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UNANED

arwifiananninnisvhnuduisiiansafiatuldlufu fiRnunnau mnvhenudil
nszvIuNSLazanInAsaifiazthlugnsiinmnuinnainvesuyed (Human Error) Aanansathun
Huwwmslunstlestulallfifnanufianaratuls unanuidtaguszasdifioosuisduneunis
UssiulemainAnuiiamainveadysd (Human Error Probability; HEP) sematin CREAM (Cognitive
Reliability Analysis Method)

wiAfln CREAM gnifanntuedausnifiosuunauiiananaosyudlugramnssuiuaios
Jagtuldsunssensuihuldlugnamnssuriluegaunsnans meladiyasuiiddyfe awn
mwalonaiaanuRananvesyedeanuidusiaundeuinng wasdvanunsaldlunmsinszi
an1mnsad (Common Performance Conditions; CPCs) ‘1'7i%ﬁwiﬂajﬂmﬁﬂmmﬁﬂwmmaﬂwwsﬂé’
wififosin flo msvssdulpewedadodldnanmlumsiinnezi oewemsusaddlugnamnss
ffvunalnguasdinsruiunsmdnidudou wadadfumedeildnudeudnaen fussdiudon
anudlauazdnduestinisinevsunoumsldnu Tuumauieuldasutunounissadude
wiafia CREAM 1Bu 4 Sumoundn wafiléainnisussduasilimnudwnulenmaiaanufianan
vosuywd wardmmuanmnsaliihlugauianatn deannsahluiduuumdunistesiu
AuRana1nvesyudlugU TRl
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Evaluating Human Error Probability by using

Cognitive Reliability Analysis Method (CREAM)

Totsapon Butmee*, Atitaya Jitjamnong** and Promote Wongsawat***

Abstract

Human error while working can occur with every operator. Understanding the mechanism
and conditions that can lead to human error is important to find potential solutions to prevent
them. The objective of this article was to describe how to perform CREAM technique for
predicting human error.

The CREAM technique was originally developed for evaluating human error in the nuclear
industry. Nowadays, this technique has been accepted and used widely in general industries.
The main benefits of the CREAM technique are both identify types of human error based on
cognitive failure and quantifies the probability number of human error. In addition, it can also
describe the Common Performance Conditions (CPCs) that can lead to human error. However,
some limitations are that it might spend a long time, especially in large and complex industries.
Moreover, the method is quite complicated and need training time. To easier to understand,
we summarized the CREAM technique into four main steps. The results can explain the number
of human error probability and also describe the conditions that can affect human error.

As a result, findings from the technique can be used to prevent human error at work.

Kewords: Human Error Causation / Human Error Probability / CREAM Technique
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1. umin

AEanaAvesIye (human errors) WuamAlaenseithlugnsiing iRmnainnsyau
uazmugaydelunszuiunsudn enfieg1snsiinuues Petrillo et al. (2017) Sonudeyaiieiiu
MaAngURmgluN1IAIUANNITATIATNIEINTA WUl aURwgdulnglamnanainauinnaInves
AUHURMU nndisiasas 90 MsuudavnInuL wusewaz 85 uazanamnssuell wuFaeas 60-90 s
dIMTUQRANUNTIUNTVUASEUAININTE 2INN15ANYIVDY Islam et al. (2018) 51891131 gURWMRIN
MIVUAEUANIAISD Useanal Sevay 80 HNINANNHANAINVBILYE mmmaqqﬁamaﬁﬁmﬁuﬁu
sntadeianielusaznisuendayaea 1y Mevanisineust Malszaumsallunisvhey e
firdneglusysiugs dedamansznusioUssavsnmuazasiiemainvesiufoRnuuuEe uaymsdnu
fiauladnZemilsves Moura et al. (2016) FilsvhnsinsesinsiingURivniid o lugnamnssy
maneUsTON Taind UL 238 Winnsel namsAnuasuil auverdnvesnsingiRvnie A
HANaInvRIYYed

myvineduaulemansiinnnuiianainuazminTesianmmsaiiazihlugauianatn
vosyud axtiedesiuaufianaiauargifvnainnisvhanlliAetuld lutagsuiinddeléing
finuiatesdionazmaiadmiviinneimufnnaiavesmyusiuannnuig Wy wada Technique
for Human Error Assessment (THEA; Pocock et al., 2001) tnadA Human Error Assessment and
Reduction Technique (HEART) (Williams, 1986) sumamain Cognitive Reliability Analysis Method
(CREAM) (Hollnage!, 1998) SausiazadindlvauunmsUszgndld dof dosos Aunnnaiu uilnmuauds
fwdlourufie annsaliduunyssnnmsRnnalnvesywe (Human Eror Identification) Wazan13a
Anresinnaniidetievesuyud (Human Reliability Analysis) 16 dm3umaiia CREAM fnaiuansing
nnwedadug e aunsalilumsiinngiamauesmaiingifimald waslumaiaildiunnudoy
TunddenissnuanuianaInvesywdinnImelln THEA way HEART (Read et al., 2021)

