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a4 dxEdALA S e ARANZEHGRY WEE FEEAHNMBARNPIHY
YREFoz FE glon, Ate AE 3 g Qe F3E(HEP)&
AFshed Exo] Qi) PSAS) HRAG) o o] AP A} 8 oo}, 71& PSACIA]
F2 AH8solskd THERP[1], HCR[2], SLIM[3] % oi¥¥o HRA HHEL Ao d Wde 2E
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AYo] Ut}

olfd 7| HRA HWEY dAE FES f4e WHozA A7 FEH did A+l
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NESUBTIRE:

AAATE A SHHoz Ao ALY LRBH PYSL vE, AEAAY. B ATE Y9
AEY AN FEA 9y & GEMS, SHERPA, PHECA, Murphy Diagram, CADA, HRMS, COSFAH, CREAM
SoltH6l. of FolA e Be AR LHENY AL 242 JFoR AAATE A PU
RELT LY

o oA wy : SHERPA, PHECA, CADA, HRMS, CREAM &

o AT ARLFE M HAF EFAAE #F1 = B : GEMS, HRMS, SHERPA, PHECA,
COSFAH, CREAM 3.

o 21 AnBY G GFY 579 AT
Diagram, CADA, HRMS, CREAM 5.

1y

ek

e

+ %= Wy : GEMS, PHECA, Murphy

o A 7l 7S TEIEA AP AAL: AR FEN HAsSGn fa=H = HRMS, CREAM, PHECA
S A AR wEE B AT E e HF ARG, 2 9y 3] d9ed 2w gl

HRMS(Human Reliability Management System)[7]

HRMSE Rasmussen®] Altte]® oJAlZA 2 (Decision Ladder Model)[8]9 8TA AA A&
A3t glon, o8 Edi2 z- ALAA dAEE dAseE H o F4H(external error mode)}
WA QFIAATFZ(psychological error mechanism)& 2zt 45709} 65702 AA stz A, EAats
A FoiA AR 54 FAE AAAAR ¥ TR}, FoiA AR L nestd Z A AAA
dolgd # & & L HFYE MU 2 F HYT 4FH LFFY YA E BIHE WA
LFAATZE 4 AAGAEE AAED FR Fo)N AR}

HRMSE Al AREN ZE, AFERF ZE, 2H7EM 2& A A9 253 FAH

EEL YA L7HE AFY AL Jiedc EEA HRMSAAME F2 AFH
(HTA) 71 & ol g%t AREHF EEL AdXLFY 7bsdol s ARE FE37 43
SFEA EELS Fod AR AFE mde AF FYPA YR £ A LFHYS

HRMS7} AAIE BFAAE o835t Wi 2EojH.

CREAM(Cognitive Reliability and Error Analysis Method){9]

CREAME 7]EZ oz S71x mag& sPiozstn vk, s COCOM(Contextual Control
Model) 224, Q17te] ARz} A o] Rasmusseno] ALY AALARZRFo) e} Zo]l £33 (sequential) 22
olFolx= Aol ozt «BFH(recursive) &2 o]Fojxy, QAx|AH Aoj= AL FiyF YA
2% (context)ll 23 ARAt= Aotk FHsAE UARHOFA, Rasmussend] JALAR T oA
AAF 8GA JAAAAE 4PAZ T AR RHQA SMoC(Simple Model of Cognition) AF&-3hil
Ak,

CREANE FEFYZA(CPCs)olete olBLoR 8749 2Fadeg ANz dd. EXaE AANE
A ade 133t LFENL FHsA o CREANE 248 #0584 37) sty A FEA0 e}
% 15709 AAAEHKH (cognitive activity type)S Hodtn Zt ¥z FoF AXNAAHS AA
s, 283, ZF AR BANA LAY F e JBHAY L FHY(cognitive function failure)
AAStL ok, wekA], FAE A5y did FHE AAAAE Fopstn, AAHAAEZ AAE
FH 2HAE FAA TEFRARAE 1969 7M1 HeAd 3 AT LFFE S AHsHA Ev).
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PHECA(Potential Hyman Error Cause Analysis)[10]

