"ARA2HAF, AI7E A3E
P HA| 2583
20081 99, pp. 25~37

2 A F A A
(F %
I.M & V. B84 T8 B/ 2 2 4 A
0. ZHZ=E AlEdolddl 28 F4219 4.1 7+ A3
B84 42 A oA
M. F7HERe] o83 =A V.4 &
31 ojxke) & 2% Fned
32 olxbge] 3 24 Abstract

I.ME

B UHfault tree)= A|F2] 173-E o)
AlFlE ARIEEE Y, 827, =99
R AXES 0] 0F, FHH 83 F)TY A
5 B8l7] H3) Wws] ARREHE =43
FaYes, AT APy - 48 24
S Fot] Al2Ee] 17 AJS sk A
Ao 2N AlxE] Ae-g Jidsked #-&3t
Al o]8E 4 chiHenley and Kumamoto,
1981). o]2gt o] FE Q& AT 4 71
2 A zHle] IR =72 ToFEiA AHEE
Rew, setEAs} Absst gl 2 A
7F A" el 85 IrkzER

9, 1990; H=4| 2, 2001). 1 ¢ ThFet AR
Al2Hle] Fhdell M 1 S st 7R
Rt Z2FVT BA7IRe] A2 & ok
(3 9, 1997; 1HEA] 2], 2007).

BHUR BAIH A28 T top even,
Al&®l 3772 oA ARAL basic event
2} B3tk 281, top event FE(Q)& 2
7} olde] Ha Ad Fminimal cut set)S
o] TAd HAAY FE-S FA)E u basic event
BEE(¢9)9 TR 53 2ol Yehlold
4= At Apostolakis and Lee, 1977).

k
Q: E q‘;‘luq‘;u anu (1)

u=1

* o] EE-& 200603% Tty wATHI(FAINE 2006AA072)90 oJ8) ZAHUAS
** 2Ot e| R A8} B W jgcho@dev.acks
wex FOsl en| 2283} B4, scjeong@deu.ac.ke
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TARA AT, ATE ABE, 2008 9Y

&, ke AYEEEY o), iR basic event

7V wild] Ayl TEEE oy, = 19

I YA gow ay, =0°]tk

g,°] £ %“.8_1_ Z(uncertainty importance
measure) = Q.O»] B840l ¢9 B
ot @ol 7RIFEZE Yeiie o),
Q9] B3 % ZrAA717) 98] o]H basic
eventE2] B8AAL AT Ao EF
QAE geled AR-Eth AU 494
g9 E¥= $F ds4diHlognoma) 2L

ARsiE, Q9 ¢,9) BEAY FE2E du
o2 $io] ArgH
WA T BN FLE SESo|

AQtEo] Qi Q9 ¥FE V, 28l ¢, 9 &
A+S v, 2 Eull, Bhattacharyya and Ahmed(1982),
Nakashima and Yamato(1982), Bier(1983)+ 2]
Q% 2& S=& AYe 91ow, Pan and
Tai(1988)914 o V/ov, = E{(0Q/ag;)*} 012
2, 2@ 237 2] 2248 4 Qltk 2(©2)
3 Bl Y= S v HES ORE S O
A g2 v Ve WES AslES wrkshe
z2rax, v,7lay, (0<a< )R 4™ o,
Ve (1—a)(@V/ov,)v,7} BTHNakashima
and Yamato, 1982).

A A
UIi_&vi |4 @
_av v eV v

123, Timan(1987)& ¢, 2 o] ko] HA|

AE W Ve ridsHe WHEE Hags %t

- EEE W] Asiie

=2 ol =4 %0 -=-],

Z=E 1TKIman, 19879] 2]
(12). 239 ZF=E AXB] AsiME
oV / ov,% VE, Iman(1987)¢] olsj A|etd
E(0Q/oq,) 9} VE
B olul BelZE A)Ed o] d(Monte
AHESte] Albsfor gt