wiadin CREAM Tégmiauntuadiusniteldlugnamnssuiunde$ egndlsfnailuiiagiiumaia
CREAM Iignihunuszendltlugmamnssuiluogiaunsvats n1sfnwves Shokria et al. (2017)
Isuszandléinaila CREAM ifleldvinnelemainmsfianasesiuftRauluiesmunuveslssny
MNosiadwimildluysemadnsu neUssdilundnauifdnvagnnsviinu 6 Yssion loun 1) se9
Wnthuruniosniuau 2) imthvdeaiuauanudeu 3) wnthuiheauauaudy 4) wnding
5) fufoReuaua uay 6) fUitRnuluiiui sansdnsmudn dumdsfufoRnuaiua ua

AU URuluiun dalenafinanuranainlunisviinugega wiiiu 0.056 wag 0.031 auay

[
a VA v v

wenINUEIIedeseud drudlvguifausirnuianaindssinnnisufifng (Execution failure)

Y9

A a & v I3 a a 2 .
nangn AalduIavay 31.72 sosasunidumuRanainlssinnnisaamusenisiiana (Interpretation
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failure) AnLdufaeay 29.20 dwsun1sfine Ghasemi et al. (2022) lildimalin CREAM Saufiumalindu
lumshwelenaiaanuianainvesinanulunisvudsinvlelasaisueuiveussgasds

Han1sANw MU Juneugdeslumsvudsinvlalasasueuasiaivianun 26 Tuneu lneduneou

a @ I3 R &  a a a % =i = Y v

M3AAAINTIIA (ground rode clamp) Wuduneuiillenainaudanaialauiniign deladewdn
A ] a a a = ca a Y} oA = .
NEWANDNITNAAIUNANAINUINNER AD ANNTTAENINUANNIWILBVDININIU (crew collaboration)
lngdmsiauanugdn msiiuauTNilefusenitmtnauduse gujiRauluiun wasniinauves
muax Usgneudunisiianudiiufuferfudunsevesasiadunninamudusavudefine 1Juis
anunsatieantanianisiinanuianaiatunisuinnula

Nndoyadnediu Mg aunsatmetia CREAM WEinseileniainanuianain
Yo uRnulutunoun w1 Faaunsassylidttutupeunisinuidiuiuleniainaiy
Aananasnvsetesifisdla wazmatialldmsuianmnisaldAgniilugnsiinanuianainves
AU TR usegalshanululsendalvedilifiunanuidewessuaneriumeiaiuiney feiuly
unanuieuazesuiels anuving anuluun Tnguszasd msihludssyndld defuazdedes
wartunaunsUsziulagldinadia CREAM degfaulaannsalUldiievhuglomaiinninuianais

waztfuwuimaludeatuladlminanuianainainnisviausely

2. anuvang wazanuluunvesanaiin CREAM

wiatla CREAM g91131n Cognitive Reliability Analysis Method Wuwmailansarunalona
Aneuduarlunszuiunisn (Cognitive Failure) vosywd gnitanduadusnlud 1998 Tag
Hollnagel iafinfanusaiinsizilomainaufianainvessyusldislusuuuurmngludremii
(predictive) Waghuudaumad (retrospective) mﬁamﬁLf-m3ﬁﬁm‘wmaaﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂqumatﬁmmmﬁ@wm@
y8au1we) (Common Performance Conditions; CPCs) TneltiumuAnnaIn AN INNsEUILANSAN
younud (cognitive failure) 1umdn Tutiagtiumedin CREAM Idgminsnuszendldlugmanvnssuiily

agaunIvaeveUsziiudvulemaiaLara s veIN1sinALEana1AveyYed (Hollnagel, 1998)

