2] panelde] #1A,
WA BA, SETA)CE BRI 3 12708 AREYE A dEUAR steiF A AF
Eatof via) A, Aol fol4d B ATo wE F £ E(importance index)& 58 HE=E 7|
Q=S sttt ARChAAHE W) ate BFIN EARXAE paneld ZFste AR W
steith. MEx|e] FAlS Table-13t 23, SLIMFHol 213} Ri¢t SLIZ 73 ZAke Table-2%
%l

Bz Ate] Azbel o8 A mHA| ok Bl gried H4(Table-20142 score)d
z3}stol 0-50th, 50-100th, 100-150Rth, 150-200-ch2] 471X 2 FE3te] Figlat ol d&
o AFE 4714 FAFA panele MASATh & panel-1o1ME 7158 2FHIF ZHHA 43
A panelo]l, panel-2= 7t 8718 Hojst: WrIL 1o sPshs EAFA L THHA
A 4AH panelolth. EZ panel-3& EARA S /¥ seE IEIE 2HD AN,
panel-4= 7t @42 Wi BAE LishA] U3 AAHATH
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Table-1. The format of questionary

ol
o
had 1!
1Y,
w4

FAIZErx[e| HE)
1| BANAAY f8(ohg2 2%, T2 gXEy)L oy AU
2| ZANRA Y Zr)e IR 7% vy AFEP
dolu7ly) 22 HA2 37 H3te £ <Ay £FY 2
714 tFo] AFes} ?

# x| (position)
4| BN £ A7) BEAQ 271§ fA d=P
5| M2 gE FHY X I AYE fAs e
BXNZA G Aoj71s}k &Gt ko) At A fAHT A=
747

o X| A
EANAA G Afojrle 71%dE2 2F(group)BEe] Y= &, 8
7 4] ¥d(panel)olA d27tA) BH F fFAIR 5 SR A7
g 2ol Q&)

8| AMosl= 2ol MFste ALY S-S U=
7 Fada, E B WWE ASEHE Ve MR R ¢
H Aol A& Aes?
By EANGAYG Aoj71Ze tE F99 AEH FEH Qe
7hef), Ba2) et Br)9) xtejof o)

254
BAAA A9 dAspyee Aojrly 54w e ¥ge
11 |71 (o, Aorjg AAwgez g4 AA: NAwgos
B gg)

Hol7)e] £53 FAAA A3 &F Alolo] A Ado] Y&
7}?

10

12

Table-2. The result of questionnaire data

index R
item 1, 2| 3; 4| 5 MEAN Wi (SCORE) SLI

1 0| 1/10|12| 6] 379 08391 5% 453114
2 0 2, 10|16 1} 355 07857 25 1.96425
3 0 0|15/ 11} 3| 359 07933 29 2.30057
4 0 4,14, 8| 3| 334 07399 0] 0.00000
5 0| 2, 1013| 4| 366 08085 37 2.99145
6 0 1|1110] 7| 379 08391 54 453114
7 0 2| 6/13| 8| 393 .08009 33 2.64270
8 0 2(1112| 4] 362 08696 70 6.08720
9 1 0| 612} 10| 403 .08924 83 7.40692

10 0 1, 7,14 74 393 .08696 70 6.08720

11 0| 1| 4,20, 3| 379 .08391 %! 453114

12 1| 0| 612,11} 417 .09230 100 9.23000

X? = 615811 > x72(0.0544) = 60.4383
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Figure 1. PANELs in the experiment

B g AFRE 47bx] EF9 panele] AACl AolA RHHA ¥E FHl ois o2l
1o} 2]8] NSLI(SLI of not-considered items)& Alatstgied, 1 A7}= Table-39} th o]
NSLI= panel A @A Ago2sN 27 U714 Z=S uldct

