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Application of Probabilistic Risk Assessment to Space
Launch Vehicle Propulsion System

Sangyeon Cho* + Myungho Shin** : Yongwook Kim* : Seunghyub Oh*

ABSTRACT

This study shows the historical background, and work flow of PRA (Probabilistic Risk Assessment)
method which devised by NASA during the space development. It also illustrates the possibility of
adoption of the method to evaluation of reliability KSLV project.
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