PHECAS] T3 EHZ Alad HAA najsiol & F2¢ AU H #d dAgr £
4 9tl. PHECAE olAS +HFAYAA(PSFs)Z Hdsztxm Ut} o]E st WA Fojd 2 FAH
sl AL {A(task type), ¥H&FH(response type), LFFH
o] 53} PSFs7te] QAAMAE o) &8t 4ALAQA PSFs £5E ¢

PHECAY: 7/09] HAEH¥a 7709 wg73, 109 L{5F8S AN dok. ARLFEAE
AaAE WY d¥E 2FRY FH F AFEME B39 2& FRE wEoes EAAL
A 1 FAY eHAYE A
2) A5 449

£ AlddTor M AFe 'Y IFISFEA, AR FAFE A GIGA
MEEX7 AW W EP(core damage) FEAR O)EA B FFox AR2E7 BE
stEAZIE AdAIZE g Alngd dFez Ag"  elth. olg JEYE AFE WG
SAMG(West inghouse Owners Group, Severe Accident Management Guidance)[11]1& 7]¥ EdiZsdlz I
#z BALe HA BEAHE nEstqd dF FFH, 2459, AlHATFAA A AFE FoiAL
ARAAQ 842 SAGsE 4 SAG-4 "INJECT INTO CONTAINMENT'(RA2FFZF) Ao g 2

A

H(error type) ¢ AR, 3 F
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R

5
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ARE BASE DFCAARE SAG4F FFFT AL 98 AUAE BAHs= JNIAANE A48,
Algld T E 88 ARE 3A A AFE Yo HLIAT. £ =goME ol A AFF
39] 4% FgHxo g3 A Ee HLZAARE RoFmal @t AA DR dg HEZAH
AR EF[12]1E F1s7) vy, AR 3 24 oS 22 HAE FAH U},

ZlI‘:' 3 ol :ﬁ:ﬂ é;‘(l

1. 4 A APY 2L (adverse effects) H7}

2. §-zZgo) g3 &sk 9yt Jo}

3. 35 AZL £Y3A L AL WA2 A A= 9% B}

4. B en u|FYPA TAA JFL vudle HeF £ oF FAY
3. Atage At 44

A5 39 4% FYEAd o A @¥e H8EAAE A7 ¥l ®2, E3 Hsith
A8 Ao} gl sl dHstd g 2ot

fr 4

HRMS ¥4 A3

® 12 'YAEFFEFS AR dF WS HRAAE RAFY. £RLF 1 5 AHH
B3t Pridtojof & FAFoRA, 'Y Y BFE HFH'Y ‘i AdAE QA AGAE &
A8 A5'& Hrkste Aatolth. F FAY EF ARSI AT WAR o]Foixn, JEd £
9+ oA oFH8 L WA oRIMFEE 22 "confusing information gathered". "incorrect-state
identification” @} "integration failure" SoJtk. Ha 19] '1.1-1) xA AFF HEd'dy XL
w4l AFgo] diat AL AAle] 7oz RE dolitt, olAe Tl AFYM FHgle] £F
7beAdol ez Aol Adolgt &G GEE T2 Y =7V LT "G

i 38 FF AHE YA &S Ao BALTE GA 2 &Y A dist grlelth. ol
49 A= FuAn @l dd A4 RE3 Fojn AF AR g BEFUAN Foz dsty
AEHA Frt ook, € AFE F2 AF H7IO)EZ interpretation” TANA FE o]FoAH
A A BZ(inadequate mental model)2 2 Qlgt HA® E2 EAAWT SirsM(incorrect or incomplete
interpretatiom) & YEld ¢ o, wAFHog ) Hi 4= 99 H7t AWRE EQREY F5 AFE
TR AJA &g ZAJAE ZAAst: Hlolrh. of HaEs AutE ool mEk oAlAFo] waEg 4
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A}, ojad AL 9HE WY © F(judgement error)® UENE £ Ao 99 vl R HAtol

@ A4 8344 (inadequate mental model)ol 7jA@ctn & + gich.