T, iR 2ol tisfA il
oz sV / ovst VE Atk R& o)
5 BERsck Ui, Vel s 5384
(o] & &, Nakashima and Yamato(1982)2} 2|
(O} Rushdi(1985)9] 26 2" -1 (ne
basic event®] )71 &S TF3S}r] uf o,
VE sHFQd wRles Al e
NP-difficult3tA] €tk whdo], ZHZZ A[E3
ol e YWt o g we APSSE AT 3
o, DN diFsRo] oV / ov,9 Ve 3
79547} AlEdold AldAHtt} FA g 4

= 28 FA34E 712cKiman and Hora,
1990; Cho and Yum, 1997). Iman and
Hora(1990)= EH|ZE AlEgo]Ag ALg-dm)
o] BAEE 857 fdtd Qo =21 wg
S Ao M, g ot HREE logQ
o] MiEg AR Hrksle =8 AR
2lom, Cho and Yum(1997)& 271 W3 ¢,
Eo] B¥4o] 21 wgd Qof B
uE AHE Brksh] 8 S5 Adsin
9jck. Iman and Hora(1950)¢} Cho and
Yum(1997)el] 9J3f A¢td S=5& 271 HE
EW 22 Ago] Hx(scale)oll M BEAY F
Z5E Wd & g 93 /o
FAME A Ue F=E H7iet

WS AL A

CREE]

Carlo simulation)<

o rH'_]

r-‘l
m& f
flo
E=)
ab

B
71 9
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& F, BHZE ABYolHE AMgdld
B{(0Q/0g,)’} st VE FHFoEA @)l
2Ej2E A

NE ZEE Pt D-ANE
Eeolds AF%M aV/iov, s} VE 243}

HollMe VEIA At E %7 At g
o4 2% AAFE NEME 2(3))
de SEE W] A% dAE Aldsin
AS 22l3 At S A A
HE3led dojzl FES BAFoZH AR
ol o3 Aol ASGE Bl vy
o VAdMe 2 a7 oigh 288 2
<=t}

Bz AlZ2o|Mol 2fg;
Mxlo| ZorEA

=
i Tio
T

THIZE AlEgolds
VE #4staat & o,
mREo] FH
108t} & YA FEE)E Z2H= baisc event7}
s AEFEE o (outliendl )3}
2 4L ] g2 0 V/ov; 9 V] A
o FAXNEE 4 RS Hw$ AHA I
(Iman & Hora, 1990). °]Z1& «|F3}7] 913}
Apostolakis and Lee(1977)2] Example 29)] §l=
AHUYTE 42 Solitk Qo HdAL O
I ol vehfjolzict

Q=a1t%ae+tea+qeg

AH83t o V/ov; 9%
AEHA BT ol AY

1 B3 (of: error factor7}

+ta3q,+ 49395+ a3 G

APUT BHIA BHYY FaE S=0 B7}

+tq3q, T G395+ q3 G
+a5 g7 T qo g5 (4)

g_: q; (l = 1779)% <% 1>5”]‘ %“‘\% median
#% error factor g2 7k SR FEEE o}

1=

<I 1> medianz} error factor

q; median error factor
1 0.000017 10
2 0.00036 3
3 0.001 3
4 0.001 3
5 0.00036 3
6 0.0061 4
7 0.0061 4
8 0.00097 10
9 0.00097 10

Pan and Tai(1988)9141 AQte Wdl we}
Y3 N=10,0009] EHZZ A& ]S
Nl o V/ov=E{(6Q/0g)’} = 208 w
B 338 A% 23S A4 WPos
ANG A <E 2>9 2O

ag3w VE A3 N=100008] =
E AEdoldS ARl 208 whE 343
A9} Rushdi(1987)0ll 4] A 3414
HoZ A Axe= <% 3> 2ok

<E 2>¢} <} 3>02HE, BHZE A&
oldel| 2§ A= A e 93 &
e} vlws] & wf FPXFo] v) AlE ol
oiot BoHdRRE & & Qlck 53, Vol 2HiZ
2 AEYold FAXEL & AolE By
& 5 Atk BHHoZ, 9V/ov; 9 FHX