3. WQUszasA n1sunluuszendld defuazdados

wiella CREAM Si¥nguszasdiloviunglonafisraiiewansesngud (human error probability)
flormmsAntuluiunounisvhausigg suiadumsssiuanuindediolunszuiunsfnuesayud
(cognitive reliability) Lwﬂﬁﬂﬁamﬁaﬁﬂﬂﬂizqﬂm“l%'lé’ﬂuqmm‘mﬂiiunﬂﬂszmwﬁﬁmiﬂﬁﬁﬁqmﬁum
uywd Tasiomeludnuasnuiidemfunszuiunishniinmzivesyed dofvesnaiedl fo Tena
\AannuRananazgniwseiesnuiludeyaleUsina Tuguiuuiuay shlmsuirduneuntsvhey

ednwazalaiiloniainauianalnvemysduIniign Siuisasaseuiisulainvuneuls
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= a a o v oA & v a o 09w = sal o ]
flonainanuianainunteeniniu nvswailaainmsdseiudwihlinsuisanimnisalimilug
ANURANaIAYeINYwd ilaunsamuwInslunstesiuanmmsainlidmingay dwsudesssfe
PREMNTsNIUIAMMTeaN vz ulnNdudeu dodldianlunsusediureutienn Wewindes

v

yhmslienesiosanden feiiUssdiufeddsunisiinousuneuldmaiail
4. SursunsUszfiudaemaiia CREAM
Tuunanuififeuldustunountssuunamufianainvesuywdfemaia CREAM sonidu
4 Fupeu Wieliieronnudla il
%"umauﬁ 1 ﬂ']’iaLﬂi’]%ﬁ%ﬂﬁlauﬂ’ﬁﬁ’m’mﬂ’mﬁﬂﬁ’U"fJgu (Hierarchical task analysis: HTA)
mslasgituneunsheumuiduiy fe meliesegitanssulunueanidy
Seutumeunsvhaudes « Sanaia HTA lé’gﬂﬁwmgﬁu‘lma Annett (2004) Tun15ias1gvidunau
nMsvhaulaedshesdestuuatimanendnues (goals) Wvaneges (sub-goals) nsUFCRNeL
usqumine (operations) wagnsIauRUTUREY (plans) naanmsUszidiuayesueianssulusy
tu 9 waranusothdeyadosiulldiileUssiiumeiutiadonyudieisdu 4 wu el SHERPA
wazadin CREAM LHufu dufuiunounisusadunmshaudiomaiia HTA sgnasiBenanusn
AnwmegafiudslsnnumaiEes msduunanuRawaavesyudiemaiia SHERPA: Systematic
Human Error Reduction and Prediction Approach (Butmee & Jitiamnong, 2022)
Tunaudl 2 nmsUssidiuanmnsnifidesadaUssnsnmuasayud (Common Performance
Conditions; CPCs)
fumeuiidunsiarsananwnisaivietadofiavdsmadoussavsnmuazaam
Aanainvesuud tngddwnnsfineues Akyuz and Celik (2015) Tnawusanwmsaleandu 9 Jady
Fausiazdladuaziinisudsmuseduvesaninnisal (CPC Level) uaznansenusioUstavsnmaesuyud
gzgnuvseanilu 3 Ussin fie 9aeU5ulse (improved) anas (decreased) uaglifina (Not significant)

[

etnansenukiazysennazinismuunaiazwuuiiaun lulglun1sAuiatunaunaly Aan1s199 1
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M15199 1 d@n1nnisaliidenasiauszAnsninuauyed (Common Performance Conditions;
CPCs)*?

conditions) VNN dNTINRDL

anmnsaifidaadoUsednsam  seduvesantwnisal NANTENUAD ANANTENU
vaauywd (CPC) (CPC Level) UszAnSaw (Pi)
(Effects )

1. ANAMINEANYRIRIANT (Adequacy HUsEANTANIN URIITHTTEY -0.6
of Organization) #u18d14 N5 (Very efficient) (Improved)
Usulassadenmsyinuresesnns  Juseansaw laidina 0
TAmnnzan sguuuin1sannis  (Efficient) (Not significant)

Aflgaunn uagsruunsdnns Lifldsyansam anas 0.6
pumILUanniy (Inefficient) (Reduced)
VINUITLEANTAIN anag 1
(Deficient) (Reduced)

2. @nINn15M91u (Working 1Huusslewl FreUsuUge 0.6
conditions) ¥NEAs @nmweasy  (Advantageous) (Improved)
AIVUAURNIZaY Wiy Wadula laifina 0
fufiufuRmulifuuay wasaine (Compatible) (Not significant)

Weene @oslias waglifivaie luanunsadnduls anad 1
s (Incompatible) (Reduced)

3. MIUfdunus sevIeAuLay  nsatuayy UTuls -1.2
A5 0ednTe gAY AN (Supportive) (Improved)
dauasunsuus (Adequacy of Lymngay laifiua -0.4
MMI and operational Support) (Adequate) (Not significant)

