‘96 FASeLEs =23
b

VI=E o188 ASY/AAAN A LFH F71 ¥E AL

2&9, 334
Mg
MNgA BT APE 4 56-1

A5
b e
Mg QBT HAE 2-389

2 o

A&/RAANY AL} =&Y vAE 9ol FAA B2 W, 2 ¥ FHE 4 SlE
AAE FHH A 9 53] AALR/7 AAs e vFol 28 wdA 2 J7} hdS Agste
of @t & dA7dMe ¥R o3 AAQHA Y& FE FYSYAAEL T na Y
2 2M FYPEPAAE Aol &EA B o Ak JHEdA A 53 Aad/AAA dEA
2 MRA Z1E AR5 AR 97 i d83o A, & ol bdE A& FAA 9%
e U AHLFAE AE 715 vt K98 PYPYE 2 FAG

1. A&

19894 US NRCx A&=/FAA xA&4NEst Ui 2714 710§ A& 480e
s wmE BT YRS MSERT A BED o A" L AZA/AANY TYFHE A2
(Full Power)ollAY] A3A oz AF=HAY A5 AFE] T3S i+ d=2o. AAYAAS
FAAAAZ)E YAz AFHAT 21 29 AAATES XU dl7] AS(Standby System)S
ZAFE 4 xS FYSH A a3 i AEY/AAA s B A Yol AYH v B
3] REFSTEAMid-loop Operation)Aldis €AZ Y4 9471 Homz AANPAAF] 239
T $AA D AA 7S FAE JbsAdol B E3 REFSEAA 2D AA JsAN e,
27] AL BLAARZ FY 4F Fd 9P S3Pe) RHIY VO 2 o =N &
A71A 28 4 Y= Aolu

A22/AA(Low Power and Shutdown, LP&S)Aldle wAA ZAE3 wWFE] ALHA A3}
o, 32 A% 13 AFE FFHA ¢ He ARAow AEY £ FURG AZA/AA F
el A 4 AR & 8L s Aok F % A9 98 1= sty AFF A
o] ZulsHoz zA¢le] AFS o A3 RdFHol dn A2 E AEY/AAA QFHeHF B/ A
A7} A= ojof gt

#A4 AZYA9 di#ME THERP(Technique for Human Error Rate Prediction)™, HCR(Human
Cognitive Reliability) 29", 2183 SLIM(Success Likelihood Index Methodology)® 5ol Q1o &
E WM £ e hPESe] Ao 4Ad 3gHo] sick a2y ol WP EL QReFE
13eEL] § 242 AT FFsin] AEY A AHF Hrld ALy $7] Y E) fA9] A
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Z/ZAAMA A JAHLF Hrlol o)S Itz HEE v flon ZF 2d9 713, A2y 2
A4 Wel ol FAYt Jomg weel g Aol A AT 2 T84 ndd HEH/A
AA1e] M QF Hrlel tisle] Fga Wy Eel @S A Eaio] wtA =& 71EFS oA
AE Meste AEYP/ARNA ] AXHFE AAHeE Hrislool 3t B =FdAe 9FTE o
4% Jidd QITeF HAAE Nestd AZY/AAA HEAQ £3x AU MRA
(Over-draining®.2 A% RHR 7|5 44 38 &%) A7/ Hrld 343940

2. ALk Yy

21 9% (Influence Diagram)<} W

FREE AAEAA =g F =22 FAH A F2 JAEA £F2 AM-HE Networko)
gf 7 g mRdAEe o] 9FRE olgdtd A2/ QALK VAW FYSHANE =4
g3te] BHrisks AAE =4 AE2A/AXA dEH 20 MRAE AEZAZ AHgsige
o} o] A% (MRA)SY QAL F H/HE AF F¥=xe 19 13 2ok

28 19 Z e did dAne oed g 1A FYPEHAAEE ZAE Atolel &A(DA,
Dependency between Actions)& WElWlE DA =7l =4HAY. ol & ZA9}, O ZX& 83
o FTL AAE RAE, F Hdse 2AY FA FYPHE ZAE Aol st 424 A%
£ uehdth SSEC :=Ex F&olvt 87 A4 78w 2E#2(SSEC, Stress due to Situation
and Environmental Conditions)E Ueldith ol 849 AAQA 243 Q4 2 982 3
o QP ==% A3 X3F sk A=(QP, Quality of Procedure)2A] Hxte] Aol AHQF M5
FFE AT AL RSPt == CTe 24, ¥, 23 gl 3% 2AFe] EZA(CT,
Complexity of the Task relative to resources, coordination, and location)2 WEMH o]RAL w=
QPs} ¥ AR AR Ui 87 Agd #PE g4 0lg k= TEE A4 29 £831 FYE(TE,
Training and Experience relative to the action}©. 24 AA] Yol Al zA7 Q4 274
FEE F= FYSHAA L ol FHEAAANEL Y 19 o] AW AR 23 $3 FA
d 2% %S Fo2 Y = DFs} P9 =5 AF 9L Fo

