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A Study on the Analysis of
the Korea-Japan Household Fire Alarms

Nam Kwun Park - Twe Hwan Kim
Seoul Univeristy, Yongin Univeristy

A2 e Fusy daAzte] Asew 01d HAY ARE Fol Felo HEAN
P07 AAE RHRI Qk ol ¥ ATt @Fuck vA AAso] AAE Qo
AWEAE Bolo] FEGRAFRT ) HFE PPt L AR tate] AL 9)
.

=

Fu s AA A Ee MFS AT 9o
LA dwnFge sy

TULH oz AFAL F A
= +
, ol g Ee] RAR UET

W, ER AP SRR



R o B R I M= R B R =

2. FHESFNAET| #H &

1 2o Al

211 St AEY] 23 ¥E

Qro FaaAe i3 Az wHoRE 20049 69 29 AW AL ESo,
20061 6€ 1Y o]F AFH= FH FEESAAH LY AX-FA 7 gFsHAG. 1
g 71Ee Fdo] el ALAXNGAERE 2Holrt o} Aotz o] uel 7
A ghS 2011d 5¢ 319 o2 AAHst] FHESAFRY 9 AX} FAE 9 F3} 3
2 slm o nAAR A% AAlFAHS e AdAo|n

212 S HAET| MEfj(Mx[ & Y MHx|gE)

SAAA AFRIY AAE oF3eta v Fhe M FHZREH JHIZ 9
AAE oA 9 FHon A, ZF AxA d2 FAE AAYA ] tste] WA
st gow, LAY o R Fig 13 2op?

e85 F 1,

A7

B:x 2 B L
= Fe():E 2 R
1% +4 o] 150 Uiz -
= ~—
g o e
| o | e
ﬁHH B i
3% Fa(1): PAol élﬂ%@% 3
) . — e e
Bl ~= | 72 | AE m Al e sl A e 2
b . S B
_LFJ—'JI i Gk Hd #u r =F #
[ | | » = r T -
L BNETH LN miLLH ae | wo | | | %
3% FA@): Aol 1%, 2%¢ Y= 4 3% FUE): P4l 1% 2L 3%el Y= 3% FH6) éO]Z , 3%l 9
< A <
Figure 1. Installation Practices of Household Fire Alarms
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Table 1. Installation Conditions of Household Fire Alarms (2010.12)

ST (A) Al e = (B) B8 (B/A)
20108 o] o] 3} 2479HA o 1,753 %A o 70.7%
20114 ©j%-3} 24277 A o 1,366 5HA 56.3%
Bl = 4,906 9HA] 3,119%HA o 63.6%

Table 2. Supply Conditions of Household Fire Alarms

2009~2010 2011
229+71-(38%) 10RE7F-(18%)

20124 =3
259 71(44%)

X

g

Table 3. Supply Conditions of Household Fire Alarms, Nationwide by Cities and
Provinces

A& FHES AT (HE FHY 71A7)
A & 39,780
s 11,264
o 7,389
o A 14,400
3+ T 4,451
o A 13,130
& At 3,950
- 37,142
7+ 10,208
s 5 8,449
> 9 18,258
A 5 13,287
A e 23,014
7 = 23,443
A 14,129
A T 4,107
& A 246,401
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