97 FASd AT E=TF
=Y 23 8 3

AL A= XS AT UYL F EH 7Y AE

AL, B, 0143, AAF
LEDEEEEEY
RAFYA F4F HAF 150

a o

B =2e F884 bdA I 7 (Probabilistic Safety Assessment) o] 4 83t gl @& UL AE
¥4} (Human Reliability Analysis)?} @3%7 7]o] @A AE& A48y, 9HLHF +A(Human Error
Analysis: HEA)Y} B 243 7 | &-& AA A 28z, @712 Add A3 F A 71 F 77
A 71HE EE) 2N, 4 1Y AL HY, 0 F B 72 B U, o F B WY, Vv 2y
ol dsiA F3 vmd ARE AAsHHTH

G E 23 ¢tAA 3 7H(Probabilistic Safety Assessment : PSA)= A| 21 2] ot A& Y3t dH 9
AT (AT A 714 e 2808 8 A Adele s Ausn, 4 AYele e B4 g5 &
71Ae AE % 23 QA S £ 4 (Human Reliability Analysis : HRA) 7] & o] &8l &2 o
AMES 2t 8-S oA DA Al A S Hrlehe A" GHA F7F =79 Fhutolth
OB 8, PSAYA HRA & FHEE 4 AU 0o A 1A e 7R = AT £3 7t54 & &8
2 A4, ¢V @ 5 28 (Human Error Probability : HEP)S PSA ¢] ¢]3 0.2 AF 3= Holt} PSA 9
HRA o i3t o]2j3t %4 Ao ujg 8+2 Zuo|do}, THERP|1], HCR[2], HCR/ORE[3], SLIM[4],
STAHR[5] § @A A1 852 9714 718 € HRA 719 tii8o] A A E o Fg 4 drthe
AFAHQA F7H) AFH AT T, PR 7IHES A A Yo o] HE A} WA o4 7
Hol digt nelg A A, FAHo2 zelite oA A1 P99 Frrelwt YFH Ak @&
HRA 7| E 9] o]2] g #oFy o 2 l5te] b Bt Ado] FaE o] Foll= FHAJAHNLF T4
Bobg A A 5}R] R G 2k obel, A Mg o F 24Ajo) AEd Hrle 2 /9 A M54 S AR
B A Jrhe 4 i R {2 Qe A" u e ARk o ek R "ot

=& olad HRAZIHEY TAE 537 dgt dgezy Ad30F ¥4 (HEA)T €A
7R AP Ho] 2 QAR B /UES AN, 4 7|PE HE WA, oF ¥ 722, 24

g o F 24, 71 2l Fol M 4 7P ES 4T vn, ZES A @t

=

.03 F B4

e
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Kirwan[6]°} 21318 QA 2 F ¥4 ojd Hefo] AH Q{71 A8 0] (External Error Mode), 913
279 ¢4 Yol F3Ao] 1 (error causes, or Performance Shaping Factors), 1 3} of o] s A w43} A
5] =4 (Psychological Error Mechanisms)& W3 ul 222 932 9lt}. External Error Mode 24 9
2 ¢ A A& AAE swain[1]o] AAF BF AA7} dEHo} AHLF Ye)& 2 A Error of
Omission, Error of Commission, Extraneous Act 53 2] £F R} olel@ 212 2 7 A E{Fyo =
T UHLF ZAE AT TAAL WAL AN A- T FAHY QA F T4 wkE A E
7] M E AALF AXY Y ¥ ol 0 F W B, F AL F A 997 A&
o} ok ol @ AHRFol B4 AU Fol AT FHAR BAL FA $YHT A= AR
A5 FARM R ASAANEAHLF §EL A7) A= Dasi),

VHLF BY 7Y 2aA & =& 2748t 5t 7] & GEMS, SHERPA, PHECA, Murphy
Diagram, CADA, HRMS, COSFAH Fo|t}. o] &-& oj & Rasmussen off 2} :2¢HE Human Maifunction
Taxonomy Y} SRK (Skill, Rule and Knowledge-Based Behavior) 2 #[7]0] 7]1& 7t AU R 315} SRK
L YA 7 A5 S AP L2 opYA L, AAH 2 F $M 9 /4@ Evi7} I3 ATHS). TS 3
oAzt ol diste] e8] 45083, 4 Hel & RIHA] 71 Eof o} 45 v astg

