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ABSTRACT

In Human Reliability Analysis(HRA), the uncertainties involved in many factors that affect
human reliability have to be represented as the quantitative forms.

Conventional probability-based human reliability theory is used to evaluate the effect of
those uncertainties but it is pointed out that the actual human reliability should be different
from that of conventional one. Conventional HRA makes use of error rates, however, it is
difficult to collect data enough to estimate these error rates, and the estimates of error rates
are dependent only on engineering judgement. In this paper, the error possibility that is
proposed by Onisawa is used to represent human reliability, and the error possibility is
obtained by use of fuzzy reasoning that plays’ an important role to clarify the relation
between human reliability and human error.

Also, assuming these factors are connected to the top event through Fault Tree structure,
the influence and correlation of these factors are measrued by fuzzy operation.

When a fuzzy operation is applied to Fault Tree Analysis, it is possible to simplify the
operation applying the logic disjuction and logic conjuction to structure function, and the
sturcture of human reliability can be represented as membership function of the top event.
Also, on the basis of the the membership function, the characteristics of human reliability

can be evaluated by use of the concept of pattern recognition.
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1. A&

Ao AHPE FHH o Hrlatr] YaiME, Azke] Ao FEFE FAE g4 g9

ojGrte] FubEls F 348 83 A (subjective uncertainty)®] FE=E AFHo=z woty Wt
A A, AL VgAY ANE GEL SAH 2o 7]z AHAPAEE A1 g3l ol B
A4 9%e neistn oy, A4 ARAFHYL o9 tax Fod <tenE A Fo ¥
o 23 QIH(1). &, EEE HFY 5 U= BHYAY Qzre 283 FH DA wety
A= F7id AL o9 I 9 HQ T AEE, A A, AAH 2S5 e B
B34 %= AFH oz motstd Q7o A Ao AEA o], a5 AN S 93l
g Folth(2). wEA o] st HYiY BYo= Z@zol ojuigte] FutE]y) wjFof,
ARFA 9] systemd] AL 2dslo= oeld ojufge wAsiojol & a7t . 53], 2
o) AFGAA A AN E, A dgos HE Qdin B7FFA 249 Q378 human factor®
A HTst] Ak A Aol systemA A H A= Fage o}l $Hfuzziness)ol F == FHI
287 v
FA, o9 AH AL (human error)ol W& QzF NFHE BA AEZHY 292 FH Ao
WEA EMHI grid B 989 du2y 338 49= o ES Y A7 grE
= AL AT BAHE RAolx, oo tF 592 A(elements of proximate cause)$! 23}
Hady AA43 7o) BEA BHNE W2 HFx Fugo metA, BEdFdAEe F03
E8AYoE H¥E dAHe 9 1 AU BASE FFHoT metaiy AN F2&
2o B83 37] 918t o]F th49] 295 0] Fault Treedte] QAo 2 = AT
ZE T Ao Z A48 o, AN =3H AN F) = (aggregated human reliability)
S AAAREE HEE olF AMEY AMNHENE WA Aoz Foo)
A LAY BAAFAEE TP AVAAEE HAEED RE) of&] A<t error
possibility2¥ FE @833, T2§ 40| =] 3 (disjunction) * ¥=2] H(conjuction)2] @AFL AL 3o
A FHAYIIAE A4 =84 (membership function) 2 M YEl o], ofet A8 3 (typical)
412 4dpattern¥} ¥ A3 systeme] AN L Aol T

i

b

AN

2. N F 4 H7tsystem} ¥ A o] &

T UYL Azdo) ngste &, FUALRI A7)E BE, operators} ALaE g5
T3 Zo] FEEE VNBL2 A dRdRn YUY}

Ae] WIS FE2H =ddE AL, <z AL AAH 249 NFHYH TN &
HE Ao Ao gy Az UYL A i AHHH BN = = g=
Rolt@). Fehel FEE2H FYoz e AAYL FBHo2 HHFol=, 2 FYo Bog
°f FAHA o AW I FHE= TR dolHE WRE A W 7oy ddHo=
BHEA FAY WF dolHY FHL golatx Qv w3 F2HI Ago] B #e&d F
Aol #5342 & HF9 dolEH Yot HE 22X RE QL Fedgs AL €753
B2 dolHzAe 2xg ditt ALE U o|¥A HolH2ZRY XY Boge FA7}o]
TEE BE FAEE FAAYY dolH S0z Ry AR A¥H vuS sz M F
VA BN FHY $utel 9lA Hrk wabd, Ao AL =8 f Hege I T 7}
HEls AnE AEE B £ gonz HEW gL £ £48 AL ugs Rl
Ael(natural language) 24 Azte] AL Hrlsts Hol Azke] AT zo Agai,

