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A modified STPA method and its application in safety analysis
of complex system

CHEN Lei
(College of Safety Engineering, Shenyang Aerospace University, Shenyang 110136, China)

Abstract: A method of expanding and improving the hierarchical control structure model (HCSM) of
system-theoretic process analysis (STPA) using functional attribute (FA ) and directional interaction tag
(DIT) was proposed. Based on this method, the hierarchical functional control structure and interac-
tion model (HFCSIM) of the system and essential improvement to STPA was obtained. Through this
modification, issues such as the lack of specific methods and forms follow, incomplete interaction in-
formation between components, excessive reliance on “Brainstorming” and the difficulty in ensuring
model consistency could be solved, and the systematicness, completeness and correctness of the analy-
sis results could be fundamentally ensured. Finally, the effectiveness of the modified method was vali-

dated by taking the aircraft wheel braking system as an example.
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and interaction model; STPA ; safety analysis

STPA J&: L 28 ¢ S Ak Ay S SO 3 2 4y
M7 i #2 (system—theoretic accident modeling and
process, STAMP) iy JE filh (1) 1 | 43 Bt 5 R
B ) JF A R AR 2 4
PEH 2454 HCSM R AR R GE . HAFZ i
ANEAAZH, AN A (B0 A R A5 2
s PERIN B R AR B IRRN T
1 48 4 4 43 A 7 AR R A S &R e i it
BRI BE |, 0 2 2L () S 28 B AR I AR S
Koo R M F g s AR EA R . H
i, STPA C7EA AR 2] 2 ™ . XL
UEH B RBETE 2 AT il 2 v W X &2 PR iy o 1Y
S, 300 S 4 X 2R 9 AR XU 178 B e R ik /D
FEAE

UTAESR 2 F AT % STPA f skt T4 K 5
A LAME A5 O P2 - 5 — 2O R STPA HYJE i fk
ik, Sk [4 DE A E SCT AL 2 8
YE (unsafe control actions, UCA) , 3 B A& 155
7 AR UCA, STk (5] 1E 2k 1 3Cik[4]
7%k o SCilik[6]%F STPA B Ak J2& 1R B 78
XTI A OC UCA AR o SCHRL7 M T4
FRORASHLESHE R UAN TSR R 55
o BB TR STPA R Ak U ie &7 R F
B, A I A TR0 UE 2R 50 2 75 X 2
AR, 0 SCRk [8—9 ] S it STPA FRHU %
AR FEH]F NuSMV 3R 51 22 45 il 4 il Bl I
SCHR[10 14 STPA 15 A58 RUAG Il T H. SPIN #H 45
G LI 2N 5 IR JCEE X 4 . SOk
[ 11 ]1] Event-B % 37 JE AL AL LR 56 i STPA
S B @ oK o SCHR [12—15] K STPA 5
UPPAAL FHZS & , W A2 a5 i sl e ik
ST o PR IS O A i e T AR T B
P TR, —E B B RRAR T 0 S
Br AR A X STPA J5 vk #EA 74 1 ) el i
1M STPA A & FEARIAE HCSM | i)l

FEA () @B RS TE B = &5
SR 5 (2) FE A [A]9 43 B 2 8] A [R] 1) 53
Br B B, HCSM 1 — 25k Rl i 2e MEAR MEZE 1R,
FEAR 5T - 5200 43 BT 4 T A 1 AN 245 SR A b

BEXE b 3R ], A SCHR Y — i fefi FH 2 RE A
Ht (functional module, FM) . B gEJ@ M FA M A
] 32 H. AR 25 DIT % HCSM 34740 J2 R0 e ik 1
T, VLN R G2 R AL Dy e i 254 K
22 HAR 4 HFCSIM., X /> J7 ¥ fig % i v
STPA (1) HCSM 74 Gt o F v Je ™3 1 2R P
KA 2B, DT BB A N A2 BAR BN %,
R TR = R i R A R — 50 X LA A R o £
[ R, TEAR A E DR 3 A 45 R R Gk o8 2
PEFIIE A%

1 STPA Jiik

STPA LA 349 (1) Ear o H fr i
0 AR BL A, A0 45 B0 2 AR 40 ] e R AR B Sl
ST RGN SE R Sk # HCSM. (2) 1
I RBUER I UCA. STPA KA 4 (5l 5
YE93 o 428 BT RS e il sh 1 it
TORIER ARG S B AR S 4R i i Y A
e M A7 i Bl VR 4 L i st ] e 4 B L (3) 3
it 43 HCSM 9 B> 41 L3R 43 S e AT =2 6] )
LHAT N, B E B UCA &4 ol & )
(safety constraint, SC)#{id 52 iy Js R

