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Abstract

This paper reviews and classify fault-tree analysis methods developed since
1960 for system safety and reliability. Fault-tree analysis is a useful analytic tool
for the reliability and safety of complex systems. The literature on fault-tree
analysis is, for the most part, scattered through conference proceedings and
company reports.

This paper classify the literature according to system definition, fault-tree
construction, qualitative evaluation, quantitative evaluation, and available computer
codes for fault-tree analysis.
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