AG AAJ L PSP ) gulE @A) (Detection) A= JFE weth B =RAME
MRA el tliME FEF AS719 FAnz Qs 4 239 27571 A9 idxn 71gsqc
2y A FE F83H F2 HE Al 9L 2=t o]l W) AY oF FEL AU HE A
HTm), &Y G4 Mz2HTa), AF 314 AIZHTDN & FFL de=h AT 3§ Az, Tde o
g Alztak 2] 4 Azre) Fojolrh. a7 17} Pol, o] ATk L A|NL AGMWd ol FX)
FYANE JFE U FFHes JHF FEFHEP, Human Error Probability)2 & &F
&3 (DP, Diagnosis Error Probability)# <=3 2% #-E3k(AP, Action Error Probability)el 342
FE A

2.2 &3 E A A (Performance Shaping Factors) 33}
Zt RS0 A B 22X 43 AR vl 9% 4 =AY 2 9F A
¥ 13 Zo| High/Lowe] % QA2 FEIAT 5708 FHEAAAL theled 32709 570

HA asju o= shie] FAEALRIA} vl Aol g2 AsSr Y58 3AY T2 7A
Zorg 7eg 32 TAE A2 A7 A A7E Bol AR 2, Grouwp)o 2 Aosiart
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7 +YSHAAS] F8HT FLSH 2T B F9A

2ol APk

e

e ©4g JFos FRI}A ¥ 19

2.3 BA A AHCorrection Factors)

A Aol g BA AXE nHE 0 7MF FAT 84 A2 A AAA rlesRRe] AGSH
LAzl ZIRAVLF 59 ol 7182 ASEP WHEH LA A ATHs]L old & 1
o] FYEQJAAES 12 YD YD R F5& 73 E 24 Jehidoh 2§ VIS @ 7
Fo2 3t OF L 11 UL IV, Vil digtsd 42} 10, 8, 6, 4, 291 JAAE 71RAGLeHF FEg F3
o RAsATh

A FIAA dM e TAELAAAES] 4T A=E Extremely High, Moederately High,
Optimum 5 3583 3929 %3 (Dynamic) 243} H 23 (Step-by-step) 2oz FEeFk #
A 4=3A] PSFs S5 @& QA {F FEFS ¥ 37 Ak

2.4 318 ZX(Recovery Actions)

2o "o ta ZPAtd 2% e == rlEH o= BHEPY lovMigez dgsigen =23
b ubge ® 49 Yelygich. 38 Information Feedback® o] Human Redundancy ©}€]ell

MR B
2 38 zHRecovery Factors)7t AaAel WAIHO] gled 1 dx & A8 F524, 01
< F3td AT

3. oA &A: MRA

Az2/AA ] A2 g F FEFFEALE 4 A, Tl 4(Over-draining) 2 0% RHR
71% A4 3E ZAU(MRA, M: Generic Top Event - RCS Makeup, RA: Initiating Event -
Over-draining to Mid-loop)S # =&91A AAIZ A2 QAR HJt Wy oA ZA= AH8-8t
9t RHR 44 245 A9% F A AR 1-AP-27.00(5-AQ AA 73 F4d9 3l gt
A e A WA, ¥E4 =™ x=d 898 1-CH-PCV-11458 Fax 33 % 98
1-CH-FCV-1122& Qol, & ¢£4& A7 RCS BEFE Z7HA RCS #9& IB8gth ¥
3 Vortexing RHR Pumpt A=, £84170 & & RHR PumpE 71& Azt

o] Aol WE Aol T o] 7HPEAT (1) NUREG/CR-61447614 A+4-& A1ZH3(Time
Window)2 AH&-Stg o, A 1 AZBHAZY/AAZY A F BAZ oju)ellMe] Zgsukg 1
239t (2) PRT(Pressurizer Relief Tank)®] Y23 B#ol= 34¥9(Disk Break Rupture)o] ¥ojit
71 A(A 1 A3 B¢ 51¥)°)l RHRS S| HAI71A B34, Ad47] el WA 9&< RHRS
3B A 712 B3t A3 7Hsk k. (3) RCS HlEe]l AZAEW RHR 3ol oj39gd 4 ez
59 FE2 & 2 B o]Folder gttt matA o] AP FHQ Z3)(Dynamic Action)2 43
At