B, 74E F2 e FHURLdEOE A8 FAZ § Aolmdd Wo] §dHo] TR
A FAFY GFY e Bt golatA £4% 4 A7 HEolg ay, AFddo)= dolmd
o Aol AYE oug B EPFe) TRHZZ A7) fuzzyol B9 Lol geastA
2L
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RES S 19 1.3 go] Azte] AHEE [01149 AXNAFLE AZ3 ©]E error possibility
A3 Bz oE AMLF HAYPS AT AHOGKE). 1Y 1.9 FHL FEH Frtd] nE
olzte] NI E(AFEE EANINE)E, 2 058 AT 2 dEe 71E] AHAEE HEY
B o] go] 0o /YRS L AIAEE vetdga HAEn A F, 1FE, 2 EF
2AE7 Ao wolE HrAsE 2 lE Z1FAEMAN Hrhsted error possibilityE T
Jlojo] e AEJ UE wol: 2 A2l U E error possibility2X et 3t

F

'
)
'
T F(1)
1

lO- . . t

29 L QAgEe] HAER

3 A9 Hrte duidd BHAE E 1.7 2L A9 AdHERLEZ YERRH, %,

A E(degree)’t 12 HE F83 AIEE Yeindd.
B 1 A7k AFHAEH LY o]
X3} parameter m

F Z | AAAHIe] AMFAED | m
1 of v & =t 2.0
2 | e BFolr 2.5
3 | cimige %3t g 3.0
4 | ofeige At 35

29 13 2ol A% 14e] NPT s F=@E 7 02z HA @A e
9,

SEH5E A8

_ 1
Fo= Tz 1” W

o] 7}b5A B ¥ 84 (possibility distribution fuction) & A

A0E WY ASAHE U2, F28 WA 2 JSAE JAdn B2FY F UAHDEO).

a3y, BAFANE 2,8 HAEE o5 T o] goz Azt AP E HAIFE 1
Bt £ Azre] MM Jg wAE 202N E A ASETE XTFF A2,
r2EH22Z22 M A 7HAE AR G, olE A7 Azke AHPte] AL WVE=EA
WazEZAL ofUth sibstd, o8 Sof FAol oz A wEA FHeE WA deni
g S 317] W 2olth, ¢ &r] okztel WAL HFysA AFHRoz T T, oS
BAdE tew g Aol AL Ao)#%(linguistic variables)3DZHM BAFO] 7HE s

gito) wetd 2e FYME Uz
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A

ARz Fod YL Eo},
(3azq0 Gu AL v,
£EA25FC] Fow AL ok vy
2EYL5ZE0] Husd AHHL Fr),
2EGEsE0] Fod ML gt
Hago] glow AHHE w}.

{499 o nase aa.

2 Hrrskd Ahzdel "o, Tymo, | 2EfASFo] My, FHgsitt, o, |, 3
dol Tglvh, Tk, AMAe) T, T, oz dt, S9 oojz ¥ 2.9 o
[01]89 HAFFoz AU F, o] B Fol= Zg, Jwmg, , gtk TRgE
Teoh,, "t , ")ld, , "o, o, ekg Hoh, 59 ouE WEsA ZEY £ Y=
Aol7k ol gl o] drlg FFHoz ey dai AXN Y S AF8-3he},

H9=d rEdAGE %
F 3 Gl o At o
1.0 L2t 1. G 1.0 1.0 g =
¥, " j W ¥
—) AR - . 6 -
i d w3 g\ . K
0 cx 1.0 O X1 40 0s*05 L0 0 g% 10 O a* 1.0 03 %, 1.0
1.0 24 R o SO W 1.0 RS 4 9d 1o #4
»u i w‘.__ Qw . . [N »
Wy 2 . : 4 Wy
o - . w7 T 1
1.0 Ofxg L0 005710 Oxgx X 1.0 0 af Lo 0%y o To
Lo_E% Lo %t '
'-xb +1
L 2
W
0 . xg= 2 i i
05+ 0.5 1.0 Xy 1.0 S L