Eokgxo =g Q&) basic eventS9] E3HaA

l

(s
o
1=
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THHAIAH AR, A7E A3E, 20089 9Y

<E 2> aV/ov,o| ALt

s Z2EZIZ Alg8jo]M (NV=10,000) CLESES I !
1 1x108 1x10°

59, 45, 51, 53, 55, 96, 59, 62, 53, 63
59, 54, 56, 59, 69, 54, 56, 52, 61, 81

59, 45, 51, 53, 55, 96, 59, 62, 53, 63
59, 54, 56, 59, 69, 54, 56, 52, 61, 81

50, 58, 52, 51, 88, 49, 60, 55, 52, 133

4 77, 52, 18, 49, 56, 43, 52, 63, 54, 47 60

5 50, 58, 52, 51, 88, 49, 60, 55, 52, 133 60
77, 52, 78, 49, 56, 44, 52, 63, 54, 47

6 46, 32, 38, 41, 42, 82, 47, 49, 40, 50 47
47, 41, 43, 46, 57, 41, 43, 39, 48, 69

7 37, 46, 39, 38, 75, 36, 47, 42, 39, 121 47

64, 39, 65, 36, 44, 30, 39, 50, 42, 35

3 294, 276, 279, 278, 280, 319, 276, 298, 286, 305 289
286, 280, 289, 274, 301, 311, 301, 274, 315, 273

9 273, 286, 282, 265, 318, 280, 279, 290, 270, 364 289
307, 267, 309, 273, 277, 273, 274, 284, 287, 284

&) BE1L A9sine 10%0) F&HA g5

<E 3> Vel AHprgt
2|2z AlE2folM (N=10,000 SHAM A g

28,667, 34,822, 26,144, 27,163, 28,965
36,304, 58,385, 34,051, 30,434, 32,344

35,400
37,224, 32,189, 35,740, 25,067, 32,215
31,102, 27,668, 36,314, 50,828, 55,808
(& 10%0] F3A H5Y
#a% eoVheekd #% gl s vl [ B} EAIQ| O|2F 2
F424 %C&Zé*é_i ‘ﬂfsﬂ v;7b HEE @9
2 3 w9 HgE m Vel uig sl 7 VA A =2d BZUY $8% E5E ¥
& EE A 97k £ FAMC AT sleb] 93 Algkd Axle dSATREE 1
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2¥ 8 oW B2 AR W] of

ok & delAe oA

PEE B2t 8 oY B2 A 1)

2THE ol 5} ol g B U
£ AEAE 24sh PEe 49w

3.1 OjatHel =~ #H

AFAGH 22 AEH PRleME AR
(facton)s] gH2 AAHoZ WHAIDA e
W< (response variable)of] 3t &35 Hr}s}
A 8 <1 g} i 99 5
e %«‘EE}L QAR 278 $23E 2EH

A= H]‘—E‘i—’r‘—ﬂ] curvature &2}
\_Xl*: 3R] #ERE FHsHA @
\3}. B Ao Al2) basic event & ¢, 1A}
of t-3-=m, top event & Q9} 8Q/ g, W
guisl vhew

39 Qo UE AxHE A8y $j3fdd, 4
(Dell ke Q] TdE thizk HYy F5
(multivariate Taylor series)& AME3l ¢, 9] ¥
Tl W] RS ohgo] A5k 2ok
(Rushdi, 1985).

+3 5 ( BZQ)(% =g —p;)
+1};,<]¥ x; (3(1,3%3‘] )

. ‘+(_ac_2_
0q,8q, - 9q,

(g =1 )(g;— 1) (g — 1)

)(ql = Mg —u,) (g, — )

©)

