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Kiyoon Kim(KwangWoon University)

1. A&

A%t oo W FAHA S4of HF AAFAF L A Jidoly =AM B HEde &
Aol HIAUL, 53] Byoldt FAZF Fopst A F &49 Pt AFE EokdM=
EAL FaA7171 98 24 ARE qFade BAL 21 AQY. F2 o= AFE UES
9] 4t HHSo] WE FH AEE7 Astgel met A2 4BH EFH HET TR
& BAZ dqFEgn gl zu wad Q2 AE Jed uig 93 8d& Hetsr) o
<0 YR 71& B 4 Bl qF A4 2 AR A49 P, FPHA @ 9F 4
el Algo AF ARA AY, &4 A 2 AFY 28 T FU0= ZR Jlgd WF
AF BAol AU FAFH stk

g A2"H A2ge A% AAH] tiF FARTE APl FHAA w4 A% *
2o Holg dmgol) AnEgole) FYgo wEsa gy ¥ 92 FA ridelv B
AZ oA ATF 7ol Abgshe AB BE Auy g adE £/ AGse Al
ek 2 A 1Yol AT AP, /1Y B3V 874, A £F Fol delsr] WEd
B 719019l AFAES gL AR Aol 2L AE 4 UcAd G A&l &
o ok waEA 4 2ol AF Aoy AL 1NUA & 2ol FAY £ e H S
AH AR BE RAL 4P, FHEIE P #wA AFHolop gtk ojF PHEL 4
¥ e (Risk Management)&}il @33 glow ol AR A2® BHE A% A +HdAM 7t
F $AgAN F8F AGoladn & $ Ytk

E EEAAE 93 1B BI8 4% B 29 A2 54 49 29 =L AL
S 9% B HWe GAolRT T 4 AE A BA /YL BRA 449 guye B
NP F A9 53 AP AYE AY B4 MS 49T F Ak 718 ANnA Bk
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2. 99 we) 293 A9 ¥A

21 91=e] 99 @ AT FF

706 Fut oMol ZME AR J1&E REE] AT A s A8 9P 2y
2 AYE ARSSPAT, oL F2 R g @3y g o FHAA AT o
o]0} AV AWAQ #AMNAMY P allel 7IZAAM o} BT AL V&t 459 F
A M(rule book)E AR ©]F0 Rtk olsk Z-L HIWY A8, LF AFAHY AEE
ARy ol FEAQJ EAE ¢ Yt F, 7€ 7Y FR HE gy Fx2H g
F Aoz AFH A AT Wrke A ARAIA Gtk ole oH Afe A2H
o] B4 HFE FEE 4 ¢le A HAE = o, oE Atde Al HaH 2
Ao Fulg 2T 4 ok

7080 F4 ojF oo HI24 AAFolm £44 FY S AP A7 AFHAS 1979
of mar AHRA A8} NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology)ell Al 27+g ‘FIPS
Pub(Federal Information Processing Standards Publication) 65; Guideline for Automatic Data
Processing Risk Assessment’ojA] d)ole] i@l Y& Aol o 224 DA
Ao K A8 a7 WL F1 A431 ALE(Annual Loss Exposure) S 2A=2 284
e e) Al A 71EF vk Aok 19906 T HEALY Het R u TR &
v g 93 BEMAFo 74 ‘SRAG(Simplified Risk Analysis Guidelines)= NISTAHA o2& 7]
FAME G4 5 U=E FTEY HAAFt oAVME AF EACAE 7242 FES
I, 4 BAOE A8 AFH, $EA2", FANTIS QAAZ 0] e AsEE A&
gz TR, ol58 tA AR vEAY R e 9zkA(sensitivity)ol webA FEIA 7
%3t

19933 EC(Eurcpean Communities)ell~] ‘§1§ E4'olgls RuME LUt ArixE 71€
5578 913 EAWHES B4 §Y AANA FFLE H8€E & e EAYEE NEe
7] A ‘8PFFR(claim structure)’' e ETE ML FYEE B ohlet IAEEL
2 AN sl Utk 19949 A FAEE37]17(1S0; International Organization for
Standardization) ¢} ISO/IEC(International Electrotechnical Commission) JTC1/SC27oA] 4 1.7]
£ 8 3] A A (GMITS; Guidelines for the Management of IT Security) 2.2 9§ EMo &
& BEESE APAFI Ath