2 STPA J7 kit

Shy AR A, AR SCHR HH A 2tk ) STPA T
B 7 R 32T S MSTPA (modified STPA) .
MSTPA 5 STPA (1) 3= % X jil {4 L 7 MSTPA %f
HCSM iy eici I, Bl i E HFCSIM, BRI 2 A1 1)
AL BRIAMIE . LT KX HFCSIM 1 4 £
J5 1 B B AT VR (9 T34
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21 EBXRUTheEEH MR ZEEE HFC-
SIM Ky
2.1.1 ThRBRREBA TR A A E AR

Iy fig 3 iz F B A5 1Y (functional resonance
accident model, FRAM ) J& Hollnagel T 2004 4
&t SO E A 64~ D BeJE M FA
HBEHY S BT £ 48 D) e FR T Rl A9 A BLAE T, B
SR G NI Re e P S8 S BUW G RS B R B HE
HEERE . BIRFRAM X R G0 D aE &
FA #EAT T HE A TH A0 B0 0930 43 , 76 O il
S5 TH A STPA 48 SR U 58, by T4+ B AL 1Y
— PR SR H FRAM 7E R G075 SR 4 4R
BRI LA ) S 58 L R R ) T Y
fie J) ik % 89 T STPA™ . PRI L A% SCH fif 45
FRAM %} 2 8 J& ¥ FA 1940 53 , 16 3L 5 STPA (1
HCSM B FRAHRLA N 7R KRR 3
HCSM X 45 21 {14 7] 58 HL A 5 ¢ 2 4 34 19 []
i, e IR B R AR T2 XL PR X ARSI 7™ A Y 5], B
LT Br 48 R 1 S R L — BRSO RS 3
PR

G B RGEE i A TN [ B T RE AR
BeFM . 76 STPA 1, D) RERIHL FM 1l 43 Hy
2 1l 4% 85 B (controller, CT) FAT #% A5 1R (ac-
tuator, AT) AL A A B (sensor, SE) 4 #48 %
% 5 e (controlled process, CPR) . X5 , H3 #i
FRAM X 6 1T B J@ 1 FA (4 18 9145 & STPA
H B RF 8L, X FM Y 2 AE J& P FA A 45 ] (con-
trol, C) R 75 2% H (state variable, SV) . JZ i
(feedback, FB) . {# [ (guarantee, G) M f& Y
(model, M) %5 547 HIHEA T2 o

RTEAN AR A T REARTER FM 22 8] (1 38 5 H
GAT N EAE A AR JE PR FA th AT 4
A M I Hebnds DIT MR 53 . A 10 DI REFRZE
DIT J& A £k s S 2 s A 2k, HThfig
W1 2% 2 e A B FML TR 38 BLRRG A7 R 0y
], BRI IT

(1) BADIHERE FM B8 C JEd s
IZR Lt ) 4% #1474 (control action, CA) ok

U8 F Z 50 90 FL A D) REACH FM ) A 3% il i
4> (input control command, ICC) 3R T & 4t
A JH: At 38 38 1) 4% 1 4y 4> (external control com-
mand, ECC) ., H:Hr,ICC I ECC B J& 4 il iy 4
WA, CA SR RAT 2y i ] It 2yt A
WS B AR LU A FML A48 il s

(2) BATIHERIE FM AR S48 i SV g
P AL B &R 40 IR A5 A8 5 (system state variable,
SSV) Fll 34 55tk &5 4% & (environment state vari-
able,ESV),

(3) EATIREREER FM B9 515t FB J@ P &
F A58 1 )2 R W 30 Y ok TR T AR 2 IR i B
(feedback from lower level, FFL) il i & B Ik
S 25 A5 v J2 R S 1544 B (feedback to upper
level ,FTU) .

