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2.1.1 §ojAdY
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215 otAA H7}A S (Safety Assessment Point)”@ 93299 WE A4FAd| HPFFE
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22. 91974 87 7199 4H

221. 91894 Bt 7Y FF
AR NE=o o] &HI e AEE HIHY o2+
1) #AAY2E % (Process/System Checklists)
2) <tHA 7 E(Safety Review)
3) AdA 9438 =3F H(Relative Ranking - Dow and Mind Hazard Indices)
4) djv] 938 E A ¥ (Preliminary Hazard Analysis, PHA)
5) What If 24 ( “What If” Analysis)
6) HAZOP Study (Hazard and Operability Study)
7 nAFEe} 93¢ 2 XHE EAP(Falure Modes, Effects, and Criticality
Analysis, FMECA)
8) ZA¥+ XY (Fault Tree Analysis, FTA)
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9) AR £ EA B (Event Tree Analysis, ETA)

10) 99 - 23 B4 (Causes - Consequence Analysis, CCA)
11) €17t 2 F 2 A ¥ (Human Error Analysis, HEA)

Sol At

.38

D AR AR FEAA A¥2de AHEd Hriste] A S FrE] 9
d Agsts Aoz Jed, By 9 Ui A438US A wiA R Mg ez
AP g Fratdor & Aol

C A4 HotAzdel g HEE g Ho] ntHAHA R

L FWAG A M E g T8 T AEE BVEE &A1 jiHh

. FABHAE Adne ¢AA Brhd A dHo] FFF Holth
Az MY BrrE SR ZKHH 2 AR v EST

el 994 WA 4B L ARAE FHT wIIB] RS

G W N
2
N
e
flo

gFE AAAF ] AgAQ G FAL HHfNAE dHA HI AEE =Y A
£A7171 e Tge e st ez =Y A¥HE Aol urgAs
o

L2 Abd el AEe dAFFEAAE TS A AHHA =¥& 35

2. U Fa APANE 295t VIdd B9F, 78IS, 2=ATA ds 434
B7tel o4 J4 nHE AF uF - FEYA

3. AA HIA2EE 29 & e HEY Ao BedH wHAE A
of gojs] vwrlop & Aol

[+

213