¥ 2 HAFEA o Azt P}

I 294 HAE #Z AAYFL 4 2] A Az, 22H25F, F4)9 P}
YE I, 29 AL 1Y 1.9 parameter xoi X ga) A UrE}‘—H Zolc}, o]uf =3
T 7R Ade FHAQA V1 o8 AHSA Hed B o], 2EHYASLEI A A
BN, 2EHA2FES P22 00] FER B3, 057 H3F, 1o] TR &L ulsiy, Ty
%y TABET Tgd, & 0149 HANFeRN EP}TYT. AAd] BHE @}
1 TRk Tk 2 oxo B 01149 BARFe2 Yedth B3 2B asFo] B
e AE 2EH2FE] & A9 v Age Aast 7] g, Aol ozt
woh, ¢ HAAFE B parameter 1’ &
R @
22 Yetl=d drldM, F2HE B2.9 <AFHHL oz d>o x,9 UEX 06258 AL

e Aoz ¥
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E 2. AfAHstel B3 EAT parameter x,%Hel HE

class | 21547} B E x, (NER)
( N="e A8AEL)
1 AU -
2 | Wieug 09 - 10 (0.95)
3 | vt 07 - 09 (0.8
4 | I 055 - 0.7 (0.625)
5 | E23Fod 0.45 - 0.55(0.5)
6 | FrmTh 03 - 0.45(0.375)
7 | =9 02 - 03 (0.25)
g8 | Aded 01 - 02 (0.15)
9 | "WsE 0.05 - 0.1 (0.075)
10 | 2%, #9E A=A 7z | 00 - 0.050.025)
11 | 2%, g2 A -

o ¥ 2.9 class 1, class 11914 & &9 duAgsLg 7HA

class 1

(1, ==1
F(x)—{O, x*= 1
class 11
AR

w3 AQYzAY HANE o+, 2EH2FEY FIMAE s*, Mol PJAXNE a*2 39 x,8
HA2go o& Fatn, A& FH AAEE vehhe AxXIde= Azke] AAAHE EE
sod© o, & add B deld Edelu 1 uE sl AAATe 2Ae WA
A TAR BEoly orldEe BFriAY Foo] AYET
=%, xE, 2¥8 2948 2ol h(0(=1,2), ho(x)N(i=3,4,5), o (x)(i=6,T)
gli=1,2,....,NE &7 F4=2A, 2EY25E, A4, AL Jede AXATY ASE
4z & o ot} Zol T

wi=h,(c") (i=1,2)

ol w=h, (s (i=3,4,5) 3
w;="hy(a") (i=6,T

2 HE wE 789
i w=gdx) (G=1...7 (4)
oz ¥ x & 7%

7 )
S

i) x,=

g Adgo.
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@ ¢'=0,5"=1,a"=09 ®, Hete] Aejo)ny %, =103, Ho=2 "=1, '=0.5, o'=19 ),
HZF Jeold, x,=x",7} B}

3. Fault Tree’d9] It AFA Fzmuy

3.1 Fault Tree Analysis
FTAGA Alxdel 43 Z& Aue slx4e a9 TEEFE AR Holgn 49 g8
 MN2de] A Yza A AlRHT Qi) 22y, o] AxE E4¢ EAd g o
€8 & gled 2 FAZ sus Fx2x Ame o)},

S, TRH Aae B3 AFWA Aol A BAGRE BRATE RE ol oy
PR, HAAGE Aol J1EAde BYIRE Holgol Rel@ A9 A = )mAg

o BHE (01} el [0119] &3t goz Aosts Aol

FTAGM BEAMF1AH 29, AHH 20 Hele T2ad40 o F4Y F e, o] 23
2 HAAEE AHEE A MinMax@4te] o8 47 o]Fold = At

FTAYGA Fault Treee F4ALE, 7|BAIGO02 Bl 435 SAxo= Sdoldxn AzHe
YAAgte] BAE F2 =93Y =L AlLes Bool=2le] metr =Hxoz yFd$H
etk ojd] FTA HAAME Argain, Fzg4q) =235 =g Pogg HFH A&7
AE Q49 A e =2 £ glon, Aade ymkye AR dE 23 Hyoix 9
ASEFTEN H71g £ Yo

32 7|12 M9 Fo % A4

A" Abgol H4o Ao BARE go=, 39 ALy FHAFLEE 7 FYas Q=
B, Fault Tree® $3 H4AF02 AAHE 7 7| RAY S SHH FREE T3] g3, B
AFAME  SaatyF(11)o] AL 14wz oH Ao FEAAFANE Pu 4y
(membership value)8}§tt}, oo olsim e; 5 AESE 3+ 14 uyd E =[e;] £ e;=

