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Development of Human Performance Measures for Human
Factors Validation in Advanced Nuclear Power Plants

Jun Su Ha, Poong Hyun Seong

Department of Nuclear & Quantum Engineering, KAIST, Daejeon, 305-701

ABSTRACT

Main control room(MCR) man-machine interface(MMI) design of advanced nuclear power plants(NPPs) such as
APR(advanced power reactor)-1400 can be validated through performance-based tests to determine whether it acceptably
supports safe operation of the plant. In this work, plant performance, personnel task, situation awareness, workload,
teamwork, and anthropometric/physiological factor are considered as factors for the human performance evaluation. For
development of measures in each of the factors, techniques generally used in various industries and empirically proven to
be useful are adopted as main measures and some helpful techniques are developed in order to complement the main
measures. Also the development of the measures is addressed based on the theoretical background. Finally we discuss the
way in which the measures can be effectively integrated and then HUPESS(HUman Performance Evaluation Support
System) which is in development based on the integrated way is briefly introduced.

Keyword: Human performance, Advanced nuclear power plant, Plant performance, Personnel task, Situation awareness,
Cognitive workload, Teamwork, Anthropometry/physiological factor, HUPESS
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(Advanced Power Reactor) —14003} -2 A8 A

SFA7)7] $15t A o CRT 7]Hke] t]AaZdo] ] 4 XRE AR A|AEz}
AAES] AR E B 5 ARAY 71ee] Agge met FAAA 2dd
o EofellA F=2 A= Hp ARHR] FAS A =k ole) wef Q1
¢} 1986 A= &8+ (Human Factor Engineering) ©] A& FAjo] 4]
3 of shrt F-2d st Aell oo} B}y FQ3HA Hglom oleist AlgYdd A4
FAo]d A, S8 Y T 22 Q1F Q404 A A0 A4AdE AFs] f8) wl=r U.S. NRC (9=
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AR FA 91 43]) 9] A9 skl HFEPRM (Human Fac—
tors Engineering Program Review Model) ©] 7259tk
(OHara et al., 2004). & A1~8 75 (Integrated Sys—
tem Validation) HFEPRM9] 3t {2 o2 AAE <1717]
7410474] (Man—Machine Interface) AlZ~®o] Y42 bdst
< BSseErhE AHEe] S8 A 3E 7|6k A
Za|A 3P H(OHara et al., 1997). 7]= NRCoJA]
¥ NUREG—-07113 NUREG—-6393°4+= ©]2]3t 41
A FAle1d MML AA A5S 98 AAFEE H7te]
Al 7ol & el AlFstal glovt AA A ¢
ol Agst7] AalAE AFdael e VeSS Y
g vt Qith JIAFYEE Frkeb] sk P ES
ofg] ofellx] dEo] ghom At AbY FolellA= of
2] fAkg =59 A7 14149l OECD Halden
Reactor ProjectellA] =2 ATt oA x 229
A7 22 AES F3) J1AFHE FriEE AT o]
FaE vl Qok(Ea 5, 1996; 2494 5, 2003). v
%101]"1 AREE 7 S0l AEA AFde] Aot \
17 FAjo1d QZEEEE AA Al AREETel
Sk o] i}, ofof] B AolA= 7]Ee] A4
== Faste] Fu AT A& 7l JIATdE
HESS Mt 28 = ojmsl Q4so] AF5
YT FGrrelA aelEolof 3H=A] 7wt 3delx= Bt
Q4 M7 7|E9 A7AHE nFsto] o] wiAE A
Stk gk 2 Agellx ] AT FrAHE g8
O AEAE Vet 480l gaAQl 1A 7L
| 7395 e g7 2ol Ak Al A
Zoll A& AxbslE JQAFYE Fo A)Y AlxEef Oig)] 3t
2k
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AR FAo] e WY A= ke ZHAl, dlofEnt
R A, ol gl oY, AuXid, SARAA, oA
2, e T 2 A-e) AAHQ PO R o)Foix]
ATHU. S. NRC, 1999). ¥ Ao A= olefdt ¢
Ao AFgsge] Wi JAAFHEE Frleb] S8 1
Y 13 o] 9345 (plant performance), &4 &AL
(personnel task), “+8<14] (situation awareness), 24
SH(workload), ® HY% (teamwork), US4/ Y] a4
9 2 (anthropometric/physiological factors) %2 6712
Brkeag aEsialth A7) 6719 BrkeaE B Aol

e g Ee] AR A 1F A QS AT

Qg Al ol

et al., 1997, 2004).