NN ANTPONLUVANITIIU  Anoaums laifina 0
PRBIINT UazgUnIalAneg mImEN (Tolerable) (Not significant)
nseransynlu]URnuaenIn  limunvay anad 1.4
n30l9N19AIVANAIEILUY  (Inappropriate) (Reduced)

ABUNILADS

421 1

I

—IS>T|Journa
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M15199 1 d@n1nnisaliidenasiauszAnsninuauyed (Common Performance Conditions;

st -Journal of Safety and Health: VoU 16 No. 1 January - June 2023 / .
. “u—""Iﬁ]JJL ALSEIRT

CPCs)*® (s19)

annIsaingdenanaussansnin

STAUVBIENINANTAS NaNITNUAD ANNANTENU
vaauywd (CPC) (CPC Level) UszAnsaw (Pi)
(Effects )
4. punsoNld U IuHuIULAY  WnnzaY HeUFUUR 1.2
%”’umaumiﬁmuﬁﬁagj (Availability (Appropriate) (Improved)
of procedures/ plans) nuneds Livanzauuazveusula  liflua 0
ATT RN warduROUNIS (Acceptable (Not significant)
191UT N e WU UR 91U Inappropriate)
ansaldaulanaeniag Wy mnzauuaztieUsulss  anas 1.4
Funounisvirauiuing eedns (Appropriate (Reduced)
funounsldgunsainmuau a1 Improved)
Uaonne
5. Sruruvendnuief szl esnitaiuanunge laidina 0
@15 anseunu (Number of (Fewer than capacity)  (Not significant)
simultaneous Goals) Mu1884 pssiuAnuanusaly  Liflua 0
Asvheulidngad ututade Uaqdiu (Not significant)
na18U52nN15 LYY N15NT8918  (Matching current
AIEUTIANEAL MIATIEOY  Capacity)
NUAYTEUULAEINUY N1IATUAN U1ANTIAINEINNTE anaa 1.2
nsvhaunSeuiu Gudu (More than capacity) (Reduced)
. 17879 T o (Available time)  flgane CRIITHUTEN -1.4
VIRERN f\i’m’mna'}ﬁ'ﬁagjﬁ'% (Adequate) (Improved)
Mliaudnsa Tifisanedans laidiua 1
(Temporarily (Not significant)
Inadequate)
Lifismesteedlos  ana 2.4
(Continuously (Reduced)

Inadequate)

._1';,_1_-0«?:
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M15199 1 d@n1nnisaliidenasiauszAnsninuauyed (Common Performance Conditions;

CPCs)*® (s19)

anmnsaifidanadaussAnsam  seduvesaniwnisal NANIENUAD ANANTENU
vaauywd (CPC) (CPC Level) UszAnsaw (Pi)
(Effects )
anlunid 97U (Time of day)  naneu laifina 0
neds Yasantumsujifan  (Day time) (Not significant)
nNangAU anad 0.6
(Night time) (Reduced)
- nstasunisid neusuuay Liwawe URIITHTTEX -1.4
Usvaunisalog 1uinuigay duszaun1salas (Improved)
( Adequacy of training and (Adequate,
Experience) vineis Ussaumsal  High Experience)
N1SANUHURUNTaUNIYIU (figane Laiina 0
939 (On Job Training) M39uUsy  fiUssaunsaisnia (Not significant)
MNYELANIE NITBUTUAIUAINY  (Adequate,
Lﬁaaﬁwmmaaéﬂﬁﬁﬁqm Limited Experience)
laiiigane anag 18
(Inadequate) (Reduced)
. AMAINANINIINTBYRIANTN  AUTEANS AN PgUTUUTe -1.4
Tuvsu (Crew collaboration (Very efficient) (Improved)
Quality) #u189 9 n199191u  TUszansSaw laidiua 0
saududuiiy n15UsuUse  (Efficient) (Not significant)
N13VIUTIAY n1sasasy  luflusgansam laidiua 0.4
aansTeRluao LT (Inefficient) (Not significant)
VIAUITLANTAIN anad 1.4
(Deficient) (Reduced)

N = B |
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Jupaudi 3 mamuralanainanudumailunszuaunishniagsay (Cognitive Failure
Probability total; CFPt)

AsAuIlanIaLAnANALLA7 IUNTEUIUNITAALASTIY ALLAAIRDNULTUAN

[y

WUseaAmNE (Coefficient of control mode; B) #erwinildaingns

B=Z2R=Zl | (1)

MuualA R (Reduced reliability) = S1urufanssunsatadenaunnyinlian
Usednsnm
| Improved Reliability) = §1uiufanssumsatadevianunnvinlf i