(4) FEA-TIREALER FM PR B G J& 1 248
T RE AT T 75 10 42 25 470 R0 B U5, Tk 4k
ZRAFFNGER , e TCTE A HoA s MR 58 45 1 1
T N S e S s 2 B 7 - - 7
(precondition, P) J& 48 JJ g P47 Aij 40 201 H- % 1)
FA L 7EP(—AE A ) 15 LA L AT Y RE & T
BRI T Y, P AT AR B S AE D e T T
WAAHUR  H B GRS B AR IE S 1 2 48
H A 1 28 55 1 B2 (resource, R) 2 T E A
17 P e BH FE R S 4, BRIl Re x4 A 251 7 4b 1
DLy A A T 0 ) e e RRIE N
MBERAE

(5) BEATIREME L FM AL M R P &
1 FEAE A (process model, PM) , H: A 40 45 X 45
il 2C FR A A

DI RERL L FM 1) Z) fiE & 1k FA B B ) A7
I 32 HAR%5 DIT U1 1R
2.1.2 HFCSIM iz

MU E K — R G, HFCSIM 1 b i 72
AT LA DR 2Bk e i : (1) W RGEDIRE,
Wi RGN ; (2) ¥ R G HL BN TR RE R
oy AT FM; (3) B2 FM TR R JE I
HEZEH R (4) #2580 FM B 2 & 8
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S FA; (5) B E B FM Y FA BT 60 & Y T A
DIT 1444 Fk S 7 1), 6444 FM &R B )
HFCSIM; (6) %4 # i) HFCSIM # 17 i # 1
K, LABA DR ILRE % 50 3 ¢ B b /R I R e 1A
e M RGN FM Z [ B 28 H AR A SE &, AN
A e, N 7] 2555 (4) A5 XA R HE 4746 1 AN
w7, HEBANES A EE. PHR4)—(6)4
iEINS o U N O 1 1 N 1B 7 S N ) = )
HFCSIM #] RE XA 1 FY FM . FA }2 DIT, {H
B 152 T 20 759 08 AN Wy 5 35, 455 A0 A, 25 38 W Bl A
Ak, H: DIT oK 32 7 30T o6 6 , B U 72 n 1]
2R,

SV:SSV,ESV

M c:ICC
G:P,R ]

PM C:CA

FB:FTU FB:FFLT
B 1 IhREREL FM B IhAE B FA B3t
ME B ZERZEDIT
2R

FFASHFCSIM
2

R AT &
EXRGHF A >
B R R HIB B FAR

ZAFM DIT, FHi&

H#EFM

B A TMZ A

= HEEN
B@}igggﬁz FMAIFA

B2 HFCSIM Z#ERZEE

22 ETIEEEMFARERIZEMREDIT
K UCA REHE ST
STPA J7 AN, BV A Wy B b (¥ 2R A4,

20 8] 5 5 9 58 A AT R S B O K
A It , HFCSIM X 38 H. Ay 1A B A% B0 42252 i)
Ay BT TR R BE 2 I 5 0 25 R 1 1E A A R
SEaME . A1 HRCSIM 19 H i 6 32 v A 1
AR | B CRASE A 1) — Bk | Mk G
PEZ AL, 55— A E B H bRl 8 1 DIT R 40
A5 5 UCA B R 51

W SCHT R FM R FA 35534 5 Fl, B 6l
C B FB JIRZS A8 5 SV B M AR G, fif
Y UCA 1Y 4 Fh 432, 4545 B Fh FA b DIT 19 5
BRPE BT, 97 JEFR A (4 75 1], 4 &5 Fh DIT (9 7] fig

MFE 1R,

T W NI TIG S I 2 1 VA 6
HFCSIM, W AT X} UCA K HBH JB IR R4 i oy
Bro 1 TA DIT WAFTE AR 2 4EF5 3 B 1 1%
Sk K —Bk, A H 20605 B30 b i)
RSEHE A IEH

3 MSTPA ¥ 7 16

3.1 SAE ARP4T61HIBFERS

AR SCHEEUSAE ARP 4761 HRHR AL £ L %
BIHLES A % R 4t (wheel brake system, WBS)
WFFERTGE %k L3R Tk i I FH A T e aS

WBS 5 HoAlh b 7 12 3l 5 58 e B 57 )2 IR
R R g 5 R R LA
Z Pl gl 4 %, BTG 2 R 4 R G il BT
(brake system control unit, BSCU) it /& i [ &
%t (hydraulic system, HS) # =2 £ 704y 5 [F B,
WBS it & B 25 Z H AR U AL H R SE,
MR E I R G . WBS TR AEM A K
Ba b A R T4 X 8 AL AR
o I E I REAT Hh T 98 B A5 B R 2R
oA 7 ) s o 4 . WBS HOR R LT R
45 i 1E 5 B 0 2R % (normal mode line, NML ) Fl
£ FH 2R B (alternate mode line, AML) 4
Ao T R X R I T PR Sk £ I (green line,
GL) , i &% {0 3 % % (green pump, GP) it [ ;
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DIT

