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Fig. 1. Procedure of human error analysis technology development
3. ASEP(Accident Sequence Evaluation Program) 2t

Human Error Probability H7} #3#& ¥siA vx |28 4371 7L ASEP
(Accident Sequence Evaluation Program) Human Reliability Analysis %< 8|23
ol dedti, nFe dxtE FAHAIAA dxE dAre AFH APYAP HIL
$o2 FAAHOE AAe WYPoRA e 45T Juh. 2 o] PR I
< JAAH L7 factorEo] @Gt AEZAQA AHLFEANE 77 Addde Folo

ASEP®%® & A A Pre-accident task®} Post-accident task2 o] e & &
#e AE3A HY, AR o2 Nominal analysis®t Screening analysis® Yo &
A g,

1) Pre-accident task

NEHAR 2& SH% =
HQ Ak oA F2e FE&A I

2) Post-accident task

HIAGAQA AP S dodle RE AR ZA, oWl 8| A4 Aol HAF T4 E
T 0] AW 2HoR 2HEHY] HAM HAHE Al2¥ U] 87EHE 4%

3) Nominal analysis

Screening Analysisel A AH&¥ A&7 22 F7HE2RH FEEE, AHFgEq
g 7 AE HrrEe] AleEHE 7Y HEEH A9 )

-232-



4) Screening analysis
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