Table-3. The computed NSLI by SLIM rule

not qonsidered NSLI
items
panel-1 7 2. 64270
| panel-2 8 6. 08720
| panel-3 1,7 7.17384
~ panel-4 7.8,9 16.13682 |
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2. 221 &4
1% RAN A 4708) ZAR) panele] Zzol iy FUW AAg 44 4 =S 7
Fel A geolHE A4sigc. BYE kol ANWY 2 XA FA panelo] Tt YRS 53 (A
20819] 2q]) WHSLSF Hol Qrk Teln WUYALY UL FL Fdo] WE QYRS U
ot7] flstod WAUUAE Thest ol ¥ 7hH fyoz BHsigrh
M A% : EA3 o] thY FUY AAE Foit MY}
@ BY : 29 AAE Foigt YUY
492 370e) B2 L% §AE Folz EAYNE RN olu] AAY 2+ Se2] ¥ 2o
B UBE Algstol Fg7lol FH0EE)TT A9 2edolr) 2t Boe] ulgo] nlz) 7
B Fuhdslsl Hw wlgel Axn Suol Wrin slgsigct
Aule) VHEE 102 st ool ¥ ORE AASUCL AEY LFE Fo] wAshe
Al (accident)2} dulel FP& 72 U Adleven) o T FEAT, ¥ ATIHE AHio] T
stel EAstarh AL thge) 2 ool YW w) WEsE uje LR4E FHH A ¥
EALLS
® 22877 wAU YA
@ F3E vlgol WA Ug W(HE4E £2%)
® #8717 ¥aun
@ 78719 TYFo] FAFE 234stAY YAy
Agfol Thet B9l (action) = PHRE AMNIIE 2Hgol7] WEol Yo A nper 23
+8 7 ool thsted Aol Aty

m 23 &4 9 2%

1. AR L] F/o] 23t /&
A AR 2} panel(1,234)0] w& Hd 2P0z} BF 2754 Q FEE Table-49} 23,
o]ZA& Y=g xi|spH Fig2 Fig3¢}t ).

Table-4. The result of experiments

pane Average Operating Average Average
(NSLI) Time(sec) Error No. Error Rate
777777 1( 264270) 136,16 1457 008364
2( 6.08720) 135.17 1.476 003432 :
3( 7.17384) 152.44 1.507 0.03630
4(16.13682) 143.68 1.873 0.04419
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200 0.0500

—
3)
D 180 0.0400 0.03630 0.04419
2
o
R 4
L yeof 152 44 T o030 003364 003432
£ o
= 143.68 N
140 136.16 Oo.0200 |
< 5
=
S 13517
© 120} 0.0100 |
a
(@]
1 L L 1 1 1
P00 500 T0.60 560 20.00 0.0008 g5 500 15,00 500 75.00
Panel—NSLI Panel—NSL

Figure 2. Operating Time vs. Panel-NSLI Figure 3. Error Rate vs. Panel-NSLI

AR el Aol chsl A 7t panel(l, 2, 3, Dol 2T 24327t} 2 F s U /&
thsto] Go)Z 95%(a=005)0l4 YWulx] EAHEME B, Az 7t A A panelte]
2o} 23 A ZHP<O.006)3t 2 F4(P<0047), LFE(P<O0B)E BF R Xol7t Ao, panel
2] NSLI7} 2713tel utel Lf/4 2 /&2 F7istedl U3 2] 4 A ke F7HsHA] skt

2. tt&3t Fof AT L F/E
ez} G8lo] thal 2z EAIAX panelzte] BF AALBARH BE 2FT g eRES
Table-5¢} 23, JeiZE £A8 AL Fig4, Fig5sel VEhjgich.

Table-5. The result of subject types between Panel

panel™. type ‘Oﬁg:;%z Average Average
| (NSLL) ~ T Timelsec) Error No. Error Rate
1 AL s 0% 00274
| (284270 | B | 12946 1956 004517
‘ 2 (A | 18812 0768 001780
(6087200 | B | 13243 21% 00472 |
e e o |
(T B | s 20m | 00006
| 4 N"A% 14150 1.054 | 002482
_e1%e) | | 12948 e | oo |
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—
Q
@ 180} 0.0800 |-
(4]
~ 0.06524
2 - Bt
QE)160~ 154.49 © 0.0600 |- e ~ype
< o 004972 -
4517 —,— -
= 14250 13812/, ~ T 14150 C 004517 - 0.05006
140 714987 T T~ T A-type O 00400 |-
£ / S~ et
= U -15'2 43 =~ B-type wl 0.02533
e 129 46 129.46 - A-type
@ 120 00200 | 022“\/ 0.02482
L :
S 0.01780
) 500 660 1506 30.00 0.0008 55 500 1000 5,00 70.00
Panel--NSLt Panel—NSLI
Figure 4. Operating Time vs. NSLI Figure 5. Error Rate vs. NSLI