AN /A RS

CA

ICC

ECC

PM

FFL

FTU

SSV

ESV

ARPEBEZRE T 0 BN 2 2R

AL TR N FEON RS

P AT A A I AL B Ao G S R
P AT g F S vt [ g i

WA i S RPN BN L AR
IAE AT B A S BN 2 AR
PEAAT A A HILE R 3 B s R R
PEHAT AR N ] B A o

% ZRGEA I I il i 4 AR W A

FEAL 2R

AL TIZ RGNS FEON L 2R

RGN AT I A BRI B ol W B A

RY ST AL e R it B
3ok LR I

o R 5

o B R s

o BRGS0 I B 3

RG22 UCHR B0 5 1013 KA 5

UGS 1 2 3 L0, S50 i
MRS U B B 3 1 S PR 5
RS UCHL (99 T 2 i e

I R YA 4

TS UCHE I 5 1013 SR 5 et

R B 195 i e
U B S B S BR OL — 3
o e A8 0 1 B0 2 5 38
FEI RIS BH
BRI A BHOR B

BRI A B BT ) sl 5
BT SRR AL — SRS B

BRI T E A HORAS BB 2

FE A B K
VLIRS RN e

VRO A 2B ) e sl 5
BT SRR O — SRS B
FLUET TE RS B B 2

AR LN & P FEU R

VAR A P B S B

o L L S T T R 2%
PR A% PR 2 AT e
ARGV FEE

VIR L6 RS 4 S8 0

B BEVEIR B it L
VRIS A0 ] 3 o

% 41 %
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Pt 89 STPA 7 ik AL e B 2% R & Ve A7 o 6 . ) 75

2 5L 2 % 1] PR K 2k i (blue line, BL) , B
¥ 4 M E % (blue pump, BP) 8{ 5 [E £% (accu-
mulator pump, ACCP) il e 20 i} . W 45 4k it I
A ZE AT LA 8 I HLEE AL R 42 7 o R
TR SRS T [0 i 28 fl DL AR A B
B9 11 (isolation valve, ISV) . 5& Wt & (shut—off
valve, SV) . ¥ [i® (selector valve) .1 & fal ik
i (metering servo valve,MV )%,
BSCU & WBS i — 4 21 . BSCU
() —F o AR TR 200 WBS, 1 F 3
M 4-F2 3 i 4> Autobrake , 15 B A 42 3 K (de-

Pedal Position

Power
Aircraft J Control

Pilots

Bignal
s

r

[P1 ]
1>

G

> PSULF®—>  Monitorl [+

Feedback
WBS
| Annunciation

AS_CMD

LG

Command1

BK_CMD

celeration rate, Dec R) . &AL AY Kb 3 (aircraft
ground speed, AC_GS) J Bjj ff fiy % (anti-skid )
L1 — T R WE T RS HS & R LS 1Y
W T AR Y Rt S L 5S 1Y 58 3 (wheel
speed, Wheel _S) . & T #&m Al 4%, BSCU N
A 2 HHE 7 F) LRU (line-replaceable unit) ,
Hop =R —rm& M. BHLRUN, Y
A Wl (monitor, MON) F 4y 2 (command,
CMD) P~ FLIT R e . WBS 2 4t 1944 B 4 ]
3N

>

ACCP_FB— !
PSU2-=|  Monitor2 Validy
-

|
[orr>—~|
(e3> T

|

1
(e >

[}
|
|
}
I8
|
|
}
|
[}
|
|
}
|
[}
|
|
[}
|
1
|
|
[}
|
1
-]

_AB/ Meter Valve

AS_CMD
Mechanical Pedal

Position
( Meter Meter )
Valve Valve
4 ‘AltP_FB

3 WBS REGEHIHR
£ :BP1_P: Braking Pedal 1 Position; BP2_P: Braking Pedal 2 Position; DecRate: Decelerate Rate ;
C_GS: AC Ground Speed; GPP_FB: Green Pump Pressure Feedback ; BPP_FB: Blue Pump Pressure
Feedback ; ACCP_FB: Accelerator Pressure Feedback ; Wheel_S: Wheel Speed; NorP_FB: Normal Mode
Pressure eedback ; AS-CMD: Anti-Skid Command ; BK-CMD: Braking Command.AltP_FB: Alternate

Mode Pressure Feedback .