YRME GEAYRAE MEYI(JIPDEC)S] F& o 484 24P A+ 2
3} JRAM(JIPDEC Risk Analysis Method)-& AAl3lith. o]9 532 @AE A (questionnaire) S
ol 4% d Aad” FHYA A FAFH Fotg FAd YFIA/ANRL/FHET FREL/
SART FA oA Almyt &4 FEL dolEHRA FAYEAY BAST FFH HUE

e A £4e Pgtts Foloh
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22 99 B} AY EAse] 2A

a2y 194 vehdRe] 9% #d B¥AF A HE Ad, A, e A
Aatel BAIE A9 HEe] § ok, FR A2 A B H AL AR sz}
o Z3/%7rd ¥l @ AL 9 FEAA KA/FEYNE JA APE TFE.
Robin Moses(1992)ell ¢]8t®, 913 #el9 £ 2 A £4 A oaix dAY BA5ES
H4H FE7A Eol7l A B AP/ FARFIHE Aotk A TN, AR A=
9 9% Bde 2950 LolEYd F AE FENA AFY WES %S FaAE F s
Bt S A ole] A4, &4 T T AL A AAE X3 RAolnt. &
H, 98 M@ AR A2g3 o Akel 7144, 724, /844 4%E v1E £ Ae °

X A A Alzgle] AgFe AAFI, o2 A dFHE £4E BEA3e Aol

s

A3 el AAQAA 71F T Aol AP AN O 204 9F w49 RdE
B vk AR A A dig g A¥e o 2o

DAY BE R 87k nEslel @ ANAAEE AUsn, AAYL BRE A4, 2432
e ANES JHAE Wrhse 1RAQ @Al o7l Aold o], ATEM, o
olEl/molE o)z, ALEA/ARRY, A2d BARA, AUAR AFA, AT B wAR,
52 2y,

HAE 3
HAAH —i
U dARA 7A | B 5 AY
a8 24
A&

[28 1] 9% @9 29
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98 B8

2 H Ha® 24 H9% 33 e 4%

L #er4 w7t |

[2" 2] 9% &4 =Y

2) 9% ok Y¥Y(threat) 2 A Hasse)ol S F 4 e AHe] Lot ot 2 4
Pge Austn 2RaAM, BPUEs} SAAVNEL FE(severity))E FH= A& TR
Aol A¥LR wal, AANAZ AP AYEGH, #4, B, F), AHdd A% g3
AYPs(B7), b5, ol #n ¢ dHo e ¥ FF, 28z ALF Ade 2P
&, 78R g Age] BHAT, B dFd AFAE, uolex, ¥ F fIHZR
a% A ge 71ed FA), A g% vdEd JPEEHY FL T2ade] 2|
& @ z2AAF), ARA2Y AHIEAA 2, SR ZY, FA ZRRES A
3 A aZEgole] d¥el Atk

3) b4 W7k Aok (vulnerability)old ARA2H 3 g 7AE 4] 2 & A=
%3, Az, d=d@E, #4, S=dold 2ZEHo|9 FHE TP ok B FFPS HU
T BRI 4¥9e F2AvE Rol AYAE Frrsks EFHolt. FgAde #AA Y
(Retga], AQwa, AAda, AAnhARY, T NE A%, 7163 ARIGEI=A, &
Ede], $9AA, dolEmols, WENR, T dd %), EAH HIYEASA,
g, T BF FFAel stk

[N

H Y B4 A B £AL EAGE BFoEN, 9Y ARET £43718 F
AA JEAe Hsed AFHo ANV £AF0|E HAAAR ALY & glow, A
429 9% BANE olgad

5 nelg® du: wrtd 9¥ass Ak el BhajA Mt (safeguard)e e

gAloln), d71M AdaA FAste vlg7x Aol gk AT AP 8 Lo WEH
A 2agEe £AAL A F2sE JEFES VAR /37180,
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3. 99 24 A=0

Ar7|Ed g AF 24 dyde AFH S0 AAH Bl g 974 AFH
BNyl ¥ HEH £43078 FHA AdNE VU7 R (expected value
analysis)'Ql Z%old, 43 EMYHold £437|§ JAVAR FAY & oA AdE 7]
%9 % (descriptive variables)2 E @3l 7-$oltt

AFH EMYde £EFARIY, FERTIFIY, ALY, BuUgE AEdgolA Fol U,
AAGH RAYde dsoll, AVELY, #9244, HAE Y (fuzzy metrics), AEAY

