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ABSTRACT

In this study it is researched to the hazard analysis phase which is the core phase of
the safety life cycle carried out by various systems in Korea.

At present diverse methods are utilized when the hazard analysis is performed. With the
basis of these V&V activities are carried out.

In this study using FMEA which is one of the representative methods of the hazard
analysis, the effective and viable result is derived. Also, it establishes the systematic base
of the further phases of the safety life cycle such as the Hazard log, V&V, and the
safety case.
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