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Probabilistic Safety Assessment of Nuclear Power Plants
Using Bayes Methodl)
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Abstract

A commercial nuclear power station contains at least two emergency diesel
generators (EDG) to control the risk of severe core damage during station blackout
accidents. Therefore, the reliability of the EDG's to start and load-run on demand
must be maintained at a sufficiently high level. Probabilistic safety assessments(PSA)
are increasingly being used to quantify the public risk of operating potentially
hazardous systems such as nuclear power reactors. In this paper, to perform PSA, we
will introduce three different types of data and use Bayes procedure to estimate the
error rate of nuclear power plant EDG, and using practical examples, illustrate which
method is more reasonable in our situation.
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Ha .
QA AL AadoMe Atne AAVIEALY FUAIL o2 FRIEEH, olF Atd
AN T E o g Yol A& A HIME HdiAMe Al NS i HEs Aot
Aeg=jojol gt
A8 WA FopoA HFEEAH HI FoA diFd Aol FAHWA ol diFd AT+t
Martz et al(1983, 1984, 1999)& FA L2 &3 AP &, 2 Martz et al.(1999)= 9
A dd oA EAY dolg £ de IAEY IFAHX(scram) A B]Eo] g FAE
AAEZ FANA BAE vt gt 2 % Vesely et al.(1994)= v 637] LA A9
19578 v AT A LA 7] (emergency diesel generator | EDG)EE2HE 43%¢ 3538 A5 E o]&
3ty o] Ed e nAAEEEE HYPA o] Z(empirical Bayes) WH o2 FAH3 ul ), o
%, Kvam(1998)2 A2 oA dojgd & e 27) ojitel 8Rld d& FA ol n3dE 7t
At ol gt Al &o 3t £ (binomial failure rate mixture model) & Aj¢kgk ul 3t}
TN = PSAo) thdt A7k &3] AP 1 =4, Kim et al.(1993)L Wickoff ¥ E o]
L3t ZUollA AL7ME A LALES EDGY Ui AMFEE AAEHow, Shim et
al.(1996)2 EDGS A% FAo Bayes WHS AHE3t%th Hwang et al.(1997)2 A4 FolA
A olgo] glv YAy LAHAES PSAMA 2R1E Alele] F&HEAL 3T AF:
database®} fdAxtet A Lo B3l dFH.

T, 94 SHiel NS BAY FHY ATEFL e YA AR AT £
Amel ¥E3 6T § 4UTAE el YNASY AR AS5Y oo dd BANA A7
A

7t o] FolA AL £ Aol o

F T o] of Bokel Ao dE AAAU FAE PSA #E FhE BFE Yol PSA g
of wet AdE ARz A= AFH DY FEHRA  deiy FEstE 7He AR E #d
e GAZ TAHET U olv YRR HJHAE AN IRY FFFY EHD JHAFH A
o 3 431 Y& JEFH A AT RLE, PSAY AHAEE o8&t g AR A
A EEGA ¢ £ vty Jevty RS FEHoE Adstuz e Aot

B wEoAde 948was i 28 71008 QIS BHES 98 247 o) B38 3
AR5ol BY A7, ASY A2 YA FHNY A5 2 AF ARF 2 YF AEA
wel dAAe] g@ TR Asel U ARESL AW FRE o) DAE U@ AFEEE
ARt nA Brh 2oz, 28 2%E EDG D4E 246 483 nac
2. 353 4AY B}

NHE B4} PSAS 8 Bof 3 du: ode AN HAANNE LAUEE BAD AF
SARES A Aol =AL FUSA SAAIE FUALF BAY AT FEL F
ERER = Fol Fue A%

olet @ % 3tk
Adel AN ASEEE BETGD ARY W, BASIEHC] R Add) U B uE
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58 nAZso] #F A5 od, £, € iWUA AT F ZAARE
ng8et & 9, A A8E (S, Tu>:i=1,2,-, 2