gelef] ZAske] A= AHOHara

*+ Mlain meassie; use of proces pagametee
. Ly ¥ meavare: by

o Mt measmie: detalled tak checking
* Cumplementary measse: score the pesfosmance

3. UMSUE FINE

Z17to] QIAFY L Hrre el et FrHHEES the )
A A W Alekael 2718ke] Aekleh SR =
T 28 o] 71E9 opdR 1 Vel HAE 7]

W el wet A9 ARpae ol flas
ol 9 UiAR EANS Vo SaEc wa A
A 9 AR R A2Ee] A8l uel /)£
FA ARG B BEE
= APE R i aXF
(31974 5, 2000, oI5 £
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= A 5 A MR W] 7 R0 B
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#2254, B35, 2006. 8. 31 AEHAT FHOA XA AES A6 QIMp8E HIIRGE Y 87
Eo] AR & HE 5 JEE /NLSsith gt A o= Axksith, msgt 744e] A E FHRTele HEAA
s gAY A HEAIEE s APE7E Al gk EE o] 3lo] £ oHIlE ¥l & E3E gloll o]F w7k
Ao A7) 674 BrteAE B B7F 7R ES WUt 9 2QAIZHE Hrteitt
Q4 MR UE Hrtede)] JEs 74 gE 7S A 341 TEIIHE: ZQuHA 7b 0|
= sl ol Sol A3l Hrke A AY F
3l AlEECIHE YAl FAAZIE Freezing 7119 (el FAATTRE A SRS AT A AvE ek A
SAGAT, Endsley, 1988b)& AR&-THH FAlell 2Ad-st AHd g Aluel e Frkeld 7P sttt ddss
= ggs] Hrlele 94 &8 Flow dgdd g8ty FQ FHNSE 5~/ % Agsik Aol wel dest
1A BAE Qe AP AgFet BrhE Qs AP o B2 28 FAHTE AT 75 Qith A 4,
w2 AT F e o)l w2 Hlgo] AR Flolth. Ve WA, A F4 HaA Ee 2l dA & A
wEbA] 2 AFeE A3 Al AU 2ol IA ES ks 9 248 H% o FHTFES] Y/t
9] 730l gl ZdHlelA AFHEE FE S sk 2|7F AR al HrrE vk APE7) Bl 3
TS s AAR QARSFAE Hr)ee Wl T eSS TEste] 24 Aeket XE 2ot A e
of 3t W&l 7ES AAE] FE Aol HAT d A2 Frtsict
ZlegelA 7 dEllolojof gtk olF I8l kA Tl 310 BEWIIHC: EUX|S U 2E 7t STIAZH
HRo] FH/HEE AgATE Fxdsi o 53] 94
FA o] el A ] QJIAGFHE FTtel| tist MyYAT7} 3% AE To THAFES B9 AF3 71H(AHP:
7Sl 2H& ghpo] APATANE FRI|FoR T8 Analytic Hierarchical Process) & ©] &3l T ule}
o 5 UES SQith wek FREVH RS JrkE FE B 7V5x)7F B7 Atk (Saaty, 1980). B3 Zkzko] A w ¥4
7teA MR /A E A9 Qv REEUtEEE gl izl #A5E 3t A% #(E A AL Q) Aol
/A9 IR Ths A9 e A e o] g3t BYUAEE AXH(Andresen & Drgivoldsmo,
o] A wla B EATteRs Sk A9 HrkHEEA 2000). o83t #7171 PPAS(Plant Performance
ey 1ol o2 BAS JFsER 617 98 BEA Assessment System) ol =15 F-&3tA AHS-E v} Q)
Ql Frpeto 2 Jislitt. vix|uto 2 QA n g 7} t}(Moracho, 1998; Andresen & Drgivoldsmo, 2000). ©]
k= o= AT Rl PEE FojAE <t Hr}, = 1] g EUAE Ak e 1w A7) seWs gt &
FAFAolofok st} o & S0 JAFAE FrHE Al A Qlrofl o] 27 A/3let A qhol| EtE TR FHH HHY
2 ARE A FANTIE e e 219 HFA S 9] /a7 SHAET e &8 FrbEn mpRgew o
8l AL AuE Fgals A9 52 QFFAE A FHrld Fougd dFt TEEAES olfdle] s 3
AAE AFAL 4= Qi) B Aol A7) Zlsd AMg ot T8 EYAEE 004 10071419] gro= Ewshe
55 183ty 6714 Hrke Ao tielA otelel && H} th A7} 0ol 7WhETS el ¥ £ Aow Fvt
HEES Mok Aok Est 24248 S FAERTelA 41 HiE gt T84
e s olget 4 X g "FoWS gk gt
3.1 ™M E of Mg} 2ol 7]e A (A BA, 71E WAA, A 1
Al HIA Ee 2l 2 & AESE & 2HAET
A5 WL SAAFES B2, 24, Frlet] & o3l A7t
A gl WEgd dolgE 45 7 7] wiiel A
¢l FHyP} 7hsdhd 918 24 S AAASe] &4 32 2HH AF
stfEts Y T8 T U8 Qe wek gde &
AU UelA 2449 = Q7] wel t& F7te s Hx7d5o] 518U el St stezts At A%t
S 3 pefE ool etHOHara et al,, 1997). 93485 & YA 2288 4478 79 & £ ity 192
BHe A% TV ERA & 5~719 T8 FANTE 2 99 AR PGrisro 2 AAgYS FrlolA Wy
o] LAAEIe o3l AAE™ AYE HFES L el & A X3 AALHE ds d 4 vk (OHaraet al., 1997).
A skt 2] Yeld AHEA ] AR-E gigto s A A FAAHANA Y] AL A THE O R TE
F/ANE FrlslA Aoy REHIIHEEE 247 A9 e A, AR R, AL o sAE, e 5
AW A5 G AR @A) EYARE HH 22 dde] QI FoR Qokd = Qi) o3 QIXEF