Uszansamn (lantusaud 2)

wagauaA1IMA1 Cognitive Failure Probability total (CFPY) loangns

CFPt = 0.0056x1002B | o, )

wenantian R uag | faanansathunldlunmsuiassimnisaunu (Control Modes)

vosrUuRulaBneIe Tnefiansaunainani 1

Strategic

Tactical

Opportunistic

Improved Reliability
%) w = wn (2B |

Scrambled

11 2 4. 5 67 & 9 Reduced
Reliability

A 1 Yszinnn1srauay (Control Modes)
Tnausznnnisaaugu (Control Modes) wuseanilu 4 Uszuan laun

1) NMIAIVANKUUYINTS (Scrambled control) fUfURMuinsAIvANsEUUlitay

Mg 91aulosnlifinnuAuaefuaniunsel
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2) msmuruwuuRIslenia (Opportunistic control) JUuRnuliiamsaransnl
avidesuftRrelulfuar biaunsatrleaanumsaifidueglutiogiu eradlesnlifivszaunisaluas
nanfiileame

3) nsmuAupg1elitulds (Tactical control) UszAnSnmuasfufifsunas

1%

Aunruly enaliteranainianunsaintulmantey
4) NSAIUAILTINAENS (Strategic control) fUfURMUTiATNaIsalunIAIVAY
Aa A [ a a
naeUasiumsiinANuianaIn
Yunauil 4 n1sauanleniaiinadsdurallunssulunsAaudazussian (Cognitive
Failure Probability; CFPi)
lugussunsAnalanIainAUHANAIA LN TTUINNITANTDINYBETL 8UU
UszLnnnszuiun1sinvesuyed (cognitive functions) sendu 4 nszuaunis loun 1) n1sdane
(observation) 2) NM13AA11L/kUaAMNRLNY (interpretation) 3) N152190KY (planning) wag 4) N3
UfURN"3 (execution) FIANMURANGIATAATUILYNUUINIUNTEUIUNITARVBINYBENT 4 NTEUIUNIT
ANURANAIA AT LAEdMAlIANAINENWAININNT TngauTaTILUNUTEINTBIALANWaI L

nangUsTAN Aalansluns1en 2

M19197 2 NTEUIUNTTARYBINYUILAZUTTIANANNE WAL

NITUIUNISAAVDINYWE USZLANAMUAULAD ATAUANLNAD
(Cognitive Functions) (Generic Failure Type) (Basic Value)
n13dane (Observation)  O1. d&unaie (Wrong object observed) 0.001
02. MUUNIAA (Wrong identification) 0.007
03. luladsneg (Observation not made) 0.007
nsAAN/ulanuming 11, 3HeduRe (Faulty diagnosis) 0.02
(Interpretation) 12. findulaia (Decision error) 0.01
13. n1suUanunuLIea1tn (Delayed interpretation) 0.01
A998 (Planning) P1. AnuRanaInlun1sInasiu (Priority error) 0.01
p2. wnudiliimuzay (Inadequate plan) 0.01
MsUHURNTS (Execution) EL. nseviiaUselan (Action of wrong type) 0.003
E2. n3eyiiaan (Action at wrong time) 0.003
E3. ﬂ'ﬁ%ﬁwu%qﬁﬁﬂ (Action on wrong object) 0.0005
E4. nszyhAndsudu (Action out of sequence) 0.003
E5. lulenseyin (Missed action) 0.003
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nsAulanaiamNavaIlunsTUIUNMIARLAaEUIZLAN (Cognitive Failure

Probability; CFPi) Auindlaangns

CFPi = CFPx10% 2 | (3)

Tamuualit @1 CFP A Amnuauial (Basic Value) 91nmsnai 2

AN Pl AD WASILYRIANANSENU (PI) ANNANS19N 1

PI= 20 Pl | o (a)

A29819N1IAUIN

Tuuveuilveeniiegaanmsideues Shokria et al. (2017) {3deldUssegnddld wafia CREAM
iWednuilemafinanuiismainvosyed luwiuntiesnuauvestssnulinsiaiiuimilsluussime
usu Tnensfnnifieneddnuurouiidenudsstensifeanufianainuindiaalu 6 sumis
lown 1) seaamihuauniesaauau 2) Wnthnheauauauiou 3) Wniniisaiuauaudy
4) wanthng 5) fUFTRMUMUAN way 6) fuftRnuluiui luiitvessuiesesuamsamuluumum
wiifivessesimiununiesmuay FulieanBennislinsgiluutasduney fedl