ZAUE EHAA EFYY F8x 559 HUt

AT f(u,-,-",un)% 27} g9 Q9] ¥
Tolil, BE AuEUES ¢;9 BTalA A
ARtk A9 AG)E ¢EY HFdy
(multilinear) HENZ, ¢;9] 23} o)e] & ¥
getal @om, ©A g9 1% ¥ mA3
(cross-product) S-EvHe- ¥ 3}3lc) welA, 33}
olde uAA (e w3AE) FES FAG
B 65 Q% 0Q/0g;9) HEAQ FE 7}
A7) o, 7} Q% 6Q/ag;l tis) 7R
k=¢8] 7 TERE AN 37K 4
ok oAL FATEEE HEE ¢, F oji
BXE ZAREaA & o, 5 71 o)iky

e olAHY REE A 4 gleg @
Eizes

x2

N[O ofk

E
o

3.2 OlAKHO| gt &Y

AREC] ZAH o QAREE wEchs
TS & Aeols, AR 9] Hn Eato)
A2} py, 07D W AR} i 9] 1FEHE -0,
2FEHL o2 AR K Taguchi,
1986; Kackar, 1985; Yu and Ishii, 1998; Seo
and Kwak, 2002)

I JAAEC] e EES} 2o HlY)
AEES OE A 4 A F 2GS O
=% 2o] ZAE 4 UcKChoobineh and
Branting, 1986). &3l X9 F$EU=gS
B, Bs 3R fz), p, o, a8z
P="Pr{z < h}&} 3}&}. <18 1>0X9} o],
A (mass) P7} he] o) & Qe °‘«H
A Lo AFET, A% 1- P7hhe] 9 BE|

M= B9 A o JFdv 7HgsiAk
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FREA 2 AT, A7H A3E, 20083 9Y

f(z)
P
4 1-P
Lk l,

<a@ 1> H|fFe| Edrs

o}, 2 E(momen)ol] B The] 4(6)°]
g slojo} ek

e =PL+ (01—

& X9 93 B b Hgeln
A 174} 27 AFE RFIA

o+ =PE+Q1-P)i @)

ANE BE}E L3 LE e 4@
2t

o, yoh 0+ )& WARSS} FEATE

FI5e & W, h=pold P-0(v/2)9% 2
of Ao, 1523k |3 25F% )

g8 7ExE 42 P9t 1— Polth $19)
2@yl Mg} o] AXtd FEHET USHE
71EXEL Seo and Kwak(2002)o) A T 45
7 27} HE7HA] g uHRS W] Ae} 5
Uit qiek SHEWS XU gIAREE TS
Aole  A®)NM  P=Pr{z < u}=1/2,
L=p—o, lh=p+o7} ot WA, di5
HFRES P2t g AT 2 ol
93go] 247k P} 1— P9l ol

4.1 71 =kt

Ao X9 =5 ulgro &, Z} basic event
BE ¢(i=1,2,-,nt dFATEZE o
adi= 7HEIA 149 203)d e E94
4 FRE ZES Wie) S8 B e
3 P

A 1. ¢, %} median¥} error factor7} F1%
S uf], $}X 25 (location parameter) §;9} F/F
B 4(shape parameter) v, & th3h o] AlNE
th

é;=In(median of g;),
~;=In(error factor of g;)/1.645

2213, ¢,9) B s B 0P e

o] A
pi = exp(6;+17/2),

thest 2
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o} =exp(26;+47) - {eXP(ﬁ)— 1}

DA 2. 3289 =9E U=, 4 g sl
EXCEL5S ol838lo] P=Pr{g < u}-
®(v/2) 5 Akeitk

°@A 3. g8l F JRe ol T®E i
o; \/(1—_151‘_)7—}3;9} pito; m
2 23%c o, sl Amass)e 217}
P;s} 1= Pott.