88 ot=s - 458 REAEISE
o =8 5] X i o 3o Txk5] >

o) SPR S A2l o A A WAl & o noamo) mas

obd % k. weha] LA YR eAge] AAd el -

Elgh gRE 2ASREA ofist olFe] A g & oA A% FYMEE Ansurg A5 ney

YA of R, ol wA) A T wAToss ¥ slEEE newn, S H7 AMFJEOM AHPE <183}

o ALY Aol
HRXL 18E21 1A (top—down analysis) 3 A1k &
219 (bottom—up analysis) & ©]8-3te] 13 29} o] AT
ol 21421 FHjo] H4] Alvelert $-877 e 9
3 A EtH(O'Hara et al., 1997: Skraning, 1988). &3t
TRAET R Hk AT oy AR ARE FelA b
5

F e glad) B5H 0w FaEofof sHe ATEE A
Ao, AR AR} AdE et FaEE B
o) #19]

199915 wsto] olejst A= A5 AR
= o Frigth Ao ® P ke 4
il Adelert Fnd ¥ w3 24 dolEy
l—?ﬁ} dleTe, OFLEX‘ 1% HloeE ol-8-5tef B}
B7vstA = 7hzte] Al
* Z“%%Ol #?%‘E]vt— 47&% 71%% F Aem ol E‘r~
9 5
7hsatd A 17& % 7k sAstofof gt A
Al 2y AR Frieh,
e JZM AMEIQETH AP A5
B EA A Auel L] o dekna
@971 Al A5E A AR vl st
Tro] AT 2l B7he A S
A AR AF o B,
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§2-Sequence
Sk-Sequence

| s1D-detail2 |H—{S1-Detections |
| s20detail1 | [S2-Detections |

[ S20detail 2 H—{52-0p

[ SkS-detail 1
| SkS-detail 2

520-detail m

S1D-detail /
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A43k= OPAS (Operator
Performance Assessment System) o4 z{ejz]o] A 2
< AR AN Al 3 st Aoln M =TT

gkl ¥ 1 tH(Skraning, 1988).

R 1
O I~ = Pt ‘
58k A FE9lo] F

R

3121 0] A oef dist == o8] A7 FEEHAL
U (Endsley, 1988a; Fracker, 1988) Endsley (1988b)+

o] oIE Felate] thewt ol Felsigirk: "SAE 9%
S AREI} g7he] W Gl FWH QASS AXska
AW 432, 159 v E ol e F32
) T ke sl a5 AHE e 23w
A A elekr 94 FAlo] el o] Folx = W17k
RAOR L el 2, PR U, o, 2
e, AR F QAE BEY A% gekshE
Ak FeE A olshetn el AZshs 43l
o] Qs £AL 913l WS- FF 229e & F Utk
AAZA e 4R BMEE A A Ao,
A ARAEA I, FHA B, AR HeR