3.AXF £4 7Y

3.1 GEMS (Generic Error Modelling System)

GEMS (Generic Error Modelling System) & @[9]< Reason o 9} #|¢t5¢ o0, SB, RB, KB &
25 x@ste THHY 2/ 28 A& 498 Uk Reason & 2 F & Ell(error type) S QX Al of
w2} Slip, Lapse, Mistake 2 78314 ch. Slip 3 Lapse & 92 )59 A Yo HAA o] g9l FA Yol
FHEA NN 29, 719y G T Aste] WA= LFE T}, Mistake £ ) E P4 74 of
Mo A, 5 S8 dR0Y BF 248 AT WY 4 dAcAM e 99 A, FE ANE A o F
€ ¢t ol F A EFVH YA 2{FE RS U REF A2 AR} 284, Reason 2 SRK
A} 28 2 F Y EE SB Slips (and Lapses), RB Mistakes, KB Mistakes 3 7} 2 2§ 3t}

SB @A A AEE 2K YFEL 2 A 232 (inattention)2} 732] (over-attention) 2 213}
of G FT}. B o) F9] 7HA(attentional check)7t B AT £371ol| o] & W)= AL Falm, B9
 Routine action A| £ 8 #3192 Fo] ZA17 L {FE #2171 AL TP} Reason & RB ©7 o]
Mol o FE A ZutE 19 FEE H & (the misapplication of good rules)# A-E¥ 73 2] 2 -L(The
application of bad rules) ¥ 50 2 ¥ {3to] dPatn gt SulE 739 2P H L& o] FHo| Y
oA FRol e SutE 13og HEE §F UAL, S8 LAY £ ' A 4BAME o] F
L FYSA AL EEE 798 Do 22E FAL 53 430 A TR gAY 2R ¥
HE A4, 2L 739 YA R o] 23837 tYunsuitable) 8] £ & A o] ALt (inefficien)) FYS =
7358 gtk KB BA oA BAsHE L FEL A @ H o] 4 (bounded rationalityy & A 4 H (problem
space) o] Ui gt B4, 23 &g 9] 4] 2 & (incomplete or inaccurate mental model) o] 7113t}
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3.2 SHERPA

SHERPA(Systematic Human Error Reduction and Prediction Approach){10]= D. Embrey o} 2] #] 7)25)
Ron, AHeFo AN ¥ AFH P78 BF T2 Qe dF9 AT B A A o
o2 FEY, AT B, 2 HF A T AL HasE] 8 A, TH, AA B A Y A
AN 5L EF X930 AUtk SHERPA & QAL F 52 §7) Y38l A58 F A2 wad wa}
EF @ SHERPA A A H=H3t3 Qe AE A2 7 Rasmussen & R A 2] @A) 71281 b
3 Zo] ¥I7kA AE 4 og FFahn vk SB A e 4], RB 2w M) 5k, RB AY A 44, KB
A . o] 718 BE BA4E Ag ANFSo] 393 Fogo] e Ao HLAEZ Hol Y},
SHERPA Al A & o2& A 7-& £437] 93] A% T84 71% (HTA)E o] &3t} SHERPA o) A
A3t QA 2 F BA(HEA) 712 Rasmussen 3} Pedersen o) 73 24 why (8} 7] 28t Qoo
S RR=E Hotdly] Y% Flowchart & A Fs8tx itk =&, SHERPA A E 914 @ H 2= (EEM)9}
AYH o/ 4 7 PEM) dE 27 AA & ATt Yot
3.3 PHECA