E 1. 'YA2TEE5 AT ule HRMS A& o

AR -3} QAR HA g8 HAY WA e HRArz
1. % ’Qi}g ol &3t F4 ’*"’434
ddd FRL(EFEH 9 54,
3 %)-% B 7kgic}.
1.1 98 % 278 23lqd F 2y} System state Incorrect-state Integration
whEE '21‘—%] T B8 A ol identification identification failure
D =48 AFF 34 gAT. Observation / System Confusing information | Inaccurate recall
2) R¥ST =9 < (L09) %. state identification gathered Integration
Observation / System Incorrect-state failure
state identification identification
3. 3F AL T"Z’F}’q 2e FL9 Interpretation Incorrect or Inadequate mental
gLl dAdd A= g Ze Incomplete nodet
9IS F Y}E} (Basemat Meltthrough, interpretation
g 87 27 H&E, =9 Core Debris
2RE9 drd BHE, HPME, CCI,
A FA)
4. AF FA A —‘?—3} = Evaluation Judgement error Incomplete mental
SR Fg Ao} LA 7P AP L mode!
A% wwste] Ag £3 o0 AR}

CREAM ¥4 A3}

E 25 '9AZFIFES' AR U (REM HAEEAE HAET, HA 1& 'HELF
"o og olRojd goermz, AAAFHFHL  "observe", "compare”, ‘“identify" Fojui,
SEAFYLe F2 AL BHE "12. decision error"E BAFATY. A 339 4= 4% Hrp £

gald Yo o]Fojx QOoBE "evaluate' FH 3} "I12. decision error"® ZA AT,

® 2. 'AARIFTFT AFo] O CREAM H§

al
=

COCOM_function

AL F=yPH A} AARALHY Observat ion Interpretation | Planning Execution
01102103 {117 12|13 ¢P1}P21ElIE2;E3
1. & @ AE o433l F5 AYH
#Eg 2AL(EFES 9 4, 4
= 3)S Yoo,
1.1 98 5 =8¢ glstq F 240 Identify *
DHEHY FQ 9 BEFE AH' ot}
1) =€ AT A FAS. Observe/ .
Identify
2) R¥ST 9 < (L09) %. Observe/ *
Lompare
3. 3% AFE £P3A ¥ AL
w4 9] obAo] pX = fed pe Evaluate *
438 773}t (Basemat Meltthrough,
@87 27 3¢&, 9] Core Debris
25 424 443E, HPME, CCI,
A FA4)
4. ek YA A se Ragd Compare/
TR Bg Ao YArof ulH dyg Evaluate *
A% vwslad #dF 8 q8s AUy

(*02: Wrong identification made, I2: Decision error, making a wrong or incomplete decision)

PHECA ¥4 A3}

T 32 'YA=FTEFFTF' FAF) ¥ PHECA 24-8‘733’)(‘? 2gEY, FYAA 1L ARFH g
vl o7 olFolx glen, AHLFY FHE AFFEL "requirement”o]D, Jeivieln @AH
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AELS "integration"'o®Z E 4 vl Ay ARE xrel_g_is Aol YRARYG g £
B8 QOFFHOE "other than” £ 'part of "E MEFPct. 2 37 4= L£AYLEY AFEH




E ANFEY AADAZE 97sE WEEOIEE ARS8 PL “interpretation" 28 2

3
& Qom, Bgel e BRAYH A4 5 502 st FRWW WA} oFol & A,

£33 YA FEESF AT g PHECA HE o

AL ryPH A R DA HA LISSRi LR
1. o8 AAE o §3td F4 A
#ag 2AL(E2EET 7Y 79, ¥
vk 2)& |righth
1.1 g 5 248 #Usle] ¥ x30] Integration 11,12,13,16 Sequence/Action | OTHER THAN,
REHH 'FQ Fd EFE ' o} PART OF
) x=4% AFF A g%s. Requirement 13.15,16 Sequence/Get NOT DONE,
information OTHER THAN
2) RWST 9 < (L09) %. Requirement 13,15,16 Sequence/Get NOT DONE,
information OTHER THAN
3. AHY PN ¥E BEY Interpretation | 11,12,13,14, Sequence/Get NOT DONE,
WAL gt XMI m A= q 3} pe 15,16 informat ion OTHER THAN,
dEFg 137}6]'3} (Basemat Meltthrough, PART OF
S E7 27 FE, =9 Core Debris
2REle d8d PAHE, HPME, CCI,
Aeg ZA)
4, A FYPa) g PR Interpretation | 11,12,13,14, Sequence/ | OTHER THAN,
FPEA Fg Al TAL v]d gL 15,16 Action PART OF
A5 Hln.?z’}&i Ag F3 422 AR}
1. A% 2 Pye vm
2 WYEs) BHEE 2T e G BERAT § O TAAD ShAL AL A
AgE B & om, CREAME HRMSET £ of gl e/#3E, 2ea, PHECA: A5 AFA7A
Bom Me 0 GAME AU UE CRARE ANHL U AL ¥+ A acd WIS
CREAMS AMg3HE 8ol Aot g #, tiE fAd 2F 4398 ANstx Ao '