TE238F 4= 9t} (O'Hara et al., 1997; Endsley, 1995a). 4
= H7MATE szl SlojA =Edo=
Welelx] Zakal Hre SeliAe ARESES Alofslok 0}7]
] o] ﬁ]’éiﬁx}o T AFA (intrusive) 0|22 94

o A2 Ago= SHAIHS zku Qrh(O'Hara et al., 1997).
AR AT/ DA 7]@% H7 A 7] wet AFEE 7 H(post-

test), 22}l H7}(on—line test), FA71¥ (freeze tech—

nique) &= FHEETE o 72 FogHE Sl Al
& ks Ao AT IS B ARkl 2eHa
oHe A ditskebAL stk A @] Atk &
g 7)o FaA kel o] B 4 vt (Nisbett
& Wilson, 1997). 22kl 7792 AxHdstel] uh2 g7t
o FAE SHEstA AlEdeld EFel doeHE Al
Sz 7 e® Ao AAZE BAr]l AR 25
@A el FEAQl @ilol v (O'Hara et al,
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(Endsley, 1988b) SAGAT—O— ﬂib‘OkOﬂ/ﬂ 9 %%% =
Ao 7 FotE|Qlon Algo] fo|slal QX3 FHef st
AHA B2} 7hssh @ Ae] HrF #8790 -4
stk o] Qlth(Endsley, 1996). Z28u A EHol S
Al AA A7) A7 FAPAke] S| FHEA o)
R o] AEE nlE] F5319] 54 AR HFE & Ut

Atk (Pew 2000; Sarter & Woods, 1991). H|=

‘

2 B 2
XE]‘O/]/\]Z_]_—, Aous Hol7lY s ont
, 1990; 1995b) Endsley (2000) &= SAGATS: ©]
J/%‘ Bt Rl TS A vk A
= A 43 7V gas AT =
Famokell Al AFEEe] 21 SAGATS AR ok 4
el s 283 7| 0 2= SACRI(Situation Awareness
Control Room Inventory)”} $1th(Hogg et al., 1995).
SACRI= Halden Reactor Project(HRP) oA AF&-% &=
NORS AlEdo]elolA &-8-317] SIaliA] /EtE]o] sh=ollA

ot AL AdelA &3 AFsHA
Z3ke} o3 H, 2000). %P& 7}7lﬁ'jL bl

| ok Wiz ke 1w

293

et} (o]

:°.:
(e}
)
gd
O
it
O
:|:1
41:
024..
Jﬂ
= o
o,
N
N
L

(Endsley, 1995a) stk -’37}547} Al (H) Al o
S WS 4 310w SART (Situational Awareness Ra—
ting Technique, Taylor, 1990) Y} SA—SWORD (Situation
Awareness—Subjective Workload Dominance, Vidulich
& Hughes, 1991) 9 22 7IHelA= 2rgF-akel 55 o]
H7k S5 ks ©go] Itk (O'Hara et al,, 1997). A2
ARl 71H2 A ARl B o sk A/ ARl A E
AZsto] g3l Hrte] &83tuxt sk AoR TR
A AgH-sht g2 Ee)] et AFtelA Wol AR
Omf el Fokel| M= F4a7e AgRke] S EHAT
(Wilson, 2000). 9x+8] ZokellA= Hta2hs AlSsto]
SA H7be| &83 VISA (Visual Indicator of Situation
Awareness, Drgivoldsmo et al., 1998) 7} Qlt}. vt o=
A4l 7S 1] JFAA o A&H o 9y
2k QA AR el g Febdr 4= Qlrks o] 9lovt 4
it S ok ARIY Folgkon o]Fo] EMlE FEEH L

olFEA=TE & & glthes ©de] vk (Wilson, 2000;
Endsley, 1995a). & AolA& ol& FolA 734 37}
718 9] 3lel KSAX (Korea Situation Awareness Index,

¢

Aol thet =R=7F SAGAT A 9] HoJAA,

244 5, 2003) 8 FHAAER Mgt A2 A1 F
shtel QFAl HolEE ol galel uEH N ER 2414
o e1ae Bohe