(questionnaires) &°|t}.
31 A% 9439 249
311 334 A<y

FEFAHT TS A BYNEE Alshs 4E o]83le P& AFs s Aol o]
YL R8s Y5 oeld uf, JHBANEE 2450 AN ojfHT. 4 AFEA
g8 H4% F A¥ds-ES Audd. 4¥ 24 gL A 95 v A9E gy
dyoz A3 A £4 AL A7 A 2AEsE Fue P, AFE A2 B,
AR A £ Ad 7 "B 7R, Sl #¢ ARE #A%¥Y. O g dAe 939
SPRNEE AT A B4 €2 A7 4Fe v 2 Aol i &4 W] s ¥
T 3e FAdor ok 7HF ol &l Wy o] IBMS Robert Courtney F4o] &g o]
Tk olE 7122 A7t 7I&AN(ALE; Annual Loss Expectancy)S 3/ 435

S8 Bael ZARIHOZ I Wol 2ole AL Robert H Courtney, Jrol 24 wgos
0] NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology)olA &7F3lE FIPS65(Federal
Information Processing Standards Publication Number65)olA] sj&l =5t o] BAuH e £
< 89 AFHF A E vi¢ HAA JERR Aelth R. Courtneys E2E AP A A
o] £A(FEAHY F2, gAY T2, AU WA, A=A A%, £33 #x, g HA
ga)o] Pk PG agn, G4 Jle AY FEO gt bz s1d EAY(ALE;
Annual Loss Expectancy)Z A4t Sl 71dRlE PE o 22 2oz A

P = 1/3 * 10°%
A% By B AT 437 VE 9L ge Aoz a3y,
V = 10"

ayez, dz 7ld &49 Ex b&3 #o] A4tdn
E = P * V = 1/3 * 10(9'3) * lov = 1/3 * 10(13‘\"3)
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W7 M, 28AE EAW psh vE B4 WES £4 o3 FAd AAdeA (E DI e

Azt BAGA ALgET. 2 el vet pel A9-d B9l g AL Zel (X 2olth

s Ag2HezA Y3k 7i) £2AN(ALE: Annual Loss Expectancy)& Aldtshe W2
o) NISTS FIPS65 %3k ok}, RISKCALC, BDSS(Bayesian Decision Support System)$t
e 948 B4 AZEqoldAT ASHAY FATARIYY AP ABFANAE ¢
AAAEA AAHA BAE AANASTE Aold. adu, M ASHE A5t A
o Wd £8HQ o] i, £AL AFgsted ozlgel Aot 5 G2 ez 9
2t 71l SAAALE)S Adsted 2eol ok 2, 100d] 9 $1,000000 £4dol &
A" AL W $10000 &4o| WA ol $1000084E & Ad(catastrophic)& e} A

Tt $1,0000008 4 & Adeld, AFe 4ol A8 & Holth

(X 1) pst voll g gk

239 4 ¥E p 13 o &4, §v
300 ¢ 13 p=l 10 v=l
0del 13 p=2 100 v=2
3de] 13 p=3 1,000 v=3
100go] 13] p=4 10,000  v=4
104 off 1%  p=5 100,000  v=5
1de) 13 p=6 1,000,000  v=6
1de] 103 p=7 10,000,000  v=7
19 1003 p=8 100,000,000  v=8
(B 2) Wz 7ld €44 E
e 3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 $300 $3K | $30K | $300K
2 $300 3K 30K| 300K M
vel g 3 $300 K 30K ] 300K M| 30M
4 [ $300 K 30K 300K M 30M| 300M
5 $300 3K 30K | 300K 3u 30M|  300M
6 3K 30K| 300K M 30M|  300M
7 30k! 300K M 3oM|  300M
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uz] AHRe FAsEd &3 AMgEHE ¥y Fd sl PERT(Program Evaluation and
Review Technique)dll Al WEMEXE 7hg 814 At53 sl s 54 wieoltt. oy &
SEY 2N Ud 2N R 229 X2 3H /EXAE AdS A4 O 2
& ¥ZB ¥4 (Standard Distribution Equation)-& ©]-8&t}.