THRFERAY ZE FHE EFIFY AE. oW, Z FAHAEL
(<p%, Doy, 03 %0 17=1,2,, N2 dez. . oA71H, pye 94 Axs2 2
AN EANCIZ, p5; S py; e FOARX o @l WE 2 10029 100(1—e) HA W2
9 Fojv, JE &34 AR Foln

A; T ARY ASo] APAY ASE A5 FF Ho, o] AFE AIAxY FAH ALY o
AEMY BM3 2l F33 A7t vrdd A8 sk o w, py S kHA AEse 9
ol E¥HE po F#A FAX &Y, e8] BAZ mestd (< P, EF gD
tk=1,2,--K) % 2ol dehlzl o714, EFE p ol #BAE 2x8q024 Fo3 &
AFE a@ol il 55,9 FHH BEXo] AT kA AR A9 100(1—e) WA WR
A ol didt 3y 100 WA BES Fof v &Y AFZToE ALY + U

Martz et al.(1983)= ALAEEZAM lognormal family: generic datadll thid A& 3 wol=
He A& o AH8-3H, generic data’t obd 7% noninformative prior& A8 4 ot 3
Atk 2 ¥, Martz et al.(1997)& 719 WAL EE FAEHA AAE HHALAEZRE JdL& p
Mo EHE FlA &4 E(severe core damage frequency)e]l HEAx 6,9 FYitol =A%
o 7HAHE RS W, ol ol&3e mRe] uHES FAHNE TAAM lognormal EXE AL E
LI 1e=

pol tid Al B X9 lognormal familyE ofefj 9} o] A 2lalxat,

of
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Ao Inpy, &)

Inp—1
=mexp ___%_(__n_l_?_‘brn_lm_)z , p=0 N

)RS LN(Inp,, ¢2) 22 Asted], |71, E(Inp) = Inpy o=, Var(lnp) = ¢ olt}.

) As3dd A, 9 AHE

Lognormal B3 LN(Inpy, ¢i) & R ®o|ZHolm, a8 A, 2 #=2" A8 %
CFrin Trdobeh p7b digste 238 py; 9 S99 FE8ERolF 7M. meba, Abg
g pE Aa 7 o wet gE Fe e B A8 598 948 wHLzRY IS
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o

S22 SY4E AP ga oFeo) dou, 7 £HaTd g AN
og} AFael AW A2EL S0P AL

ey A, o tid 2T BEQ lognormal 2% LN(lnpy, ¢8) 9 25 Inpy & ¢2 o) o
& 23%e Inbe F G ol R, YA o= g o4t otgst go T &
o #5E IS f,E® FoAN ZFE py; o) W BFE p;Ty; Q Poisson £EE e
f1:9 WD BN 77 ol e} Zo] FA.

E(f1) = TE(p,i) = T,E(p) (2)
Var(f1:) = E(p,; T1) + Var(p; T ;)
= T,;E(p) + TEVar(p) (3)
o2 R,
E(f&) = TLE(P?) + T E(p) (4)

g et 2 py o d¢ FIAE

r i=1’2"."l (5)

olmz [ Nz u& FAA EAF. pol i Hd A E(absolute moment)E o] z+zt

E(p) = E(by)) 6)

B, B4 pRE R5Eo] We FANES /49 Py, #EA GG AFHFE o)8sq

deHe FAASH e $Eo 4BRSS FUs YoM de 4 Utk AFedew
N T, 8 A83, 4 ©OF D2 g3t 2ol NdAe 338 & Ao

E(p) = ; Tyibu! xgl Ty; (8
E(p) = g T (P3i— bl T1)/ Z; Ty (9)

A (D2 BH E(p) = ppexp (¢2/2) S+ E(p*) = ptexp (24)4e ¢ 4 ooz Ay
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QE A 9 BFE po F ¢ ol FH, o
ans zo.