=SblE

KSAXi= SARTE wujojzde] gA g A|7] =34 3
TPIHe 2 ARl el o8 FHHow 3
Ok SART ] A1H & #qistel Easof 7k 4= A
= Zlolg] KSAXo|A+= SARTS] H7FA| Aol Endsley )
7412 2E(1988a) & A43ste] H s FAshE W

|

o)
=41

3.3.1 £ KSAX

21& Agstelon A3PAd FAlo]d AA A Bt
AEA oz ARSR vk ITh(EAA 5, 2003). o] 7He A

deaom

HEE § A9 Aol 7Isto] bR el 3
Aok 71 dart flom () JF
A olzlE v AAFAE Frke el dTFE FA o
o aejne sl Ao 6714 BE grkasel o
7V} 7k skl BAA Brke The A Sk mEd AlY
A (APR—1400) ol gt 277} =388 v} 3lo] 7&%
7F A FxIEow 8 Qlvks Aol glrh KSA

o] AFA o= Endsley 7l 23k AFEi1A], 2fm]o]s, ﬂlEH
&4 level 1, 2, 3 A4l dF= e Aito] x| o
AL LAY A FHEAL e A A H=(7H,
1074, 1004, 4e)47d) ol we} g71she] zhzhe] Aol o
g H7PAHTE Z1AEte] dle BAshs dolH e E8%
th kA A AAATIE 73 HER FrEHeER 7
A HEE AFEE Zlo] AaErh KSAX= B7tetalst sk

A

oﬁ l‘ﬁ ol Fl[‘

NHAR P HEZ ofn] ASkE e EAA
o 4214 Axe) vastel BrSHES wEolA gk 11
Uz AFAAe JFA PEsk e o Fe
A5 Pkl JRIN S HFoE BRI Hxe)
A5 4% ol

332 HEWIINE: OPSE ClOIE0) JIHKSH HT

FH7HHEQ KSAX: 887 Alvelert T8
s 7o R FHA o R HriEy] wie] AR g
= AlutE] e 5]k A5AR s HE &
v SRS 2t Sk w2 AT S
(eye—tracking) | 719kt A&5H 7 =5 71d35G]ct
7 FAo] A e R L] Q1A Fgo] W i AlZF A

= &l ootk Aol FEste] 4

erx % A8, AFERIA el digt ARE FEetast st
Sl 34l 7Nk WA T A|ZFA o7 oxE RE A
R gExoz ax7 Az 34 ARt Underwood
and Everatt, 1992; Hauland, 1996) = 7Fg3} Qb-3-A]+=



90 ShEt

REABISE

A ZFA 1A 9} HS Zt=th= 7Y (Moray
and Rotenberg, 1989) ol =A%t} VISAS 283 A8
TollM= TAAE Fash G tigt SAE
1A 38R12], & AR A== 8|3 EYATLE o]
2 ARGAN 2 AR 29A AFERIA, S Eo]
o] HE® ALg3lo] SACRI H714 3919 i B
ol AN afAor &§E F S Bl vk ot
(Drgivoldsmo et al., 1998). 184} o] Ho= 7o) &
At R AEe AAsk JeA a8a s et
2ZA 143t Qh=A ol tist JRE ATsAE K3 qF
T34 HolElE &gato] Aol S &
3t UEAE 7] S8l +3e] FHe
T RS ARE oA HAEE &
7] AEsHA SAIFEA (SAIEA, ARAIE, SAINE)
ARl s Ao 2 & 4 St olEsh e A
A

O
<
A F9](selective attention) & 3} (top—down) %! &
&k
[}

HO U]Xé‘l—’"_

fu L

(i

Mo T
0,

>

ﬂ
5
o
s

2] (bottom—up) IA1A A S AH st o]

FHoRRH Al Fr7t 9] AR (situation
model) ol &=l &AL 7P @Al AR7E 7]
= oo FEH H= HAVIES 2 €8 on)eitt
(Stubler et al., 2000; O'Hara et al., 2002; Kim & Seong,
2003). olelgh Az o] L frge] AlAglo R
el RS dezon §lgato] & Aeks olalis] Wk
Tjrﬁﬁ’i & glom whek e For) Ahd ko w

AT SHEL SHE A1) Adst Zow 3t
—Zr%  Qlth ole] & AdFA = Y] B
3 QAL SAIAIFAIZE, SAIHELS o] &3k A%
A9 AIAS sy 17 3ol e} go] e
AT SAAFAIZ 283 1 HES Aoz Fds}]
SRR H7Hdo] FaE Fol A%t o] 7He
#EE dHolHE A EIPE WA sk djasof stk
Ggo] Qlovt SAARETR= AA] el 7 we % 4S
AL Qlom Ay o7 PAE ¢HEEZ glolEle] 7t
sto] Frksly] wiitel obA ViEE A 7R dEs
Beksl 5 glom Ao u] HFHOo T A|&HAQ 3l
< BF7rE 4 Qlthe o] Stk & Az APATFE F
3 Ao Wk AF Al FAPAR] FRGA] AES

el 2 Aat FAT £330 AJE AA gk A 2o]

TR AR TS AERIA 0] S-Eh AFERlA o] R
we} AJoldt JES RYS st vl gltk(Ha & Seong,

2005).