MRAY dia 28§ sAFAAAEL G342
(1) 2% Ael9] 4E4(DA) RCS B3 A4} FA4d 38 de 2A4¢ . 2) 433 &
74 24 71AF¢ 2EHA(SSEC): A 43 Aslel tiFd REgE AT Qg (3) A3 AR
(QP): AA3 uiFA= o] glony 2 Ad AXFA7} ith(Abnormal Procedure AP 27.00, Revision 4).
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@ 2 =7, WA, 20 AA6) B AT BRYCD: nAE 9Bo] A () 2A BY T
W7 AYTE: $A9e 2ol A¥S T4 A3 Z90l Bl TAL a8, 2 o]dY) BRI
g RCS 92 AA%T ARA7IE AP B olzyy 482 3 oldlen 24 Y92
%33 ek

U A 1 Ael AS RCS WISAN AR wA £47Ae Ae 247 5%, 21989 @
£ Agsan?,

4. MRA AR A&

41 HRA A3 %

MRAY) B A3 £8& 745 19 29 2ok AL AW 0FolH UulAlE 24 44 QFol
. 99 B% C, 1231 D9} BE 47 9E4L /AR Qon, g 2AEL A2 S8R0

2

42 QA F B}

A, ADA AF e RE FAS] A8 AR EAHTMIL 339 AZG)A 8 51202 33
ot 283 ZAJeFAIZHTa)S 988297 RHR F=d did 2l 2= AL &8ty
15%cl8t FA3H. ol¢l wal AEFHEAZHTHL GI1E - 158 = 36%)o] "k ASEP HRA
Table 8-22 %8 BHEP = 0.001, EF = 10°|t}. 339 7147} 435L 333 2 o) o] 39 A V
ol £3. ol wal ® 29 RAJAE uAdFH, AL F &L 00027 Fu)

23 w3 g JAACF FEFL 7ok, Yol B nhs} o] A 5 Feoll & FH ZA|0)
B2 3 3dA BHEP = 0025 EF = 50|t} 2dxn Y8 o2 2As M2 23 &4 (0MD,
Medium Dependency)o] ATt B 4 3ok 38 zX9 A4 & 49 Jeghliglen, ¥x 39 =
A2 BAA 2A=Z, BZ 3 gL A 22 Bl 247} 029 059 FEgho]l RAHAT 43
Z2X 9} F& =X AT FE}S T 540 FIsigrh

THERP Handbook®] H=24YY =&d Z ©iEde QdeHF FJEyge BF UsAFEX

(Lognormal Distribution)}& 3t itk W&t JAHLF{E ALE7] fidids HRA A543 8
E#EN sle BERAA EM(Uncertainty Analysis)Z F8sliof atn], ol %3 HTZol AAQ
7 FE83L A8E 5 g 2 AL gew )
1% 29] HRA Event Treei= A 3% 27 &84 58 27 &= Ue 4 3lov, 3da} 43
= 43380k Success CriteriaS 9E8ct BekA] A4 AAF FEFHLS O3 go] 78 4+ ¢
.

Fr=1-(1-P)(1-P,) = P4+P,—P,P, M

A (D9 B34 ¥4 58 AFHe2 Fr 9 3§ Y E Faoo 0 o)7L 19 19
= VE Atsts Aol
epr=P;+ P, - P; P, @

/31'~‘r2 = /3P,2+ /91’,,2 - BP,p,,Z (3)

ol =¥ tFATERLER olf A & A QAL F Fgo BXE 7 4 Yot
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2

or,t= m[%ﬂ] (4

pr,=nar,~ % ®

A @), G)ZRE FHE, Xg=e"" =5.64x107% 5% HBY}, Xg=exp(pp,—1.64505,) =
115% 1072, 95% 8%, Xos= exp(up, +1.64505,) =276% 1072, £Ax, EF=\/ §—§ =49, 3

2
£ MRA 80, ¢r, =X exp (5AE0E) =8%9x 1072 o zste asy.

5 8 &

°]Fe] HRA W¢] & +=PEAA2E EP3oz n3std dHF FEFL T vl BT
AR g2 $PSPQAE] 9L FA4 2t ALY B APAME JYEE o183
o8 FAZPAAAES 2 4% Fgo] vk AE7Y FL HF2 2§ Fez2R, g 2
HESAN 2Rz 5o YA FHZAAUAE Alole] 4E4E FPH ez 3P 2dL AL
e AZA/AAA dEAQA MRA Al AL 53] AZA/AAA ZGAS] AT 7=
AEIARY 7180 o B3¢ 23 53 4%l AR Hof, FY59AxE aRHez 19
7] oBigd AL o= AL FHY F e FJ AAolth. EF £ AFA Y oA EARLo]
oldal A&A/FAA 9 te o2 YA A& 7t AEA/AAA PSA s34 #88 5 3l
< Aotk & dFAA AT QA F FEUS WYL AE FH FojAE A FA ok

iy £ AFINE FARAJAAE Atole] &AL BH] RG] X ulu|Pe] glen, &
ERAAM AT FAERAR dex gl wret nstelol & JbE AAS0] BF nAHA g
Aol gtk =G Az AEH AAx B QFE EAYHA Fdte BF= ANHE AZF/AAA Q
Ao RE EAHoR W 4 gle Btk U2 AAV ¢8E 5 Ug Aoln.
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¥ 1. PSFs %9 3HCategorization)