1/eiclehe H+BA(reciprocal)®] 42 74 A+Pd=H, BE 1 j ko AANA e re;—
ex (4,k=1,2,...m)9 BA7t 4Psh= o, A= 0o] o}y AFAZAY A=p o]8 #H 4 (rank)
7t 10] HE2, Ax=nx (x= ngHE)o|n e;=w;/w wE 8259 AAZ)7 B = o
VA kSt I(kI=12,...n: ne 229 $)o) gs] 2 WA wp, w©] T2 wf o] g
A 82 k9 19 AU F2E e,
ew=we/w; (k,1=1,2,...,n, k*1)
°f #& Azl 84 jol BN eyg VA AZ @ YU EE d=g)
1 ep ez e,

E=]": : : 6)
€n ©€p €3 1

a8Y, B 24 % 14umd o8 dolF FAANYozw o BA ol Arle A7 Qo

22 old diE dBA FAE A nHANMY e HYs e w;E T3 F,
Ew=nw, w=(w,w,,...,w,)

E, B4 18825 8S Holgte] 1o ¥rte A ¥ =(consistency index : CNE 1 A%

2 AT W, ep=e;cep’t BE 45k U AYsE g9 pe ARl ddm s,
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. _ Amx T
g & CI= n—1 (7

2 Ued o JgAe] RLFE o e AXA d4.

£33, SaatyS<S F ol AdI E(relative importance)& A&7 &, FZ 82 1, 2 9
= (19, 1/7, -~ 1/3, 1,3, 5 7 9 22 & a(n—1/2 A @& FAAZ F23 500 ~
10007h8] nxnAde S22RH AFE=Y HAS e 279 AF¥=(random consistency
index : ROE otel g ol AASAT.

" 1 2 | 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
RC 0 0 1058109 |1.12|1.24|1.32|1.41|1.45

o 71o) A, ¥4 (consistency ratio : CR)& CR=CI/RC3 ¥ W CR=01 ol® Hriatel BTk
o Aol Yotz m Az At AzEeM T AFH (ordinal)E Al 77t A
T8 2 ok gEd, REFEEN 9§ 14T B L Saaty SOl A kgt vlo}
Zo] CR<0.1& 7|1E22 @4,

4 WA ZEL o] £F Fault Treed JARAHATE

Z 3 FTANAE, ojd 7|8AMFe] wajo] A Al oju & Jge uNENE &7 AHA
Tz (structural function) @& Aok 71 &AM 79 AEHE x2 EASE, x© G5
Ze 2N = EA FHY,

x:{l 7| AV 7 A
0 1BAE vF A7A S

e A 0= x={x,%,....xm % FFEA Aoz HI4IT

(1 AR awn
2D={g Byagel wasAwED

£%, AND, OR® =7 gatedl W@ F2HTE

® anp(2) = f:le,- ®)
(DOR(&)'_-I:jxi_A_ 1- ]:Il(l_xi) 9)

2 Aoy ordA, me 7IBAVFS] Fojth oJutA 0 2 Fault TreediE AND gate®t
OR gate’} Z@so]l AAAEY F2I4E TAREE, A O(x)E ASLAAN ARG A
He 2xgacdE AL /B £92 gated] F7F woH g date] BgaiA 9oz gojst
A 9tk g9y, FRES 2= 2N AAs] fEd VB RARFTE BE3A &
A 9o Fault Tree® AH8@ 47t 9tk maA], AND gate, OR gatel W3 F2EFE =
3 =g Aniye A ALHA 4 (8),99 Holg thg3} o] AFFH.

]

=
T
2

Oor( D = ,\in_‘}_de x; (11)
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4 (10), DL HAX o) &9 gi5A0] MinMax Ao 2 AP gL &8t Ut o
2 A®), 90l HEHA 2dd FAE Hao PFALel de Fz2YE 0o g AR A
g Qlol A BFHE =R $ Aok TF JEAR 9] Ay x5 REA 07 19] 23

=ER HFY "ot o], (01)A BE [01]2 38 & g

Ae] ANGHHAN, NEAMY] THEHE F3H BYP] dae DY ol FAZ o3
2 287 g o] o7)o A& Blockley(12)ol] olaf g olo]m Lo 0 E Py o] &gt
AF 718AMEE Fi2 EASE, Fio 2d%7te dojeis s ALgaA H3HA H=d, 712

d Fel dE 09 JAEE G2 81 ot AANgez duhdc @ F,9 A2
B YR TE aAAe BAY) FuHe JFE wesy]) P, ARAYY FaT o,
g A% e ¥ FuA Fo 99 FYUh oy AlgstE ddojmis