Fumaud 1 153LAsIZTuReUNNSYUANEEUTY (Hierarchical task analysis: HTA)
st fivessesivusuntesaauANty a1mssuunauges (Sub-Task) Idviamun 6 s
6un 1) Msmsraaeumhenusianan (Check out the entire unit) 2) MIANYITIEBIL (Study report)
3) MINAEBUNE (Test results) 4) MumaNU13 (Repair works) 5) N13asadayntdnau (Problems
staff) Wag 6) N158951897U (Submit a report)

Tunaud 2 mMsUspifluaniwnsaifidssareusynsniwvosuysd (Common Performance
Conditions; CPCs) lutumauiideawinnsussiuanimnisaiianus 9 Jade lAyaN30TEYTEAUTDY
anmnsal uagdsginansenuiinnuanls fadl

1) ANULMNNEENTB989ANT (Adequacy of Organization) dlefiarsanudinuin
D3ANIUE Tanmemnuwsnyauvessdnsaglusydu lifiussavinm wlvssAvBnmesufifey
anad BedlAmansznu (P) Wiy 0.06

2) @nWn15991Y (Working conditions) suaninn1svaululssed annse
ile (Compatible) AUURTRMY Felifnareuszansnmuesifuftau Sstidmanszyumintu 0

3) MsUfduiusszniniauLaziaiesdnsivangauuagnisdaaiunsuf o
(Adequacy of MMI and operational Support) wu31 finseenuuuiliivingan Swiliseansnm

vou URNUanas TAmanseny (P) wihiu 1.4
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4) mmw%famaaLLmNmuas%maumwﬁmuﬁﬁa&\j (Availability of procedures/
plans) Wofinnsanudmuin ununulagdunounisiuiiamngan awnsatisuiulge
Uszans e iRnuls deflenansznu (Pi) windu -1.2

5) $1uruveatvnefiagyilidudandeuiu (Number of simultaneous Goals)
pssfumnuannsaludaqiu JdsifinasoUstaniamuesfifnu Gafldmansznu (P) widu 0

6) nanfiil (Available time) Tusumissuiinudn fufRnuiinaregadfivme
FereUsulgszavBamuesiuitRau flimansenu (Pi) wiiu -1.4

7) vawesiu (Time of day) vuiifinisuivfnulutisnarsiu Sdluinase
Uszans e iRy edldmanseny (Pi) v 0

8) MslasunsineusunayUsyaunisalagnaiisswe (Adequacy of training and
Experience) wuin U uRvmlasumsilneusuegaiisaneuwivuszaunisallunisyhauiidnde eiiing
soUsEAVEA MR TURNY Seldmansznu (P) Wiy 0

9) ANAMAINIILDVBIANNTNIUTY (Crew collaboration Quality) Wuin @n@in
Tudinausamiielunisvireuegneiiuszansam Jelsiduaseuszansnmvesiuioau il
HaNsENU (Pi) U 0

sumaud 3 nseuralenaiannudumarlunsyuaunsAnlaesau (Cognitive Failure
Probability total; CFPY) :ndumevdi 1 daléinsnevianmmsaifidssasioyssavanmassyws (CPCs)
Favue 9 Jaduudn nansinEnuin ﬂﬂ%’aﬁamﬂizaw%mwmaqué (Reduced reliability; R)
a2 Yade loun Yadedl 1) anuvansauvesesdns waetadedl 3) msufduiusseninseuas
rRpsdnsesunzaLarM IR UMIURUR dmsulladeiivaeuiulsnodiassans e g
(Improved Reliability; ) #iduu 2 Uade Ao Fauit 4) ANUNTEUVDILHLIULAL UABUNNTYINLY
fifleg) way Jaded 6) e

dwsunsduInuAn CFPt 13u91nN3AIuIRUAN Coefficient of control mode (B)
FatladeivinltanUszananim T9mau 2 Jady uazledeivivliissednsam 1w 2 Yade
Slownueluaumsit 1 92ld B = 2 - 2 videwiiu 0 ndwnifuthen B Allusunadn CrPt Tneunus
Tuaunsfi 2 9l CFPE = 0.0056x10°29 yidpwiiu 0.0056 uennduluduneutiannsaiines
Ussamnismuasld TaefiTnsunann M R wag | sunindl 1 dmud sesviiusuniiesauauiy
ﬁmmmmaﬂumimu@masmﬁ%m%a (Tactical control) Aa Usganiamuesguiumaunes) fu
Maunuly enfifeRananmdntosiiannsofiniuls

sumauit 4 msrmualomainrmudumanlunsyuiunsanusiayUssan (Cognitive Failure
Probability; CFPI) Busfuainnisdiuanen Pl tagldaunsi 4 dnusasiuvesimanszvu (P) ve4

yndafoiildanmsieseilutuneudl 2 9ld Pl = (0.6) + (0) + (1.4) + (-1.2) + (0) +(-1.4) + (0) +
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'
[