Awel Aol ofs 2 AAWA FYAABR)] AW Fel4WARH e F ol thstel fe]
42 95%(a=005)04 Uduix BURAL Psldon, 1 A AY+AATE Aelate &
Hol me} f213el 2tols} glistl (P<OLID), ol AL A4MAZo] 2heiale] T o sgzh=
BAZE Y&s FUTh FASYABHE W 2 panelZhS LHFH(PO000), 5 (P<0.000)o]
me} #2138l xjolz} glgich oyt BarEale] Azt Al thy Fol} o] 074
o oRES AA sl g i)

3. AAFTYAI 3t o F4ote] A 2

Fu 2eate) Ay wet FP4YARS ANHOE Fog Aol7} glom
QR3] HUUAE Yolis] 93] YBASLE FHom, 1 A} A
Aol iR 0F&e FBASFE r-008lolQeH, I Tl Fig6a} Zrh ezl
LREE AT Aol glol AASRAN3} TR 257} WA= 2 B 4+ vk

¢

0.5000

0.3000 |

Error Rate

0.1000 |-

il
nFm | J'L 14|
-

i
L

0.0000 {---mmrem-sebo o

-0.1000

0 %0 T 150 700 759 300
Operation Time (sec)

Figure 6. The relation of operating time and error rate
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S22 7} panelzte] ©F WA WESE Table-63 #rh

Table-6. The frequency of error by panel

panel Wf ]
(NSLI) | panel-1 panel-2 panel-3 panel-4 total
| error (' 2.64700) | ( 6.08720) | ( 7.17384) (16.13682)
frequency
0 A S 'Y 42 36 151
o s 48 31 2 162
| 2 3 23 37 31 125
\ 3 13 17 20 17 67
| 4 \ 7 ‘ 9 11 13 40
l 5 2 2 1 10 15
| 6 0 2 0 2 4
7 0 h 0 0 1 1
\ 8 1 1 0 0 2
} R k__**_. |
. total 40 M3 | W | 567

4. VA F o&F B3

B Agoja] 438 panele] NSLIo| wiet A&d 27&S 2ol FFPAIFIZ] AN HEAD
2t Table-73} Zth o] =18E o] &3t T By SLIMolM ARgEE A& 2¥-]
m¥-22 7283 SLIS NSLIZ uiFe] zpzke] 23of A7), 2] JYPYEE Yopr7]
osted 2zt 57 Ale] 2 A Al4=(coefficient of determination, R%*& 331 nlasiadc.

Table-7. Calculated resurts of log P and log(1-Py)

NSLI efror-rate log Pr log(1-Py)
o~ Py
panel-1 op427 | 008364 ~3.39204 003422
panel-2 6.0872 003432 337208 ~0.084%2
panel-3 71738 0.08630 331504 ~0.03698
panel-4 16.1382 004419 31196 ~0.04520

7t @A EY
A¥ojA AH2H® 2} panele] NSLIS S3E4E 8la, A&
TeE AT A, AAArE

it
rO
i
lo
-
filo
o
#
22
iy

= st
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Bo = 0.030478, A1 = 00008282
otk webd I HAWAAL
P; - 0.030478 + 0.000828- NSLI
o], o] HHWFA e AFA4E v L}
R?= 0964