—_—

Sol g 2HA Inpg F &y S 27 A (10),

nFa = 2 (2 Fu ) 2 Th)
~0.5In ( tg (fli/ T],')(fli‘ 1)/ T}z‘) (10)

7% = m( % (F1/ T1) (= D/ T0)
_Zln(‘;fli/ngu) a1

2) A5YH A, 9 A&

JRA QA28 AR & XY HAA ZFEL p,; T G, A5FE A, dMe 2 BE
2 o]z WS Al83l lognormal X9 AMHESF Inpy & ¢ & FHE &+ Ut
po; 7t lognormal ¥X LN(Inp,, $8)e me W, HEAHI} b, = lognormal EX  LN(
Inpy, 6¢) & BETD 7AReA olwf, g, FAA py, o BRY BFANE FAs=d A
f3te 2, EF,; & 74 922 5E 24T expgoladd Foi g gtddl s

;= InEF,; | z1-4 (12)

2 2 %
olw, Inpy ol 7Ihgtst BAe 2zt obehsh ol AT 4 o

E(Inpy;) = E(Inpy) = Inp (13)
Var(ln py;) = E[ Var(In pg; i Inpy;) ] + Var[ EClnpy;l Inpy;) )
=g + ¢¢ (14)

RE J7) AREC WY Injy ol B AFGE ol ol T £ Ak

% Jg‘i Var(in p3;) = & + ¢¢ (15)
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Z = % g o} (16)

f = -1]— ; (Inpy; ~ Inp)? (17)

714, =+ 3 Inpy; oItk

A (15)8 (1D BAANN A2HH A, Be 24 ¢gf o 282 45,8 vg go) A
A% % Qo
(Z\gz = S?, - ? (18)

JAe M g FFAAEd A tFEEAT m, & ol ol AYEA.

m, = ,Z o7 In py; / ,g o ! (19

ol W, E(m,) = Impyol=2, A28 A, dF EF Inp 9 F38A lnpps Ao
2 F3d HEREFETE m, 9 2o F,

Inpo, = m, (20)

Aade A, F A, 7t A B AeH®A, A, F A, 2AF A2 lognormal RTEL
Aggoz wAPeY lognormal AFAEEE AHE 5 Yok LolA FE Inpy b ¢ o o
@ NAEFPF FHANEL o) 8ste] AN wa

A (10), (1) 2 (18), 200& o83t 2AX Inky & ¢’ ¢ Fad ohen 2o

Inpy = wilnpoy + welnpgs (21)
a;z=wllnﬁl+Wthﬁz+wle(lngo\l— h’lﬂ/o\z)z (22)

w3 wy, e A A3 Ay 9 ALY w + wp = 100 o= sy AREaHEHE

o
Az &8 BF w = w, =052 F& Aol B 2¥A F& AL AR AT
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Blaiste] dAsted, o] B w =1/(I+) % wy=]J/(I+]) 2 AL}

3) AEHY A, 9 ALE

A5FE Ay BAA AY gAE xEE ARES FHH P& dgd g,
Apostolakis et al.(1979)2 °l21& Fehe] Rz Ul 2HIES 948 lognormal EEXE AL
v ok & =F9AE Apostolakis et al.®] Ao wEl kA DEste] o] wd® A g
W F2AX p,E AN A 2GS AHE7' lognormal EXE wadz ARsim
LN(E(p), af) o1t Besta. 4718, E(py) = &(p) o3, Var(ps) = of otk o474,
e FAX pynd BEY BIAYE FAeu AL Z5dd, kUs ARE A

DA 2x8% EF3, 8 ©l 839 Foj2 g gtoll dis olaio} o] A9 slA},
or = INEF3,/ 2, 23)

AE7reEe F83 Pt M2 Sdolmz F#AH Ast vdd AFEd A FAAE
k

Dy 1
fCp3ip) =
T s flen e

Inpse— Inp+ 6,2,
X exp[“% ,21( D234 dilp 42 )] (24)
AN, Py = (D31, =, bax) O, at p7b LN(E(p), of) BES 100N~ =B