A 4. SisiiP(inverse transform methoc)
o 93 ol 3 B HEUS WA WU
A, 1996, pp.197-199)-L o83}, 2} ¢, 9l oj
o e g HERIEVE HBWRUS
YA

Plg; = p; — o W):Pi’
Plg;=pi+o; /P /(1-P))=1-P,
oJEE HPe N9

DA 5. k(=1 M)A H3z8 (5,
run)olX (8Q/ag,)} %3t Q. 7k& AT

@Al 6. (0Q/9g,)" o] B Q9] A V
£ thad 2ol ALt

S 7. 7} basic event] EEAA FoE &
=9 FHAE thsF 2ol Attt

Ui

Ul=B{(0Q/0a)} - 5, ©

AT SN B F2E SR W}

4.2 X OfIA|

the-2] Example 18 7FAA 4.1 A] =9
B 2394 FAE Z59 Wl S 49
8l3, F7HE 92 Example 2 ~ Example 49
= dAE thaiM AtE WHE A&ech
71231 Example 1 ~ Example 49] ojA|Ed]| of
3] dojxl Ao EAFoEA Atd Wyl
o3 A7e] S 53t

Example 1

OA A oAl s 418 E344
FLE &% W Azl U 2ok

A 1 g9 B ot BFEAX 0,8 <R
4>s} k.

SA 2. P,=Py=P,=0.7580, P,=P,=P,=
P,=0.6308, Py=P,=0.6633

9 3. g9 F Al XM FEL <E 4>
o} 2tk

A 4. 9] H9E o2 Bo] Adspd o
=% 2o ¢ EX U~O,DEHE FEWs

& WIS, 71 gro] Py=0.7580 Kt} zHA
U 2o q 9 e R HA oAb 3=0.0)
& F3taL, 12 gho] P=0.7580 Bt} = ¢, 9

& 5 WA o] gi=0.00024311)E FHJ

£

o 6. E{(6Q/0¢,)*} k& <E 5>0) B
Ad, V=232,849x10" 12

A 7. 219)el] <)t AlAHE 2} basic event
o] g FATE <% 5> Rt

At el o AN Azt FEAA4E
U=3}7] 918k, Rushdi(1985)9)] e 1433
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MREA LT

A7A A3E, 20083 9Y

A
kI

i) — 9 HA
¢ Ha EEEA ol
S =oin
1 0.00004528 0.00011178 0.00000000 0.00024311
2 0.00044994 0.00033733 0.00019187 0.00089087
3 0.00124983 0.00093703 0.00053297 0.00247465
4 0.00124983 0.00093703 0.00053297 0.00247465
5 0.00044994 0.00033733 0.00019187 0.00089087
6 0.00870056 0.00884891 0.00239597 0.02112061
7 0.00870056 0.00884891 0.00239597 0.02112061
8 0.00258361 0.00637807 0.00000000 0.01387159
9 0.00258361 0.00637807 0.00000000 0.01387159
Q1 Wbl sl AlxtE BEAA FoTv} Example 2

<¥ 5>

HA] Rt <F 5>ZHE, zﬂo}g
WS el ARd 29 2

Iman(1987)0) QlE AFURS] Q F@A
t}e.3} 7+th(Iman, 1987).

1o,

& 4 Utk
<X 5> Z basic eventel SEAMN E2%
R ohEl bt SHAIR] e
Y e/ Ul 5{(00/54)"} ur
1 1.0 0.3804 1.0 0.3530
2 61107 ¢ 0.0002 60106 0.0002
3 61x10° 6 0.0016 601076 0.0015
4 62x10" ¢ 0.0016 60x10"8 0.0015
5 62x10"° 0.0002 60 x 10”8 0.0002
6 461076 0.1102 47x107°¢ 0.1047
7 47x10" 8 0.1114 47x10"8 0.1047
8 3011076 0.3733 289 x 10~ ° 0.3316
9 307 %10 ° 0.3796 289x107¢ 0.3316

* V=392,849x 10712, ** /=35,400x 10" *2
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FHE B0 B84 FRE S5 %)

Q=BG TOBET0UGT U
T euThBE T TR
tG5 95 9+ 95 g5 g7

old, ¢ (i=1,-,7)e Ho] 47 2, 3,
0.001, 0.002, 0.004, 0.005, 0.003°], error

factor g2 BF 291 ARYSLES HETh

Example 3

Apostolakis and Lee(1977)¢] Example 19]]
e FUUTY Q EINE e 2ok

Q=g+ gt ateputraegtasutagg

OIILB’ q: (l: 17"')7)% medlan %}1\-"10: Z}Z}
0.0001, 0.003, 0.001, 0.003, 0.001, 0.0003,
0.000001 )11, error factor g2 212} 3, 3, 3, 3,