3.2 EFMSTPA HLREHiTE
321 REZFBRRGIfERHTE
M4l MSTPA 1950 M7 45 B , & e X WBS &

G 11 AN - R AR OC Y R G R S i G R
W R GRS BEAT I . MR WBS Y R &E
YyRE K STPA i Sl ity s L AT RES | &

KRG RINA : (1)AC-1: KL B (&) K
BLAN R X I A O N B3 175 (2) AC-2: &
PLGL kA RHL A HLAR 51 3R 48 52 B ol 5 4
PEWEIR 5 (3) AC-3 - HL T A% 8/ [ 5 1) 4% 45 51X
Jit 37 B lf 45 7 401 8 8 A IR

R GG S 5 W =8 0] i B R S HF L



76 MMM EMRERFFR

% 41 %

KA — R FAF, H I, 78 WBS & 38 1
RFBOR AT RGNS M5 REHRFL
ROXF N e 22k - (1) H-1: 78 CHLEE [if (landing,
LA) . FP I K (rejected takeoff, RTO) i #2 7,
2 AN J2 AR AN T sk il sl AS 7247
TCVE SR DR, B AL 0w B S B X
M F L AC-1.AC-2 . AC-3;(2)H-2: KHLFI%
oA TR Ml T SR Bl 1 A B
A iR, % Flil AC-1,AC-2 ., AC-3; (3)H-
3: RHLA ARG R H T A SR
CRHLAAS AR AR 22 4 X3, 7 9 ol LAY IE
WisAT, %N F i AC-1,AC-2; (4)H-4 [H
T Vi R 0 S SR R S B CHLMLEE s AT e
HFE SIS, fEALAE B G , X =l AC-1,
AC-2. Hrp ML A S S ) SRR T

S B e AU A TR AR B SR DA R
G SER H-1 M I J5 2219 53 #T
3.2.2 HFCSIM iz

FERE T RGP F AR 1 R G fE
B, N — T S WBS AL B A4
HFCSIM, A )5 42 UCA K HEUA B 53 B FH )
FIFEEh . B RGYIEE, A WBS AML
ZH ZG K51 44 FM, BIHLALA 5% Pilots A
ZEE | BT BSCU W W B 2 48 HS K HLES
Wheels, H:H1, Pilots Fl BSCU Ry 1il |2, HS J
Wheels 24 #% ¥ XF 42 )z . Pilots, BSCU, HS &
Wheels fif 545 () FA J A5 17 22 H AR DIT W
2HR . MEER 2 N2 WBS AHLAE B &R
%L/ HFCSIM, 4nf& 4 firR .

#z2 WBSESH FM.FA X DIT

FM g FA DIT [Npa J5 1] ®iE
1 Ji i f# bR Autobrake Bz
5 PaiR I
(deceleration rate, Dec_Rate)
3 ¢ oca TS (2 Pilots—BSCU 5
4 Jashs 5] BSCU
5 Bis T i &>
6 SRV AU Ao Pilots—HS
7 SRR R R AT
8 JE AR
9 NM/AM TAERL IR /R
10 FB FFL B A SRR BSCU—Pilots Input
11 Autobrake IR &R
Pilots 12 o1 1) s A

13 BSCU Ji3 gl M4/
14 “KAT B B (taxing, landing,

RTO(rejected takeoff) )
15 SSV  HALA A R n R ESH AC—Pilots Input

3% (AC ground speed,

17 TCHLBEIE K Input, E=Environment K 5% WA fi U
8 ESV Py E—Pilot Inip;élt\ ,;fkﬁ{f%+
19 MY RATHEL
20 M PM Autobrake S HIHR7 Pilots Inside
. BSCU % WBS R Gt 4114 4 i