(0) + (0) ¥iSaWIIU - 0.6 Feaglusesun MHIRINTUINNTAATILANTEUIUNIARYBINYBELarUsTLAN
ANUAUMAINNUERY (Sub-Task) NTMuUnliludunoun 1 NMUATILIY 6 11U WTBUTIAUINAT
CFPi veausiavulagldaunisn 3 dail

(%

1) MINTIRABUNUIBNUNMUA (Check out the entire unit) TunutigudRau

Y

fadldnseurunsdann ananulsesnyneuauvad e 03 Wilndann Jedlamnuauivial winnu 0.007

AIAN CFPi lawindu 0.0049

(%
= v

2) M3AN®1918974 (Study report) TusuilgudRnudeddnszuiunisduns

Y

(Observation) 91aNUUTLLANAMUAULIET AD O1 AWNARA FIUAIANUANLMAT WINAU 0.001 AU
A1 CFPi lawiniu 0.0007

[
a wa

3) nMsnadauka (Test results) TuanutiguiRnusasldnssuiunisinanu/ula

Y

U a a = a 1% I

ALY (Interpretation) 81ANUUsTENNANLALLAY A 12 Andulain Felmanuaumal Wiy
0.01 Auwaaue CFPi ldlviniu 0.007
4) 1ugoUn3e (Repair works) lusuiigufdRnudedddnsyuiunsiniu/ula

AUYNE  (Interpretation) WWLABINUAITNAGOUNE D19NUUTELAYIAIINALLIAAY A 11 FTAduiin

!
=

Fadlinanudumas Wiy 0.02 Audan CFPI lawinfiu 0.014

5) mamsratgmwiingy (Problems staff) Tunudfufsanusoddnszuaunis
YRS (Execution) enanulssiamanuduman fe £5 laildnsedih Gellaeniudiman wirdu 0.003
e CFPi o 0.0021

6) M3de841U (Submit a report) TusuigutRnueddnszuIumsin
wUamumung (nterpretation) enanuuszinvaudumad fe 11 3Nadefin dedimanuduman wiriu
0.02 AuaniAn CFPi lellvinffu 0.014

nmsianziluduneud 1 - 4 awnsoagunalunmsnldfnsed 3 Tnenanisiinse

wuth Tumsufifnuressesimiiusuniesaua Saildnvmznuges ianua 6 9w ldud 1) n1s
PTINABUMNBIUTR LA 2) NANYITIENY 3) NTNAFDUHA 4) NugeNUI5e 5) NMsnTalaym
Wi way 6) Msdsmeay WelssduanwmsnifidmaroussAnsninesywd saua 9 Hade
wuih Jadeitanusyavismmuesuyudinniian e msufduiusseminseuuazirsinsogiamanzan
uarnsdaaiumsUfoR (i = 1.4) dwviladefitiefulgveiidsyavinmueand fo naniil
(Pi = -1.4) dwiulemainamdumadiunszurunsanlaesas (CFPY Téviidy 0.0056 Fansviau
yoasaavmiiununtasmuauty fauainsneglussdunisaueuestediduds (Tactical Control)
dmulomainanudumadlunszuiunsanusasUssin fanansevusameglusgiuim (PIl = -0.6)
dmuanuiilenainanuiianwainanniiga fe n153dadeRin (Faulty diagnosis) Tuaugeutiigauas