L} =23 (Logistic Model)
(1) 2¥-1
2y-10]42] 29 YHelx log Ps = a SLI + bolt}).
oFHol |5 23l3, Ps = 1 - Po|BR=
Pr=1 - B exp(aSLI)
ola, A ANE chYshA thel &2 yo] Al
Pr=1 - 096958 ¢ 00 NSLI
o] 2o tizt ABATE v el
R?* = 0964
(2) 2¥-2
23 -2014 2] 2] Hef=
log P=a’ SLI + b’
olal, oFHoll A& 33t Fe|shA
Ps= B’ -expla’SLI)
oli, AEe AE chyste] ALSIA the o] & Ryo| Hch
P; = 003112 - e 002131 NSLI
a3 o] HMARY L AR ASLE vl Ul
R? = 0967

th 23 HEY nlxn

A&E deHARY Y 2Y-12 220 AA MPBol AMLH NSLIE tidste] 7} Zao)A
o] AFAE At&Estz, Aol 3 HEH F&I vy I Y AEE 3E Ao
Table-8o|t}. wleis £ Ao AzlolME 2¥-271 713 A3 BYEUL o 4= ol a7 9]
IHARY == Fig.73} g} :
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Table-8. The result of fitting models

SLI Obsered Expected rate j
Panels B rate Reg. Model-1 Model-2
T 1-panel 26427 | 0.03364 0.03267 0.03262 0.03292
2-pamel 6.0872 0.03432 0.03552 0.03548 0.03543
3-panel 71738 0.03630 0.03642 0.03638 0.03628
4-panel 16.1382 J‘rO.04419 0.04384 0.04378 0.04389
R%= 0.964 0.964 0967 "
0.0900 |
[0}
©
P 0.0700
j -
O
b
Ll 0500 F
0.03630 0.04419
0.03364,
= 0.03432
0.0308 55 10.%0 76.00 30.00 70.00 50.00
Panel—NSLI

Figure 7. The fitted line on Model-2

=

)

V. 2

BEAGASG AFNe G F& AAsH A4, 2T 2 panelielAe]l % 4259 uj ] of
ge BAE 2 AuEe] Azt-71A A9 FE AHe|2E FARZ A7 AT £ +
ob QltEeAIs AAd HARY F@ @Al Holgrh 0B d¥ ATHAE F= FEAFA
U Aol A E et Qo] ARE NFPF: 2o tiE ¥E FNE e Ao oHT A
o sjge] CFE AAZ BT AL AU e U
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£ A7 4Ye Fael de A% sosd g g

1. 7} panel®] NSLIo| i3] zA+PAIts YF QF4, 281 BT 2 F & & Table-49]
Ehd Z3s} o] F3e ol2$& UeE Zt panel®) NSLIZE= @A %o Y5 PAIe 3
ZE %3, panel®] NSLIZF 571842 &9 dF 7559 HF 2582 27390

2 Aol e FAT BFo) LFEH 0 R4 B MATAE Yokrs] AN FYR}
o) HeE AYT BYoz TR AYE A AY AU 2 F8(002281)0] BY A
2 F&005253)0 T AA UEde i FAF ol F&0) WY YL NATE AL ¢
4 A

3. panel®] NSLIZ} F71§e] e 7&E L F8&o] F718 22 panele] NSLIE =g 0 F
&2 THEUFE 39 AARYH dFEP-13 2o AP B, 4 2y AAASI @3
AEFNA 0964, T2y -1914 0964, thF-EH-204 096724 2Y-2, & t}Le] 3o &
Ade A3 2 AP S & 7 AU

Py = 003112 - ¢ *0A3NSLI

¥ AT A panel Aol FHoA BAFXI} AojFR e AAFEA Y wixo] o} LAl
VHLFE AFHoRE HESAY £ 489 dAA}E= 2 Fe(error-free) FAIFX 9} Alo] x|
panel®] dA Ao o] {FE8FFH FAC] ANIAE BN Fo§ JQHLE gLl
(human error data bank)& FZ3l=d 8] @ Aot}

a2y G QI E ENME A9 o F&(error rate) £E L HFHEHEP)Y #AE
3 viBo] Qe wgA L] dF FEY 7{F& F¥o U BN 3§ FRAHS uE
AEHE AYTIANTY X U A 2F L9 B9 HAA #¢ A7/ N5 oo}
g Aot EF £ AFA HAE Y9 AEL B} By si9 71E9 takg Ay
= 24 o HFAo=2M panel AoJAe] QoM AwrAHQ) ARNIE F3]FH 2o
Mxlojol & Ao,
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