PHECA (Potential Human Error Cause Analysis){11]5 Whalley ol 23 7|d€ QAo & 24 Wy &
o]t} PHECA 9] 7] & Q& A2 Fof A o] £35<Q 2129 e (Task type), ¥+-3-2 &l
(Response type), 2.7 3 ¥ (Error type)oll 2] &3}3 glulhe R olc} PHECA £ 24t Q) AR & Bi(Generic
task type) 7 73], ¥-3-9] e 7713, HAZOP[12]91 A A1-8-€ 8018 & 2/ dd) 107442 24 27/
33 Ith. PHECA £ ol & £/ AAZEE o f 94304 9243 942 A4 2§ Qo2 Re 53
E54AQAPSFs)E W 7] A% A AAE 22 A A8t 91tk PHECA & 187 7 9] PSFs & A Al &t
QoA L7 1 o Fo} BHUEPSFs & Wad & Aot HolA SE5A 2, AAstn gl B4 A4
o W AL BgAstttE Hrkg dn ok
3.4 Murphy Diagram

Murphy Diagram[13]2 Pew ol 98l /R =l on, 2} ojalA A @Alol A9 o F 2E9} a9 g
HoF UdS EEEY] AY BE =72 AL EAT QA 2R BAE 0 e Pol §BAE Yk
91t} (1) ACTIVATION/DETECTION OF SIGNAL, (2) OBSERVATION AND DATA COLLECTION, (3)
IDENTIFICATION OF SYSTEM STATE, (4) INTERPRETATION OF SITUATION, (5) DEFINITION OF

OBJECTIVES, (6) EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES, (7) PROCEDURE SELECTION, (8)
PROCEDURE EXECUTION.

Murphy Diagram ol 4 & 2} 9JALZ2 A QAo A HAY e 2 F 229 0 F9) 4 998 Y
E}) & Proximal Sources, 2} & ¢l 9¢lol v} A 2] 3 2914 Y}eU = Distal Sources 52 E & 3hc},
3.5 CADA

CADA (Critical Action and Decision Approach)[14] Gall o 9] &} 7Y =] 2, Murphy Diagram 2
EQE gt} 0F 58S A B4 /1Yo HAAT CADA L HANE 7228 #3714 A
A5 Pt olyel Al Ado] td 242 25t A7 Ag AR L 2T £ TS gk CADA

FEBY HRE UA 3L FYE 2UYEENH Q7] W Eo), 4@UL F2 A &

e

rif

2
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FA N2 FYE & Fojh CADA & 7 A1Z2A BAelA B4 75 o f REo} 48

ENE F UEF 275 714 € F e R7HA) 2 &€ 2& 3 B4 (questionnaire)& A F5h3 91t

3.6 HRMS

HRMS (Human Reliability Management System)[15]%= Kirwan o} )&l /|25 on), AHQ Fo A
A g3 AFE € BF ORI E U T B4 # 4 o]t} HRMS £ Rasmussen 9] SRK %
A7} Reason o] GEMS B EE 7|ulo 2 X F3HY o F/ #4o] 7158 E 39t 2 F 27/ AAEA
EEM, PEM, PSFs % AAE 7142 glov, o § £ A o= EEM 3 PEM & W35, PSFs = . 7
243 hsd B7HA o) AHg-d ot EEM o #F% A A< Rasmussen ] SRK Step Ladder 2.3 o] 7]¥t3}of A
2 AA] BAEE B4 5P EEM S A8l o], PEM o2 npivtA 2 Zh gAE 2 wA) 7
F %70 H=o PEMs & AF3D vk 94 3= EEEM$ B3I ¥ 2 EEM & 3414 = 9l
£ 7F5 @ PEM £ & Zoldit}. o] Ao & Hriztel Bde] QldT)

3.7 COSFAH

COSFAH (Computerized Support For Analyzing Human-errors){16]= K-HPES(Human Performance
Enhancement System)& $}8] Tujol A 72y AFAHA QHLF £4 Wy Zolch AAFE £¢¢
A YA et AR £ DAE AFAFo2ZN AAFH 279 €A T4 ol 24
o] W&E AFAHste Jttes TEstd IAGA Y S AH8dtn ow, dAEE 2 Fe Hu
(type)°t ¥ 2 (cause)& AA3HE= FH QY £ 7 A Al(dynamic classification scheme)E 712l 1 91th COSFAH
T 8304 789 A5FF 2757 2EE A5 8L ATt AFae] Hejof 2HE g0l
st 2y £/ AAE AL e A A B4 g dFolrt §3], K-HPES ol A Q=) A
QF UE YAL FHA g Y4 dAE &1 YT

4. AFHLFH BA 7Y vlm Y

EFoME Yol 2AF QAL F A VIMES 7Y AL 1, oF 24 72, B g4, &
FEA Y, VI 2d ol A 25 8, AES AAE LAt gl
4171 38484

7)A bRzt dhe 71Y B8 HHE Z 7P Eo] NI E B4 H ¥, & AAHYT &
FEAN AZAA L F 254 7 5 EFE R 71HAR, oy A 27/ 24 3E 051 g & A,
3

L ENE AL AR R =72 2&EE ADAA disiA Fs & Aolth.