M3deTeau (CFPi = 0.014) Wessnsnsuadlenanieaninnisalinge femhlvganuianainves
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N p19191 3 aguRansiiaseilemaiinaduiianainvasuyed (human error types) lngldinailan CREAM muunuimminfivassasiantiiunun
= 14
2 72IAIUAN
=} T
‘(‘;’ ANTNNNTUNE SAD NANTNU  ATNANIENY e NILUIUNITAN Useimadnuauman AR A1 CFPi
—h = a ¥
@ UszivSnnvasuywd (CPC)  (Effects) (Pi) (Sub-Task) VBIUNYWE (Generic Failure Type) — auwial g
S
=)
8 (cognitive (Basic %)
Q
3 I‘ functions) Value) ge
' 1. ANULNLIZAUTYDIDIANT  AAAY 0.6 MTIVFDUNUIBINY QRELETRE) lalladanm 0.007 0.0049 %
: (Adequacy of Organization) (Reduced) VUUA (Observation) (Observation not made) ] g
D
DD
: (Check out the % | 2
o g =
entire unit) S
2. @n1nn15v191U (Working  lailua 0 Anw131891U NTAILNA FaLnaEin 0.001 0.0007 a
B conditions) (Not (Study report) (Observation) (Wrong object observed
Q
~'<I‘ significant)
/] § 3. n1sUduWussEnIeAn anad 1.4 NSNAEDUNE NSRRI/ fnaulaiia 0.01 0.007
. \ \
B waglAs 899NN tMUNgad  (Reduced) (Test results) wlaauming (Decision error)
| N , - ~ oa |
9 LaENITEASLEINNITUL U (Interpretation) '
|
( Adequacy of MMI and '
operational Support)
4. AMUNTDUVDINUIIULAE YIsUTUUT -1.2 NOMLREGTRER AR/ pPRLURT 0.02 0.014
TUNBUNITNIIUT T8¢ (Improved) (Repair works) wUaPIIUNLNE (Faulty diagnosis)
(Availability of procedures/ (Interpretation)

“...

plans)

TR
Y 3 lidie = i

v

T



M15199 3 asUnamsBAsIzilamainauRaNaInYasuYEEd (human error types) Tngldinatin CREAM maiunummiinfivassasiandiiunun

4 J
Wa3AUAN (MD)

anwnisaliidenasie NANIZNU  AINANIZNU uEae NTZUIUNITAN USTIANAIIUAULAA A1AU A1 CFPi
UszivSnnvasuywd (CPC)  (Effects) (Pi) (Sub-Task) VBIUNYWE (Generic Failure Type)  &uwan
(cognitive (Basic
functions) Value)
5. Srunureadmnefiasyiild e 0 nsnsnlagvmtdnan nsufusnis Laileinssvin 0.003 0.0021
g15ansauiu (Number of (Not (Problems staff) (Execution) (Missed action)
simultaneous Goals) significant)
6. 1Al (Available time) PgUFuUe -1.4 GRERIIARLY nsAAN/uUA EPEBERLY 0.02 0.014
(Improved) (Submit a report) ANUNNNY (Faulty diagnosis)

(Interpretation)

: 7. 19879839 (Time of day) laifina 0
L
B (Not
(0]
§ significant)
2 8. finsinausukazUsvaunsal  ludlka 0

W inunzay (Adequacy of  (Not
training and Experience) significant)

9. AN MANNTINTlovesE®n  liiina 0
Tuvy (Crew collaboration  (Not

Quiality) significant)
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5. agd

msUssdulenafinauiianatevesyudiemaiin CREAM Iuwalianiianugnieindedis
frumeuntaulunisusedu asnsathluvssendldlugpavnssumildldegavainwane wevihune
Iulenalunisiiaauiianaiatunisiaulundifiae wu lugnamnssutlngead lssli
a a s o Ay Y Ao o oA a 19 Ao v a
Tuedes uwidwlitednssiid1fey Ao n1sussliuldauulpsanizlugpavnssundudou n1susediu
AeAtian CREAM STumaundn 4 fumaunan laua 1) n19ATzRdunaun1syineuasadudy (HTA)
2) MmsUsglivanmnsaindanasoUseansninveuyee (CPCs) 3) NMsAuIalean1ainAuauLmad
TunszurunmsAnlagsa (CFPY) waz 4) MsmuiadoniainmiudimallunszuiunsanuaazUsziny
(CFPI) nafildanmsUseiiuvilinsvidenaifinanuianainvesiysd deesnuluzuuuudeya
WeUSuna vilvanunsathdeyaluilSeuiisuanuuandisivaudug Ia wastslunisdndulaves
asAnslunistosiusasudlvanmnisalilduangay Fauasionaliaunsavitnisuilannteymila
wiouiu ftussdnsoFuiuaINNIsuAlvunilemafinauRanangnoy dnviamadaiinli

= ¢ o o a o 1 a Y a wva = o &

ny1udsanmnisaivs 9 Yadenthludmnuiianainvesiufiiny wenansadiluduwuimadunim
wmsnstesiuldednmsge deliliiAnenuiianainvesywdiulusuaals agslsiauunaudl
NY o v A va v ) 1 Ay Ao v a a a a
iedfin fie fluldendiegnaAdeninisldnaia CREAM Jins1eilanmanisiinadnuianain
YBITRININTU LN UNTBIAIUANY DL TSN UTIATLATUAIM TNV SNAEU waLaNINNITAlA9Y
Dudnwazlamzaedssimullased dlurnansinszienuiianainveaysd o1alenuuanaieiy
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