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Figure 2: The calculation flow-chart of consequence analysis model
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Figure 3: The software of consequence analysis model

REFERENCE
1. CCPS and AIChE. (1989). Guidelines for Technical Management of Chemical Process

Safety,
2. ILO. (1999). Safework a Global Programme on Safety and Health at Work, p. 1
3. Daniel A. Crowl, Joseph F. Louvar, (1990). Chemical Process Safety . Fundamentals with

—93 —



Applications, Prentice-Hall,

4. CCPS. (1996). Guideline Jor use of Vapor Cloud Dispersion Models,

5. CCPS. (1994). Guideline for Evaluating the Characteristics of Vapor Cloud Explosions,
Flash fires, and BLEVEs, '

6. D. M. Deaves. (1992). Dense gas dispersion modeling, Journal of loss prevention in the
process industry, 4

7. D. L. Ermak. (1990). User’s manual for SLAB: an atmospheric dispersion model for

dense-than-air release, Lawrence Livermore National Lab.

—94 —