R3A B4 s RFA BT
GEMS (¢} X X
SHERPA 0O X O (SLIM)
PHECA (0] X X
Murphy Diagram 0 O X
CADA 0 X X
HRMS (¢} X O (PHOENIX)
COSFAH O 0 X
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4227/ B4 7=

A71Ae 2 7150 drhd FRARJNI, F, 0 F £ Axrt A2 sty F dobt 22 F o
2 BNY £ A eI B A HRAHYSFE P Azl £33 gdo] Bo] /Y2 & loH,
ol = £ ajuict Aur} Aol & S Qlr} Wl 23 H ) BA AE /1A JPASFE B4t
o] o] HiA = 1 £zt U &=}t S Holth

ZE dao o5, o}F AA A £ 25 71X 1 & 714 SHERPA, PHECA o1, Y&
29 7|23 AAT 230 2429 wd 3+ 712 Murphy Diagram, CADA, HRMS o] o,
GEMS & #4219} o] 433 875 = 71Yoletn & 4 vt

38 Y
Z 7Y Eol 1A 9 Fol A3t 3l A 84 (Retrospective Analysis) 71 B U A, 2.7 M54 O
T d53 EA(Predictive Analysis) 7|HAAE FE3to] v|me%ch o714 SRK 2E2 A
Retrospective ol Hgg Zo1AT, o] ZAE o] &3t oF 7Y /AEE& A= Ro] "Work
Analysis Method{8]"°] T}.

Retrospective Analysis GEMS, Murphy Diagram, COSFAH
Predictive Analysis SHERPA, PHECA, CADA, HRMS

44 25 EM Y
Zt 71 Eo] BAE & e A7 B HHE vLd Ro|th Skill, Rule, Knowledge 3 9] Level
ENE0R 5t 2 71 E9 2N HAE ZASAT N E A4 At 2T, YEE] 7)Y Eol
Skill, Rule, Knowledge 9] 2 H 9 & o} Qlthil, SHERPA o] A9+ A 5F-Fo] B3] Fojx o] gl
=A% AL EHEE 5o gl7] W Foll Knowledge Level &) ¥4 & ok %] £33 U},
GEMS SHERPA | PHECA | Murphy CADA HRMS COSFAH

BAd9 S,RK S,R S,RK S,R,K S,R,K S,R.K S,R
4571 2 e
271 Ee] 71 Mo 2 B85n Y RUEL M@tk SRK ZYE RE 7Y EY o] 2221 7]
o] Ho]l k&S E F don, g ZIYEol eIt A2 & A=ty 3let
GEMS | SHERPA | PHECA Murphy CADA HRMS COSFAH
7] 4k SRK, SRK, SRK SRK, SRK, SRK, Step- Simplified
2d GEMS GEMS Step-ladder Murphy ladder, GEMS | Stage model
5.8
AR BE}E A AHF BH AYES 245D, IEED HE WY, 0F BY 72,

th 7l Seig YEdize AAE MR 1

L, s
AR A 25 (RB, KB I & 2 7)2] JAg EMo] T3 9100, QFHAS 3 Ax 3

Bt
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2
9
L2

E-H(cognitive task analysis)®} F2A10] 5 1 it di¥E9 7PEo] LHEANT L FEAHE

L
]

E'l_
@ AA A A LEMNE A8t 29 7]k 2% 2 (model-based approach)& N E&IL Aot £, A3
F RN g g Eolale =YL Rol=J|HEC] UAW, 2F FA AT ELNY AR

7t QAL Fof U@ A4 & S AT E o A2z YL

(BR8]
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