% ARYE @ F4A Folnk

7/-—-,.20';2.5\3—/@‘3} A, pE Inpol FAHJM FEEAge] Hu AFRE

om, po HEFAFE thed 2o

P = ﬁz@ (25)
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A7V, pap = exp(Inpsp + 0,2,) E kWA AESo) tidt po ZRY F=BA ZAXoH,

wy = 0,2 Aﬁ; o e RAA AEA) dests Ao gaA, pE pol 2RY F

24 2% WY 715718 H FolY. Martz et al(1980)E W} BE dEIBo| 2
2A489e #EDY w,=1/Ko B3 dgth =@, a5 g

N @4 T8¢ 7= LN(Inp, g W) e BES uat o5

.7]:_
9 Az RE SEFFE G 2o FREAF 5 B AHgael vEd & ot
} (26)

vl & tidt Bayesian FAHolAME Beta X E AIAREE F2 ALY, B =EdAE
Martz et al.(1984)2] Z&d] wel FAHEA AbHE X (noninformative prior distribution)& AH& 3}
goh. webd, pol diE ARRE f(pocp ' & o) fEd ol HowRH AFEXE 7Y
g Atk

In 27\3 — Inp

(35 whod)”

3. AFFEES Az

L(A;lp) =

1 1
EXP | — ¢
£ 2 whoh) 2z [ 2

() L(Aqlp)
[ KpLCasip)dp

F(plA3) = 27

A @NE AHEE f(p)sh A 2608 ol&dtd AREA AERE f(plA;)E LN(Inps,

g wicy) BEE e e & F Avh @A, f(plAy) d FEFRL aexp(g‘wio%/m

H, o) && pol U AF@ez AgBTh 2931, pol BT VAE 100% FAEHH
ges 2ok

!

rO

rio

b: o 12
exp[zha/z(i%\ in‘i)”Z)] ’ pgexp[zl_a,z( g‘wioi)l ]] (28)

A71H, #9%F 100et p7t 72 Wl £¥D FnH AFolt Aa¥eY A7+ A 2
Ay % @7 88 RS, olBel UY YRS ANBEZ Ho AFEEE ofdish o) AN
3 & Ao
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f(p; A, Ay L(A;31p)
J, F5i AL A L(AL D) ap

f(p‘Al’AZ’A:}): (29)

A7NM, f(p; Ay, Ay) = LN(Inpy, ¢f) 2E2ES wat AAREXon, o BX¥o Rid o
2RFE A (2), 228 ol&3td & & Yok

A (298 AdE AFEEFSE A(plA, Ay, A3)E LN(Inp,, ¢) BEE w
Ak o714,

it
tio
e
P

Inp; = vyInpy + vyln by (30)
¢12=v1v2(gwio2k+/‘/’70) (31)

A, vy, vt 2 whdh S B olgshel 22t shaisk Yol Yelaka

gWiO‘i

v = , Ve =1 — (32)
(g wh of + @?)
NEEXGSE A(plA;, Ay, Ay) o BEZE prexp (92 /2) 7 S=d, o & pol
e Ao T ALFT 28T po) Ui NIYE 100 % FRERFE o o
—— P exp (2o ) (33)
exp(zy—apdy) 7! DiZ1-a2¥1