3,3, 101 AOiFEEE nErh

Example 4

$}¢] Example 2 ~ Example 49} 37}¢] 23
UF-E52 OR gaeZ sl & 729 24
WS et ojd, @ R4 ted Zrk

Q=106+t aueG+ag
taataetag
s q Ty a5+ ds %
a5 g7 + Gy g
T @10 G2 s+ Qo G2 D5 T 910 D3 Qg
t @10 913 Qs T Q11 Q12 Qs T Gu1 G2 Gus
+ a1 G Qe T G G Qs T 0 G D

+q11 @15 Q16
g7t gort a3
1918 G0t @18 Go1 Q19 Qa0+ Q1o G

$)¢] Example 2 ~ Example 49 o} At
B B} 814 HPHo 2 7} basic eventd] B
Y F8ES Q9 FN VE 3Tk
A Hhgel] ot Vol by HQl S
E 25 7 UeE Bol7] 9131, Examplel ~
Example4£] Z} ofj#lo]] oisl], #|td HHE A}
&3t VE 203 whE 243 & thga) 2
zfolE Ak

J

Di=( |[AId ez Add V-
a4z oz Aatd V)
[ 388 e Add v

ojujl, Example 1 ~ Example 4ol o3} 3}
Hog AXE Ve Zzb 354001071,
16,094 x 10712, 88,362 <107 12,
139,856 x 10™ 2ojck. D19 HF, Hi gL
Hoigks Ade Zige <x 6>z
Example 1¢] 739, 3|43 PHoZ Ahd
Ve vimate, AjkE wHE A3 ANk
Ve B 68% 18)i ) 94%9) xJolE K
ol wlaled, ZHZZ AlEH 0lAS o83}
o A Ve BT 187% 1811 Hd) 64.9%
o] Zje]E Holth 8|1 Example 2 ~
Example 49] 73-¢, AtE Wi AMSSt] A
4E Ve AR EoE Altd Vel )
et PEHOF 2% Kt AL X}olg Hol
3 s Ho 5% Boh &AL 2jolg S
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rYEA AT, A178 A33, 20089 99

<E 6> V FHZn Qo
Example 1
D1 Aoka MCS' Example 2 Example 3 Example 4
B 0.0677 0.1867 0.0127 0.0053 0.0171
Hagk 0.0412 0.0096 0.0024 0.0001 0.0008
Huoigk 0.0936 0.6493 0.0462 0.0155 0.0331

* BHZE AEYIRE o] &3t FojF Ve FAAE (<E 3> FH)S 7HAI ANHAR

& itk mepd, A
33 BElRE ABHIAE ol8sla A
A Vel F4x)0) uls) oS B, a4
A o) o) A4kE Aot wimal o vl
A RS L % Yok

w9, Agke el jstel 4% BT

ol o3 Ve

-l)l' m2

r

TAOZ 00144 12)1 Ff) 0.0480 (<3 5>
A g; = 994w o1& Hol=t| Whstod, 2|
Z2 A Fg oS o]&st] AMtd ULe 3
T 0.0501 1811 Hu) 0.13269] Zjo]& Hltk
1831 Example 2 ~ Example 40] H-9+= 1