Sarrmilation Tame (. 43: L
A A i A, A A
100 3
PORY Fat 5w FORY
Pt i<}
B NIV Ay '
104 ‘- j ECS
. PORY e
4] - =]
m =1 0 =
10
R Lo, o
B6C 1\ &
A L5 1 | A

J8 3. RHSA,

< F¥ehed Q7 EE A s EehtH(ODonnell &
Eggemeier, 1986). AA1% ¥ 245 ¢ w2 A}
ol Ao wm whok PAlA A}Hslr) Agate] SAE
oMW 14 A7t frdEo] JAFHET} Askd = 9
(Norman & Bobrow, 1975). Al FA|o] ] &
7ol MG YasHol A thF R mAke] &%
b i AAEA ARE 1oy @ gk et 4
A= BYE SRvks A4 €55 U Eol o7
oy whebA HAA AdHate] Byt wig F23 AL
FOo g FEHI AT EY HAH, 2002). A7 N
Wl A8t FUPIES ARk oR 247 U,
ZIRE BN, A BN, Aed BrpIRloR
Stk (Williges & Wierwille, 1979; Ha & Seong,
2006). %5111 77 F2 AAZRT A A=
A glo] e Bdy, AREA, A&l
RayS Fal BriEy AA 3N sidE= A HF
= 4@ ¢tk (OHara et al., 1997). 4574k
B7PIHE 12 A 23k Ao R 2R3 gl
12} FAHL 2AE 7 (decision—making) o] wE HA1A

3
er

1o

U o oY 2 3o
o e 6

o}

sl Hrlolls AEx) gon 23} W*ﬁ% QALY
A7} e S Quls WHo] 9org AFIH FA|o

A A Aole] 242 A7 vk (Wickens & Hollands,
o

|
2000). T4 F7pPe AEAks dAeS 6H 242t
7} =7 FelEES 5793 (Meshkati et al.,, 1990).
AT gk AEAo] a1l o] 49 Zl—‘jroﬂ =9
Hol7] wlof] AL A|2Flo| AR A Ze A

2 go] 7hsste]l g AR ok oAl F=3E 3
7}71¥ 0. 2= Overall Workload (OW), Modified Cooper—
Harper Scale (MCH), Subjective Workload Assessment

Technique (SWAT), National Aeronautic and Space Ad—
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ministration Task load Index(NASA-TLX) s©°] Stk
(Hill et al., 1992), Hill et al.(1992)2 SWAT, NASA-
TLX, OW, MCHell thgt A=A H71E Fa 9o 23
S AE3 1, B34 (validity) o4+ NASA-TLX7} 9]
£ oM = NASA-TLX S} OW7} 958 Aoz 7}s)9d
th AEd FrIEE BAE AdRetel wE AdAke
A& A7 A (autonomic nervous system) TE 3 A7
Al (central nervous system) 2] Agld WailE Hr}si
(Wickens & Hollands, 2000). tJ3%2Ql Wi o 2+ EEG

(electroencephalogram) T+ §27¢] (evoked potential)

7o H A 71, Aele BA ol rEz BAJo] 9l

EEG 42 f%" ’\4 A=g DAPA ] 7ol F2ato]
@2 L‘ FAAA A 22 5] 4499

7ol 1-4 Grtell= @A VerEos FAEE
—?4 AA FHE fsiME e A=) e
Aol F-A4sict. At (heart rate) 3
% (heart rate variability) & 2+ 9] dolx
(M3 x4 9 v)gAE dolx) o] Wglel] niziste] SH
T+ Brookhuis & Waard, 1993; Brookings et al., 1996:
Rau, 1996; Boer & Veltman, 1997). 7184 438 3w
HEE JAERE AAE s AEE ] uet HEs
zv7] ks @do] itk (Kramer & Weber, 2000). -+
=2 B F7 7ol (blink), -3-A] (fixation), F&4H-%
(papillary response) 52 HLEE ©]&3ht} o]
=5 98l 7] Ak Q73 S A
A= ASEEE AR P2 ok sk
ot H o] LAl HESHA g ASE
H|So] /ey glom we E‘Z::Oﬂ:'LF_:_O] A
F-o] Ao aAor AHgd F QS-S HolF
(Drgivoldsmo et al., 1998; Wickens & Hollands, 2000;
Ha & Seong, 2006). ©]oll & AFolx= 71 de] A4
1 Qe FHE FHUMEEQl NASA-TLXE /R ER
ARSI FFEE AlSel 7Ikel AL EE BTt