(01124 Helse o (support set) S 7Hd HARFo 2N FAYT 1 =4 ASEHFR
A i F8EE nd Fo MIEE E, 71EARY AEE G, 2258 w;et st

¥, olg F2E9 Max@del S8l Ei theds gol sy 4 o
E;=G;Uuw; (12)
A, 718AES FREE I %] 10 HA 3 F S(normalization)dt 1 E;, G, wg AL=EgF
® A7 pp,pc, 0 Y, pg(x)e
rel0) = pc,(DV u, (%),  x€[01] (13)
A7l A, 71Z VE MaxE Uebdo

5 A4 pattern? FAL=H 7}

AP G2 BHY Az AHNHATAE Aoz FHaE FAE dertx oAl
A7t EAnZ o —fzﬂow, AF7A o] F¥o] Aol kT YukHol FHHe =
Atz etk BATANE 2379 AXNIYRY ANE Jzoz A dpattern®] FAIEE
H7tete Aoz @ o)F Fault Tree’ds] 7R7H9 71BA Aol e A= x9 Hr1x7 T2
Tl A3 AGAdel did FHA A2 = (aggregated reliability) 2 Uebd ®), o] F#H Ngs
A A% ASZ=FFE Agst " W AW A(typica) V=4 patternol o FAES
patternd 4 9 /Nd & ALgsld Y 4 Qo
el A3 Aol error possibilityE Fpg, vla A M8 pattern®] error possibility &
Fs23a o Juydgss (V4o 83, o=[0,1]1 o disid 012 2 171604 019
GAE o-cwtE o, Fi Fso a-leveld s Z+7 (Frloe=(x1r(a), xr(a)), (F,),=

(x1:(a), x3(a))2 W, Fpi} Feo Ads
d=fol[{xm(a)~xls(a)}2+{x2R(a)__xzs(a)}z]uzda

2 e £ o, dwtdoz 01144 FA=E A i jo AR AzEdsE
re(x), pp(0) 3 18T HAE d;E 40z Yud 4 9

1
di= [ | ne(0)—pg, () | a
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o] e zaaA 7] s, FFNAEY ASEFFE pplv), 1Y 3F & AIH
patternd] AZEFSFE pp (03 7, 8 ASEFF7 e<s[0,1] o Hsts 0.13AY A
Ao etz kk=1,2,...,/)8 384 patten®] Fet & o, 1€} FAEE

1
Vk=j(; | pig, (%) — g, (x) | dx (14)

= wge & 9omn o gozM NHAFY/ATRI o= patternoZ EFE F JEVHE B
ot

A7l E Al NEEE 2Y3 F gol, s B, TEth, "B, ¥4, Coff -9 &
t}, o 5359 M patterno 2 BFaE, o) AF=TFI 19 A7t $-d A7 B
2 00 7S E AFES &L Ukt F, TR ASERTI o= A8 AQ pattern
g8 st AgEY #e Aadd g8 V@AM ez dehded, o ol A& %
7} AR AFA patternd) 7H7He BEAL 7Rt AT & A

1.0 p(x)=(~p+1)"
. 0 u(x)=-—ﬂ+1
) 0317 (o= {x 05(0Sx<0 5
x—1. 5(0 5<x<1.0)
@ 03 05 10
(@ ¢ EF ® S © 33
1.0 .
wx)=x
W) =" 0.5 .
u
0 l Q9. 0.5 1.9
(d) I ES (o) UERE-

a9 3. Ay A A pattern

6. 42

6-1 712233 AA AR

NEAE D @, @, @, ®7F 18.4% o] Fault Tree2H @@ o] AZAE o1& o, 7]
2AAe) ke A xS HrAE Agzd, 2EH2FE, A A AL ZF NTRAL
W grixe ¥ 3.3 e ALE dnh

¥ 3. 718AMEE BohA
7] B A A @ @ ) @ ®
F Q24 (c*x)| L0 05 | 03 00 | 07
e x5z (sx) | 05 03 | 05 07 | 04
P A (a%)| 10 05 | 08 10 | 08
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LA APE 71A k9 7

S, 19 4.9 o] FNALALY w3 A3ty AP 7] e
VMY ARG EDY EAFY(AND gate) 32, A2 (OR gate)?) BAE 28 gd5=
Ro 2 ol o 749} <17te BERLL BBER ¥= Ao e~
TOP
[ ]
Gl G2
! 2 3 G3
19 4. Fault Tree9] <
o 7] o A,
O : 71492 Az ddtzg
O: 71Aazy
ol
DF @= FARY
@ O FAAY
@% (G3le azzdue yeug,