824212} (Performance Shaping Factors, PSFs)
ZAE Atold] A b 3 vy
=4 Fx SECS oy AT 34 A= Group
1 H H H H H I
2 L H H H H
3 H L H H H
4 H H L H H I
5 H H H L H
6 H H H H L
7 L L H H H
8 L H L H H
9 L H H L H
10 L H H H L
11 H L L H H o
12 H L H L H
13 H L H H L
14 H H L L H
15 H H L H L
16 H H H L L
17 L L L H H
i8 L L H L H
19 L L H H L
20 L H L L H
21 L H L H L v
22 L H H L L
23 H L L L H
24 H L L H L
25 H L H L L
26 H H L L L
27 L L L L H
28 L L L H L
29 L L H L L A%
30 L H L L L
31 H L L L L
32 L L L L L VI

* ‘H(High)'s} g2 T 22 F3o] Fol7F I A= € dusiy, LLow) s A7t s 3
=7} FEE v
X 2. 394l Group RA QA Correction Factors)

Group | HA A (Correction Factors)
I HEP" %10
11 HEP' X8
il HEP' %6
v HEP' x4
\'% HEP X2
VI HEP"x1

*+ ASEP Table 8-2(F% Figure 8-1)9 718 AY Q9% #Eg(Nominal Diagnosis Error
Probability).
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® 3. $3A 7} Group® PSFs Leveldl & A4 F FEF

HEP (EF™)
PSFs level Group -
Dynamic Step-by-step
. 1 0.25(5) 0.05(5)
Extremely High
I 0.25(5) 0.05(5)
) I 0.05(10) 0.02(5)
Moderately High
v 0.05(10) 0.02(5)
. v 0.025(5) 0.025(5)
Optimum
VI | 002 002 |

* NUREG/CR-4772 Table 3-5 #=.
**x NUREG/CR-1278 Table 7-2 #z.

¥ 4. 7 Groupd 3E =X QF FE3F

HEP
PSFs level | Group | Dynamic &3] Step-by-step &3 %3 | EF
T4 2% 9 Az 3

Extremely I 05 0.5 5
High™ i 0.5 0.5 5
Moderately I 05 0.2 5
High 1\% 0.5 0.2 5
A% 02 0.1 3

Optimum
VI 0.2 0.1 5

*x 2b¢] 84 A|zho] 30 oW ZA] Time StressE F& A% ¥ =X &7 AL

E 5 MRA AAFE9 z} QA &g

TASK BHEP EF PSF HEP
A 0.001 10 X2 0.002
B 0.025 5 0.025
C 0.2 5 MH 02
D 0.025 5 MD 0.0214
E 0.2 5 MH 0.2
F 0.025 5 0.025
G 05 5 EH™ 05
H 0.025 5 MD 0.0214
1 05 5 EH 05
* PSFs ¥ ‘Moderately High'Z <]nigich
*»+PSFs % 'Extremely High’'§ <} v)gt}
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DA: Dependencies between Actions

D: Decision Node DA SSEC: Stress due to Situation and Envir I Conditi
DE: Detection of Initiating QP: Quality of Procedure
Tm: {9 5§ A CT: Complexity of Task

Y
PSFs (HEP)

A Value

AF: Action Failure
AT: Action Type

DF: Diagnosis Failure

Tm

1. MRA

Ta: Y 443 A DI TE: Training and Experience
qQp
CT
e \

a8 1. AZA/AAA QHLF WA FFE=.

S
. ) 4(Over-draining) ¥4 A 49
: Failure to close 1-CH-PCV-1145
Ze "o e Fgatdl o3 1-CH-PCV-1145 41l 7 # 4
. Failure to open 1-CH-FCV-1122
& ge] e Azt g 1-CH-FCV-1122 B 48 <l 44
: Failure to stop and isclate vortexing RHR =
& "o g ZAYAdl 9 vortexing RHR HZ A=) & £ &1 4
H: Failure to start other RHR 8 X
L e "o g Zdxtel 213 ©h2 RHR A=) 7He &9 o

23 2. MRA] i3k HRA AFR %(Event Tree).

oMWY O W R
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