% 6 M . BGRW STPA 7 kB A 8 7 R % 2547 89 5 A 77
&kR2
FM E FA DIT NZE Ji'18] =i
22 “KHLHbE AC_GS
23 iURERINRAE
BSCU 24 A b TR 983 R 495 S IR A
25 Ji SR f# bR Autobrake A5
26 B I A
27 lec it Pilots >BSCU Input
28 KM R 3 BSCU
29 C X BP 4k i & A B i i 4
30 GP + SV (I3
el
T CA Gygr ?J%Eg;fﬁgij]ji/@ﬂ%uu 4y BSCUTHS Quiput
32 X BP £k i & A By i i 4
3 Autobrake 3 fifl &
SV SSV FEHp A fES) Z4—BSCU Input
34 AC_GS
35 Rl
36 EIE- T2 INA
37 NM/AM T AR R
38  FTU B 3R I SRR BSCU—Pilots Output
39 B Autobrake JREFE 7
40 M E FE R R
41 BSCU J& shal e f5 7R
42 LZtS0 Wheels—BSCU Input
43 FFL GP/BP/ACC [RARZS St
HS—BSCU Input
44 NM/AM/EM T AEIRAS S i
45 A
46 Autobrake JRZS
47 kAL AC_GS
48 M PM R BSCU Inside
49 FIZETR T
50 B Y 1
51 RS2 INAN
52 BSCU H &k
53 G P ARG AR R AY—BSCU Input
54 CA /G718 R HS-Wheels Output
55 IR EWNY I N Pilots—HS Input
56 C e GP ' SV I
HS 57 X} GP £ #% & AR /i S BSCU—HS
58 X BP 2t R AT By 4
59 GP/BP/ACC [PIRAS i
FB FTU HS—BSCU Output
60 NM/AM/EM  TAERZS B 45
61 C ICC 4R /B R HS—Wheels Input
Wheels 62 FBFTU et Wheels—BSCU Output
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3.2.3 UCAMIRG

1€ % 37 HFCSIM J& , 4% T 3k 09 20 B8 & X
UCA #4735 . AR SC# B0 58 1 & WBS,

H 5 5 8 AU BSCU By 42 1 475
—— 5Lt A SR A AT 43 BT, AL S STPA Xt
UCA 119 4 Fh 2025 AT DL R A3 3 s i 3
H-1 11 BSCU 5t F 84 4= A X< ) UCA.

B—HE: TR
iR
- PM No.19—24
Mo IT169SV,.| | wigk (SWBS TR T BERIL ) : N EL
()W RE CALZE UGS 4 0 B 2B (2) Autobrake24 Bk Z: No-6CA
QEREEERTIV I HUHE € (3)BSCUZWBSE S SR M RTRE:
GVEMRRTOKM, T KA. @ CHLE;
G B K,
_No 1718 ESV_| (O FAbb B TR
No.1—5CA No.7—13 FFL
#H—HHE . BSQU No.25—291CC No.35—41 FTU
R AT
No.33—34SSV
i) 8 PM No.45—52
(l)&@]Autobmkeﬁé}E, T ol 2 A4 (1)Autobrake; (5)§U$,H§j3,
FERBRET, BUEASIHENS; e)5ee (O EAH;
QRIERE., BERRER, WL (3)AC_GS; (TBSCUH SR
No. 52p WA, RHREEN A ROH S @Wheel S;  (OWERERE .
No.30—32 CA No.43—44 FFL No.42FFL
No.56—581CC No. 59—60 FTU
BEMRL: BERL
No.[55ICC
WAL
No.54CA
BERR2: AR No. 611CC Ne- 62F1U
B |—
B4 WBS A#lZEZR% HFCSIM
X3 SHH-1H5BSCULEAZFZEMRXH UCA
UCA 251
B a0 L SRR
woo MR kpptgssah  Retgsgar S EEORSIII i k oot
RIS E SRS AL S EER: P i S FREE [A] i K sl e

BSCU 5Lt A sh# 4: HS

Landing/RTO By Bt % H shA 41k J1 5 HLEE AR il s gt st 17 A [ 3hdl 22 im0 22 6f

A SN BB AR BN TRLIR SR 4 Bl RPLR AR,
P, Bl CHLARIE, A L, B 2w HLAS i Tl BT K
R

i B

S I i o 41, LK
A 55 W, i s
jEO

A 33 4 s 132 RTO 3 F2 v, 35 3] VI
MR, ML L B2 5 A SL i B sh A 4,
BE b3k ik B SECEHLIR R
KALRAE,

TRAHLAE 7 o — B ] J5
A St A B, S B
ML A FE Y, B
2 i




% 6 % &

Pt 09 STPA 75 ik B H e B 28 R G A Ve o0 P 6 o R 79

324 fEREHEZE (casual factor, CF) RS

TEHfiE T 38 H-15 BSCU S2Jiti [ shA 4
A2 A OCH UCA Z 5, WX T B UCA [ fE ks
I FE R HHPON . B TR R A5
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