HE2 ARSI
3.4.1 FEIH

s
T
e r\q'

rsl
-h N
Bl oY 3o O o I
o clr
(02

~
T 40 0% 50 do M o

yo Tl N

E: NASA-TLX

NASA-TLX+ 7Hd ¢ FA A}%H A
Hoz A &37] 9@ AlEdeleE 01 g3 a7 &3
(Shively et al., 1987; Nataupsky & Abbott, 1987; Battiste
& Bortolussi, 1988; Tsang & Johnson, 1989), HAF7]¢]
oJ3t 113 HAF(Hill et al., 1988; Bittner et al., 1989), 97
Aloj=}=F 27 (Byers et al,, 1988), AlEZCIHE o]t ¢

A &4 (Drgivoldsmo et al., 1998; Sebok, 2000; Braarud,
2000; Braarud & Brendryen, 2001; H5dy HAA,
2002; A4 5, 2003) <] thkst o2 (multitask)
A dFAom &850 itk v5 NRCOAME Q1A
2] 2 iste] H7HE 918 NASA-TLX AH- #alskal
Atk(Plott et al., 2004). AlTk7F APR—1400°] tjgh 3y
AT7F i vk Q7] widel AT E AR R &
|3 ¢ QlthE ARo] Avk(ASEH HAdd, 2002; 24
Al &, 2003). NASA-TLX+: thadh 22 6719 534
FrFE O R o]FoA] itk AAlA 25 (mental demand),
SA4 27 (physical demand), /\] 7+ & (temporal
demand), 3% (performance), =3 (effort), 123 F}
A3 (frustration level) (S. G. Hart, 1988). NASA—TLX
oAl TEHE = A7 EES KSAXAM 9} vix7A =2 H7}
'5}11} sh= AFAA] A48t JEF ofv] J1S7HE W

71EdAe] ZAgFat Y=o} vwste] HrletEE skl
A FEA7E ulg A g HE(7H, 10
A7) of] whet Frleb Z4zhe] Aol gk
Alste] AE A= dlolHz &8st
1817 74 A2 FGriEler s 74 &
lo] Pk AF A 2AdFst 47} 7]
F& 0T e ARl AdE 3
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KSAXAH @ NASA-TLX:E A§H7}
Zo| ARG VHlo® FRAHOoT Hy)
R A Ade e Eete] A%
AT TS 2ha Qlvh whEka &2
 (eye—tracking) o] 7]¥Fst A&7

A==l ATrollM = k- kel Wis
Azt vlel (eye—blink) #&l L9}
ol thgh Qb-g-A19] Sl W AEARE 3 e
Al (eye-fixation) #& HEE a7 ZFR3E
BEG7He ARSIt Qo] gruhel A Hs o
o AT PALE vl ATE Fa g
N7 Ao 4t BAs SR e 45 A
o7 A& o= Zhkel WlE 9l 2| & 71o) 2
(Bauer et al., 1987; Veltman & Gaillard, 1996). thF
}‘\___]6404?-7_ %EH ‘?_:]H]—?ﬂ o7 o].:,L 771—t11—01 "r]_ x] /\]7 =N
A A AL Skl whet Hagto]l delA vk (Van
Orden et al,. 2000; Veltman & Gaillard, 1998, Zeghal et
al., 2002; Ahlstrom & Friedman—Berg, 2006). 44 %2
T2 24 (arousal) oI+ 9] (attention) 7} 274 o =
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zZrarel w7} S7FsR= A7) 9Ly (Stern et al,. 1984; A 7H Al AH XA & Y] Hrhe vl Fask
Tanaka & Yamaoka, 1993) 0]“ 2 A9 A2 dA =+ o} Al Ao o] FA|o]AL 7]EQAA L] FA] AT} &