° Zpol7F HHAHo R 0.002 R} A1 o 0.02
4 Femel ASEE WBP AN, ug gee w4 ok meby, Aekd e
Example 1 ~ Example 4-»] Z]’ GﬂXﬂoﬂ EH?'SH C}‘ _43H —?Z'SHZ] %Q’é“ 2_8__._ = ;(C_};—(]_E_ 3“’5'1
w7 2E AlE At Q) el o8] A Aot vlmsie o
As AP & 5 Aok
D2-|AIgte oz AN UI -
47 o AdE Ul
V.2 E
D29| W, Aagh, Aige AN Az
T <X 7>3 2t} <F 7>25H, Example 19] AR IS (fault tree) A7 A|2He] 1
A% AL e At UL Hst 4 qo1e anetn Mg =R Al2d 4%
o, ALE e ARE ARE ULs B g jdeket f8a o149 5 glew, o
<E 7> SHAN 25 FHAN 20
D2 Example 1 E le 2 E le 3 E le 4
2 Aoksl ur MCS' xample xample xample
Rk 0.0144 0.0501 0.0017 0.0008 0.0015
A4t 0.0000 0.0000 0.0002 0.0000 0.0000
FHul3k 0.0480 0.1326 0.0044 0.0051 0.0132
T e ARATER olgal Io1 0V/on s Vel IBASCE 2 R <E >

) 2 208R9] GEL 7 ALEA

- 34 -



&

Gt AEA2F ] Sex L= ok
=0 M basic event BE ¢,2] B} v,
H9E S 9] W3 o top event
B4 Vol WS waEe 43}
Brkslr] g whiE AQreih
W7t e QAT EEE gEE ¢
108 £Xx2 2A8% F ZEZE A E
Holag AHgstd E{(6Q/6q,)*} S} VE A
AHeto 2 2} basic eventd] BEAA =9 %
£ 3% A whol ot V)& &
BZdz AlEHoldE ARt basic eventd]
EEY T8 FHY o XL Al B
ol Alguitt IA| gt B EAIE
SES 7 Utk F, ARKE S o838
FAN 28T Z59] YA FHXE oA
F dtk

B =AM A W g7 TR
7t opd tE gl X (ol gfelE, wieh
& g2e Fole 82 & Utk ool
4.1 gle W7} Axpe] @A) 13 BA) 2914
g9 BaH B, a8|a Pt oo &
th dE S0, dolE E¥Y
—(ra+1/8)")] = A
BEaola (- )€ 2Hp et %‘01 ﬁ]t Ll=3

Hr
o

TN
f‘ )
U

mlm S
d

Q

e
e
i

é
[‘Xﬂ
oL

i
O

-

tlo Mz

3%, P=

N
2
e
ol
5}
i)
>
mid

glo}d, WAL 1996.

AL, #U4, 34 E] BdS o]
A HEZ Al2F, 848
8}, A28, A4Z, 1990, pp. 417-419.

oo }o
o
[o]
o
N

2T BN B8 FaE F=9 97t
B, IS5, LAY, 9%, ALY, 7
2], “FFTA(Fuzzy Fault Tree Analysis)
HEZIA2E ] o3 BE84AT 1A
H A7, idEsts] FAsks
3], 2001, pp. 71-74.
wE A, 24, <4 ZUEE Al2" 78 ¢
SEHE A7 &BE o] &aq o
IR W THeE”, A
BAAHAT, A16d, A2E, 2007,
pp. 35-49.
e, FAY, “71948587} AR A A
T7HAZES TP, BREAIAF AT,
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<Abstract>

Evaluation of Uncertainty Importance Measure
in Fault Tree Analysis

Jae-Gyeun Cho * Seok-Chan Jeong

In a fault tree analysis, an uncertainty importance measure is often used to assess how much
uncertainty of the top event probability (@) is attributable to the uncertainty of a basic event
probability (g,), and thus, to identify those basic events whose uncertainties need to be reduced to
effectively reduce the uncertainty of Q.

For evaluating the measures suggested by many authors which assess a percentage change in the
variance V of (Q with respect to unit percentage change in the variance v; of ¢;, V and 8V/av,
need to be estimated analytically or by Monte Carlo simulation. However, it is very complicated to
analytically compute V and 8 V/av, for large-sized fault trees, and difficult to estimate them in a
robust manner by Monte Carlo simulation.

In this paper, we propose a method for evaluating the measure using discretization techmique and
Monte Carlo simulation. The proposed method provides a stable uncertainty importance of each basic

event.

Keywords: Fault Tree Analysis, Uncertainty Importance Measure
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