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Abstract : For human error analysis, the structure and situation of a task should be analyzed in advance. The paper
introduces Structured Information Analysis (SIA) as a task analysis method for error analysis, and delineates the result
of application on the emergency procedure of Korean Standard Nuclear Plants (KSNPs). From the task analysis about
emergency procedure of KSNP, total 72 specific task goals were identified in the level of system function, and 86
generic tasks were classified from the viewpoint of physical sameness of the task description. Human errors -are
dependent on task types so that the result of task analysis would be used as a basis for the error analysis on the
emergency tasks in nuclear power plants.
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Fig. 1. Three modules and relations of structured information
analysis (SIA)
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