E 39 A 7HA 294 9@ Frixe

G g3 x,& FH WA,

ZI12AME @A g x,&, c*x =10, s*=05, a*=1.09 HZF Feoy x o gu

Xol =031°' th’
EJ, A=gHIte fuie E.1o)A4

(D3 29 1.2 FH olele E 4.9 go] 78 4 g}

£ 4. 718AMEE A5 AP

%2=0.36, x3=0.40, x4=0.67, 28T x45=0.28C A=1}.
m=22 & 4, z} 7|2 g Agxe gL 4

02 | 03

04 ) 05| 06| 07 ] 08

0.9

1.0

034 | 053 | 0.81 1.0

ug (%)

081 {058 [ 037 {025 | 0.17

0.13

0.10

043 | 066 | 0.93

#e(x) 0.28

097 | 072 | 046 | 0.30 | 0.21

0.15

0.11

pp(x)] 024 [ 036 | 056 | 0.83

1.0 | 083 | 056 | 0.36 | 0.24

0.17

0.12

013 | 018 | 0.27

ug(2)] 01

041 1 063 | 091 | 098 | 0.75

0.49

0.31

039 {061 | 0.89 | 0.99

Lg(x)

078 | 051 | 0.33 | 0.22 | 0.16

0.12

0.09
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62 718A3E TRE
olAl, F2EE 1Y 7 7B AA=HIAE F8t7] 98l Saatyd WHol WE FTL
e, 14H I 9% 285 HHAJ E 5.9 2ol FoAAZ o,

# 5 14ulaAs F7HA
Ol 2ol | ®|6
1 (20 |12 |15 |25
0.5 1 ({06 108 |15
083167 1 |10 |18
067| 1.25| 1.0 1 |12
04 {067|056|083; 1
34 | 659 436|513 8.00

X 0 8 8 0 O

7t 7| BAG d§ AAs o FAE ws
w =(0.297, 0.156, 0.23, 0.191, 0.126)
oln}, PrHAHe AT S BH}E HERAMS H Ao

A max = 5.02
£, CI=(Agyx —n)(n—1)
=(.08
o] dojA 1y, ¥ 204 RIE 112922
CR =CI/RI
=0.08/1.12 =0.0

wald, CR<0.1~0.15018 A&Agol Ak Bz Foh
63 712A A F85E 13T APAE] FHAAE
B i AHEe HriAG FLES Mindidez T ZF NEAG i A
#E,-T‘:‘,
pe, = @)V w; (i=1,2,...,m)
oln, &7l wi 1R Faxeg &ns, 7t 7| BAVGe dE FoRE 1Y
T ¥ 6.3 Zoh

o

A E

¥ 6 Fo5E nAW JEASE ABUAE

x 0 011 02 03] 04} 05} 06} 07| 08 09 | 10
pe (%)) 034 0.53 | 0.81 10081 |058 037 | 03| 03| 03| 03

pe(x) 028 | 043 | 066 | 093 {097 | 0.72 | 0.46 | 0.30 021 | 016 | 0.16
pE(x)| 024 036 | 056 | 083 | 1.0 083|056 | 036 024|023 0.23
pe(x) 019 019 | 019 | 027 | 0.41 | 063 | 091 | 098 | 0.75 0.49 | 031
pe(x) 039 | 061 | 089 | 099 | 0.78 | 051 | 033 | 0.22 0.16 | 0.13 | 0.13

t}&, AND, OR gateZ QZE 71EAMY, FAMY, QaAdel AMAmE 19 8ol wEAM o
7 go] T
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WA NIEALO% O AND gaezH 9299 YemE, AUNe Foe 7o + gom
e 3A8[G ] o Qyusz g

]

7. HE, ™= 115:4/\,11155

x 0 01 102 |03 |04 [05 06 | 07 08| 09 1.0 ]
gy | 019 1019 | 019|027 | 041 [ 051 033 | 022 | 0.16 | 0.13 O.Iij

E2, 39 oAk 2ol [G3 ]s} sy @e 94 AND gatez ms D s Aol €
A (G2l qguse 2an.

£ 8 HE,= llz;m/\/lzf3

x 0 01 /02 103 |04 [05 06 | 07| 08| 09710
g, | 0191019 | 019 | 027 | 041 | 051 033 ] 022|016 | 013 | 013
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