a+t+K*xm+b
K+2

Ey =

714, By = 99 717k2 21d(7he)g, a = 92l sl A wad 34X, b = 97
Ao 3l 744 d@d 22X, m = EE 08 £4 A9 Heyd, K = ZEHNI= A
(normalizing factor)2A] Z+e}o ¥ (parameter)ol®], 47} 713 HFsict. EFTEEAL Hoigd
A7k Atolel B Te BAUt f98d 9w olg" & lon, froFelx £E w4
F& olgdE Aol P}, ol&sr] AF AAxALRZE (1) m@L adt bEH} 2

g}, (2) K7 499 383 2ok (3) mgkol 0o1d Kot mgkg Il AlAA
ast be] WL = (a+h) / 22 A& ANE Jdigte @9 AR S REelm
=, 047101] AR G A A FaA AA Jlo &4 a4 FIAED. 9 T4 AR
of he 2 2& £4 Ae FAIFEUE AT 4 vk PERTeIA ¢ Zo] WBEEE
272 3§ 37 23YRUT 4% 33Yo2E Extended Pearson-Tukey 5%, Extended
Swanson-Megill 34, So] AUk

o&

o
=

rR

e
713

313 A4+3

B4 (scoring)f A NS FR87) AAAM NHAZARVEE o8-

(% 3 994% $4& 98 HASALLY o

slEugadd 74Ex | 4131 2] 1] 0| A3AxEF
EZe A4 5 X 15
FHARY Ao 3 X 9
EAzte) 2 4 | x 16
Eddxte] 2 2 X 6
7] €} 1 4

<8 9Y BVl JMNERDEY 9F Po] 9FEY L opATE 8A(FL =/
A 71t E 33 Zo), A4S 03-437A 53 A= 34% 5 3T 7Hed, 7
- 309 -



HIEMNEE SN ZEASYES =27 Vol.4 No. 1

€8 8UEd U A FoEA TS 018 5 U 2 o, & L P F
ol 71FXE FT ol BEA S (severity index)elm, /A BEXALEL TF gtol AA Z
=X]4(ASL; Aggregate Severity Index)elth, aeAE ASI =15+ 9 + 16 + 6 = 46 o]t} o]
3 Huigt(l2H, 03-4471A 238 & 5 43)e2 ZHE RE 8JdEE A= A B
EA5E ARG, ddM AQPEASFE= 4+ (5+4+3+2+1) =60 ot}

9g SAe @ANEe A AR (ARA, 0-15 3/d)E Bk AYE EAvie Asd
ZE=AF(ASDY ey TS I d2H, L) {dzt 03] A 1580,
A F=AL7E JAUigk 60014 46202 ANE ZA9o), TANEE FHsAn A&, od
AFEE d3t 53, E 8 AREE 4z s¥Ea digd Aotk g ARE AA o
2 AEel £4E e hy FAYA M BIRe FI

F83d J1ENE RAsE PHLE MAUTMulti-Attribute  Utility Theory), AHP{Analytic
Hierarchy Process), Borda-Kendall %, Minimum-Variance %, Geometric-mean consensus

matrix ¥, 5 G4 dyel Aok
315 AEHolHY

AEHIRE 982 Frteted W f8u, I olfe AXNAAAI «TMER AFJSR
2 oohizt g Zde #¥E FEEIT BAIEE U] diFolth. BETR AEHM
(Mote Carlo simulation)& Al2®o] &2 845 UXsa & i AT F 7yely, &
A9 BEFEUE Y $Ed 278 51 3o A A4HY A Al 1A 7
BeAE ARk AA, 2T =HE(spreadsheet)} AlEF oA dolz BAY 48 F st
€ 232 ALt 4, 28457 ntdd 2y AFEL A3 JHEAES FEEX
g BARY AR, 2R 4 P Jted Ao FEEXE Y87 AsM AEY
old 2¥2 dIn.

AlETolde e ey RYoz BAY £ Qv BFdla T4 d4¢ =Y s
et B, 599 PAHSAEHN Ag5E 7o AEAES 235 BAY 5 glonz

FAAL A HEE Hotd & . BF S AlEdoldE AFsrgel ol ulgo] Bo) &
™, EE Q F(sampling error)7t FEF AlEdold RPEZHE Y& BE A3 EF =
Aolty, =g AEHoH E¥ L 222 §E AFdte o) otHERE gAARAY} HES T
2 e e Y 2ot Mg wEoof §ich
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32 344 A9 4%y
321 9oy

o] 71y A2 AEIES AANE AN A
ARA 2o AAF g A AL EEAdT ¢4 95 2As e Yot Uy
o] 8 FFL AP ML FE AT Ul € 4 oz H4E HFE 5 Qvke
oltt. o] W @50 AR HoE o] FM N&de oAy 7R FA ASET.
d& £9, ddtolyd o3 A4H A AAAQd WG +4&9s 28] A8 vl A
A ZAY L A7 St