7 £4 wy ol BRI g do g A s ot 2o

HRMS+= Rasmussen?] 897l <Ux|aAL gz F£83tn Je o, ol& Asty Fojxl 279
AAGA AAA AAGAL FRo] 5 A4rt BAdG. 45 594, JdAFAF "identification
of system state”, "interpretation”, "evaluation", "goal selection" 59 A GAE Azl Aol
QA AEre] AAGAZY FRo| EHt] e A7l Bl HRMSY Fis dAHL AY 4E
SFEA wgd¥ AHL AAEA Zan Yok Zelrt. o2 sty PAMxE #4x dEdz
AL4GE BEAHOR Pgstd o FEMS S5 Hu, AYAoezE EAAnn QFEA Ao
AolE ¥A HE 2o Hr.

PHECA W€ A2% 474 A9¢ Sxos Agd oFEM Wy, og Hsta ufo
HEPEe D Qo BHoEE B o)l AAXNN F o] glojA Folzl Axel 1 o 4%
SaAY LRLAY dFoRE PANS A Y. PHECA: EAS golatAl a7 dAdtd 4ygy
D343, LRAY FA 0RAAD AL oY VES FE AAA} Q. wAHE o
AR ¥ AR vg AHEe AFAAE o8] AEHoe AYe BAUE LFAAY
FAIPAAE old F Yt BW, olge ARAAE SHEAL golatA] AW, ARAA
W@ olgd e UPAHY WA dde] Aeisel Axm, olo] U@ AFE olRojxA @t} o=
Adstel AR g MFA4el Wojuch e dWozt ARAA YRHL F2E XF gie

Rog Adte] B FFolM 9l insightE L= o}}ﬂ 2h=
CREAMZ c}& o] nla] Addog Az 24 AAE 21n = Aoz {rrdcol. (REAS
o2 Sy ga d9A dFo] g HrRE s 5 QA @} ojRAL
HRMSOl A9} o] A Adto] wis) HAZQ meEigtoz QFREME Fyst= o] ofyg, FAHQ
A

;
FacE F2T 5 QA st 9 Avgh Atk ae, $RAAA $ELARAS 2T 4R Aol
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AAHRY dg FAE ANESA R Aok, CREAMS AR AR{FHY Hos PesHy AAHAL
S3te] HRMSoluh PHECAOIA] uetd AAGAZ FE gL dAaAAx F2 Ao iy,
LFAHol YT dedtd AR dAL And 499 LFEHE nEHo] don, eFEA 4
22 3 Fxo AP £ &A Rate Dol FFHUY.

5.4 &

2 AEHATE B89 22 2AE Had oga g,

AR, FukAAAIYY, BAAA, BRAA) 7t A3 CREAMo]l i W Se} v# 5
Aoz 7t oivt, CREAMS] 2 Ff-¥ol A TAL AngE 2oz AMEHY HdAE 2o
ARG 57 AAE ZFolof 3iH, 27 UU 2 2F UATRA @ B e Ao ¥IAHY.

5, RISE 9482 AL Alugd AR eFEM 7RA APHL e Aoz HrrxA.
a2y, AFEAC U net Fdez Had Aoz gAY, :

A A, PHECA: HRMSY CREAMo] uv]&) 9 uddAL $HY AR of7AF AXeFEA Yoz
BAYY Aoz HrHUG.

2 AEdTE Bl &% dsiA € Alnde JTeREA Wy 7R 2dE E9¥
Aoy, 71Eo JLE HRMSU CREAMO] A% R Eo| 3o B4 Al 7|EHoz 449 5+ UA3&
#gAstge, w3k, Alnga AR Fgo] RHo] BAHAY FIlEojof & Alglo] AU&E stetaiqlct.
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