4. o A

3ZeA AF AHAES HAA Amo HE&E] H TudA A THEFA AE ALY
EDGZ%-E 14‘—3—2 A8ES AFE3tq WAL

(E D9 Rac FLAEAT4H(1996)9] RuAMoA H5F FaEEA 19853 FFH 1993 7HA] &
44 9438 FHL 1570 FEE 29 vAYALH/NEDR Y A $AANLTH 2434
£ YeEd xgejtt 94 13718 A 197739 #ZAFd 2 6d o] AdeHe AP dA=
o] dee MAul&F 673%kWe AU NFF42 (CANDU-PHWR)E o 2M, Ad¢-aSdE5S
B2Z 31 FFD20)E ZEAS Y442 AHEstn dthes H Yo G EFEY -7 AA
g ut7h g
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(¥ 2)¥ Chen et al.(1996)0) AFE-3 AR 2 A v P2 et &3 2HFE LI (ACRS) 7 3
g 1988 oA 19913 Ateloff AAIG W= 6370 Yol FAE 19570 EDGEY 718 A H(start
test) & H3t& A A Foad-run test)2} Aot AlF A A L (failure)E 71ES A F
g o HRstE 7FL A (start failure)d FEEAF B F3-E WA (load-run failure)o]
Ak 71 B HRNHE 2GR we ERIE 7IEo] &, Wyckoff(1986)E
£ AR 108 oo AEE 71EAdE St 1088 25T Ay Bt
2 =f2dAe F 714 23 JuUE 02 EREA g2 24 2FEE o) &3}
(B D& AR digt 23 3o B8 2524 2586 A o8 33, EDGY 13
7 (F 29 ARE »add A, UFsA EDGES TAEA i3 AENEY Bde 4}
go wel FAHRY £ Ut mepA, wxo] ARE FA D (USNRC)Y ‘gAtE 944 239
st Qb EF'(1986)o0 A Al Az dAE A& dAlvbEAde g A kHA
B E 3 reactor-yeard 1x1074 8 A; 2 Abg3tgth AE7) o do exald v e A
Algt7l odu2 EDGE &4 o #ADY JdAdAM Martz et al.(1984)0] A&
EFy=5 9 & 283l

o]

<E1> ¥9A49A 137] EDG ¥ 2% A8

. EDG1 EDG2

- AN A ) & R EC BEES
85 41.68 3 54.60 1
86 47.30 0 46.60 1
87 48.00 0 49.74 g
83 64.00 0 58.25 1
89 58.88 2 56.60 0
90 55.18 0 58.61 0
N 59.31 2 62.63 1
92 53.11 2 61.37 0
93 60.26 1 59.38 2
A 492.72 10 507.78 6

<E2>US dARGAA #F AEHYZ EDG 2 28

e HEN R B3t oA A Y 2u4g
- $ALF | nRF LALT Ik (x107%)
1988 7540 37 4959 48 6.8005
1989 7018 29 4781 35 5.4242
1990 6916 27 5010 45 6.0372
1991 6753 49 4770 54 8.9386
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A0 1D olgsted T3 YALRANYRAL 1579 EDGl nZE g 24g¢e 7zt
D1 =0.005716 % 975, =2.542 gtk (F 209 Azol dial 4 18)% (200% ol &ate] 78 A
A NGl B A nAE 2ARLe 7%z 5;2=0.0067955s4 @ 0 =0.0244266 o1t} o
A, Aadu A, 3 A, 2 ol nAHAUL A nAE B FARLS AQDTH @9 @
2 27 5,=0.0062325, ¢%5=1.286793 1 Ach.

zog A,A, 2 A9 RE AadHE 249 EDGY nFEY AF 2 AE0) o

o~

3 p;=0.0005828 ] 31. 95% A= T3 2|(33) 23 [0.0001355, 0.0025071] 1ot

5. 4 &

HZ Il AFHAGANM AR wH v Fo] gotgol whel o] <A iy HAAE AR
oAk zey, AdEde] JAE dZdF v Audez #L Yol As dAd &
3 AAE sYster 22 AAEY FrE FHHozZ vES e Ao wmeA, 2y
gtofl A 7HEFA Z1ER FAE A= HHLed dF OGS Fee &4 R oy,
Agd g BA Uy ALE gt st

=ENAE PSAY di® el WHoE AZEA M2 O JEe FAAEE FHUS
A3 ngE FPTEE AdsAe Add WL oA ALEF EDG oldd= thE
29 i nFE FAAE AET & o 44 v, oS J&E 3 E
& e FolEY A& AFe gyt degsojol gt

=EoA HAEEA AR ZAL AEZFES] A BT Age ABAHY AEF 4
o ma @A FAUES] H¥Ed diF HAEY NaE Feoer AFHAR Gl @

L

v 1 o
e g ol ox o rfr min
to

oo
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