ojtt. wWsto] HoRA A¥ F4 He

322 olo7l4 Ay ey

olok714 Alv}iE] & (Narrative Senario) 22 AAZE old AHAE 7|dNE 2 J&H3}A
BgaA] gevte AME SAZ, dF =233 A0 dE AT AHES FH3)
€ Aoln. o] WjdAEe HE/L Jdo] AL FAHA 9¥E A, ofsh 22 Aplo]
A d8A AFA &Aool BAH=AE VT I AYHLES ST oY
AlUER ¢ FAEY WA ¢HE AT Fole, Bt T2y FoA 713 ke FEL
waz Add d & Pk AvEe FERS 58 UlFA A U AFA4L 4y
83ttt

olof714 AlvtEle HIyel o3 AP Az BAE 5 Qe A UF A, LAY

QE A P BE 24, AW 2YH 2Fo] nusEd LasHE WEL 7Y 5 &%
A Alc} Auens AHe ofF Fe JRE AL e AT AwA s
4 FEY 5 AL, Y B4 93 AGF0 A8 AAaFE A5 @vhe Ao,

gde AuEe de 23 TS e 8F £ TastE Rtk Aueed
MEAHelT AgHolx REHEZ, o8 AL 2HO2AE Al BA % Ad haiA
45e N g FES ek Bk

323 «94434

vz 943 &9 247 (comparison risk ranking)2 ¥li 93 £AAAEA A FEE] M5
&$)(ordinal ranking)® AA3= 7IMolt. WL 9% €923 4 A€ =& UE A%
7 H2E 5 7] dqEd, AV AHE o F dedA FRAZ & Ao F TS va
FL e T, A OE JPES AY FAHT Uk
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Jerry FitzGerald & Associates7} A4H3F RANK-ITS dalo] g o] &3 418 B4 AXEY
olelct. o]& o]&-3le, ‘oW Pl Fu AF AlaHd R o & 9FAY} ? "Ee AR
o ti§ 5] dajo] YYES dE BE 2 AHsiuzx Ao

EPAS | 2Hde
75
747 9} 7+ 9}
10.0 =] 2:3 T
A g A
15 A | 1535 0:5 s
Agsd AgE
110 4:1 2:3 5:0

(28 4) RANK-ITS o|&% A% €424 ®9 4

ALl d3to] Hel FAHLEL “ojd o] B o wAE Mol Bevt
7" ge RS 7ML F 7R 4¥E Al @t oo Yt dige
24, 1:008:02 0:1,.,F205:05((F A¥Y 127 59
 A), T ol 1 ol¥e sES HER ¥dE F Atk
SA2: el F 7FA AFHE vmEA A Aolg ME EE/2A P
agu, 48 RS 2237 AAAM FHLES AUEA ¥,
ThER AEE w3@EA k.
A3 F 7HA f¥el A & FAHLE] AAFE ;e AP A=A,
5% 4% 2:315:350:5 9 el U& & Utk
A4 2A3A AXE FES 4 AR FATH dEH, BHAIY
B, 3+3+1=750°%, 714 ¢ A=, 2+5+3=10
olx, AHYE FQ FeE 15+ 0+ 0 =15 o), Ag&£d A%
T 4+2+5=110] "},
QA5 A4 FAE e 2AZ A8 FACHES e deX e
Audd, Mg &, BYPAHS, AME J9 colth

ols} o]l A4AH &9 Z24 (ordinal ranking)2 £97F dd9 £AMZ FTHE Rolth. AM$FH
MEe ¥, FkY, 52 M8 A9 & H AT A EEAA4 VM 4 A9 e
7 4 A3 A 5 22 vdd Aot olgE gy JIF3F &9 2% (cardinal
ranking)2 Z} 91qd) dishA A 22 RHEE ¢S FA4F Aotk ol Ade Z
¥l WA 3 2 AT &4 A3 HYFES FY%es FPol T At

o] ol9e] A 9F EAHo R B XY (questionnaires)o]l Uttt AEMYIA AEE
< AFE TFYEA, 2HeIAL FAFE 2o #E AR2ZRE 7 $ . AREL 3N A/
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Z9, A, § 715AHU 9o wa} FREO UL, =], AZEY], A, T} 2L A
a2 714Ee ot AEAZ BE HZ BdiHo] 4%3F FHIFHe IAFAHE HAd¥ £
Atk FFol Atk 23y, AREo] UiRE UR dutHoln Ao FAAH EHd
g BB FEoY ZviE FAFeR BB EA Eile gl Itk

A71A 71t AFA 2L AA4F J4F B ol AdlA FFAHZYU(RIM; Relative
Impact Measure), Citibank %, Fuzzy Metrics & thd iy So] Aok ol e 938 &
e n]+e] NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology)®d NCSC(National
Computer Security Center)ollA 93 &zl Wy & A B d+E 32 dod, ¥
Bawe Ay 2 AME-E AYste AFAE @dE Aok

4. 917 B4 d9r1E4 A&

A BAEE A Aedde g, B34, A4, 894, T8 s F/AHE FE
Flof Fth, AY BEAYHE] A/AHE v Fol, Pery & Kuong(1981)e] A¢tg &3
#Ze 78S w2 2Ae Ad93tE b oz e BEHeE Algde A
o] g |3}t
(D B84 98 24yl AF 749 3G F=.
(2) SAA; BA/547E 344 5 7 ZE ¥4 TN A=
(3) =7; B¢ EAslcH 28 =E Al 24
(4) 2384 A8 B 235 ATl wolsd A¥AIE B
5 ol871%; A Bbhge afHo R olfsed A8FHE FAF A4 F
6) A7t A: 7it €48 238 A4F 4SS Adsts 33
e F
(D &37s4 44 £43 34 &4& vasga 34 &4 JAAEE gole
&4 F39 AEE,

2AYYES HYr|Ed et FHHoR B, BF, BEeE Y Rl (B Qolx w5
2 Adg71Ee £X0) obF F T8 |y, ¥E2 I viglelnt. BREFL AYriEe] FR
AAsA =g Aotk olst e A /A JerjEES EAYHEY A/DHE a3
A% EA7 3L AdAe 5 A% AAGE EAEe Aol ¢o

2ol FARRATYL nd Adel BAEAE A PPos Adel W
A ARE ol YFAA 7SEARAE Anlde Aoz ANede Avsm, Bt
o W@ WeEdel meh FAT 2RFE Yol FFA BAel ¥ pAYnE
$5¥ Ae Ddsie, 55 AUl PYNTY £AT7)e] U AAART Ye AL
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ARsZIHA JAA AdFHe] sMesieg dFE dHIEAM BA FHEAG. G,
AdA 71 FELXFAY, Iy, dyoly, €923, A eIy, FL& =% F@
A A2yelnz ¥A HriHA

(E 9 98 By ddoE

e o] &2 Y| & A
2 NEBRIVAY 1= d) AR | Ll e

s
HAXNEHIE (%S |52 (2 | WS |EHF &S| S
SHZNAIY | HE HF HE | HE [ HE | ¥E | &S
HEEEFYY | WS (HF (W3 | HE |BE HE| HE
A 4+ M |¥F | BEF US| BE |HF B | RHE
oo oo f | WS [ HE | WS | BE [ BE BB | ¥E%

<9 234 = |HBF (W5 | HE (HE | HE| HE¥
Aveleday [ WF (WS (WS | BF | U HF | ¥

CHZEA GO | WS | &2 | &8 (RE/HE | &S | 2 |(BE/ET

5. A&

ot

AY M@ FuALUR 1 el JUY, TA4, g4 IFE A + AT T
A" AN Axdel ALY ANHT, o2 QaA AAHE S8 BARE Rolnh ¢
¥ BABge A, AY, Ay, Rada), 2IT 4L AN dF 24F o) B4

243 ol

£

ul

A8 EAwyde AT ER 4378 FaA ARSE 71d7FIEA (expected value
analysis)?l A EAYHFA, 4375 R S 4 oA A¥E Jeds
(descriptive variables)® E @3l 42 B4yl Aok AFAH EAYde FFAHIY,
SRR, A5y, BUZE AR A, AAREHTY, Fol A, FYHEMYdAE 9
stoiy, AUl e, £33, Fuzzy Metrics, 2FMY, F°) A

A% RAWYPEL AR, ¢34, =8, A4, o187, ALted, 474, T AH7)
o B ES B/SHE 1A HE £V T2 AIALT B A4 AT €4
& deol ok sk T2 AP BAAFNA FFH EAYel FA4H EHMEARE A
F A -5 PPN, R o)8-HA ¥ ofe F8H 4Fde 1 e AF
AZstsieds @A7F A7 digelth. AP FAYNETL e A2 By &4darlE 5
¥ 7HN 2 FR ks A FET FAAE e A9 diREeltt FUARURE A4¥ B
gy o) BARAT AA AR AokE fEldel A8 S BAMske M 2 @AYl En.
e, AYrEe 1AM 2 BAYHS 493 JHesid o W-g ERHeR A

st ol A Th 314 -
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