Alo] el x4 4
9 2, AR, ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁ gl *‘Sg T A2 -] I
ARl WYL vlFo] B W AF e FHS dlof she A
s YelE HA (clue) 2 88 = Utk H-SA] #A
EE 2449 AR AgFetE Syt f-83H
AR 4= QlokE ARale] A itk (Goldberg & Kotval,
1998). H-EA 54L& IAG el dist SAIZG8}F -S4
AEAZIOZ FAET -39 STt BeTs Kt
22 ARA7E o3 dulstal A&A|Tto] AgE i
of thgt o]aljel] Mt} e AXFE AN|FHS ow|gith ThA]
dabH Gl ARt HeTE SIS ASAIRE
o] S7kettt. olelst /Al T HEEL QXA Ay
stel] st Ao2 ByE wh Itk(Goldberg & Kotval,
1998; Lin et al, 2003). 58] SAAHE A|7kaklolA
QTEE ALY S Y= AxE €89 v
(Wickens & Hollands, 2000). Bellenkes et al.(1997) <
APATE B3l 7 w2 FHE AlFske vE A7) elA
9] FAIAIZrO] TP A om SRR 2R AL GAIA|
Zrol o Ark= A& LAsglrh £ AR AgATelME
AN At AF A AR 2RA7 gl 77
o ¥ A HEHS RYS stk (Ha & Seong,
2005). HE3t SAIE a4 gaZdo] 3 Ulelx a4
ko] Ao gk JehA 1E I = 4 th(Wickens &
Hollands, 2000). &l &2 717]el& By Jist 1
23 W Azl SA7F Q% | (Ha & Seong, 2005)
ol Ao ® tE 717]ed AFHEE ARke] A HE
E 08 77E AHEshe HANAY] F8E AT &

glo] fitk, TejE QhrgAle] 2L A9 wge] Hekd

SH-& Frtsk=t /831 %% - O“jr A2 A
A AlEHOIEE o] g5t APATE Tl A g Al 2
A AQFskE QA4 Zél?]_ﬂ?/] ¥, MCH, NASA-TLX,
QI-5Zt HoJElE o]&3ate] Brtatglon o]=2] ATt
= 243199 (Ha & Seong, 2006). 1 Ax} eH-52F o
HEeso] e A=sd FAZFCE e o3 Elst
Fom FHA HAEE HH4E 5 le vl a9Fl 34
TS RISt

X*t—a‘ol t Zh7ke] YAIBIES AAENCH PP E %
AHES] ARE FGTFo R Q)] © Fr= sAkE o7
Z1tHEtH(Roth et al., 1993; 1998). o]2]3t & HAx9]
F7HE SEiAE 9716 "3 H7H = (Behaviorally
Anchored Rating Scale: BARS) & AR-3F(Sebok, 2000;
ZA 5, 2003). BARSOIA = B9 4F AFE W @A
A a8, JAxE, AT &8, MY ' &
g} 5o v 7R AFEES Brteith BrkakE AdET
AU 85 ks B SHBAES BEste] 37 3
7VdEEo tjsfA EolAl (anchors i critical beha—
viors) & ¥gsto] 71E3it) Auveert FREW S
Eoxpglel ZAste] 7H HEE Hrksith BUEAHEAA
9 FrPd el vl
H7lscH(H T4 o)
-4 745]"3011% 7”&?

3.6 QIHST/MEISN 24

A=A/ TA o0 e BB MAZI|AA ] <l

A
[ A Eal=s=
[e]

3 Eall B7hdch 4 FAlo)d A A
S Aol th3t feed back@AIZA o] @AM ML
A S ABA o] BE TP Ak EE A=A/
A 8HA A 9 77t A=A S st YtHO'Hara
et al,, 1997). & &9, T’ﬁ lo] ofe] Ao gAL HAE

31]0]76};(] ‘Aiﬂ]{«nol}\:‘y o i&: L‘O—LQ Est}g §]_73 O]'Oﬂ
A e ok 4 g Al die 284 Thelo] &
AE uofof Stk whebd, Azl HelE RS
8RS AMES TSk AA HASAE Fetel A7)
A Z3 AASA/AR A L B Bolale] wAlshs
A dkato] Frfei

4. EQIARE BIEOQI QIMAME
SpICTo)!
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$525%, $B33%, 2006. 8. 31 AEAT FHOY oINeA AES I8 AMHE IS e 93
Al ARE ATS e AOE BEEM ool Al Yue] AL sFsA drk LAAE] A A
gatel olg HESo] Mz AAHe] FFAoE ¥4E w8 FPlM W AYL 9 BIHE ARG BHFORA
nrb e ANE AT 5 Qowieh wuEck oS0l A ARg ¥ F0e A8 AR dekhel 2ug 3
ERHoR BAHY] QAL S 209 A | WE 74 4 glom QASR/AReA 2ae] AAATo) ofw
SOk, QIASH/EISE Q40 ANZE WA A(AFF B QA I wAskeA) stekslel 1 A0S e
A e Fasks Beke BRI BRE Aol bul B E 5 vk A9 53 deles B A
Z|ZElofof Btk o) AABH AAHE THEIORA F  BY A BRI RA AYITNY A0S AT 5 9
A TEE 5 Ak AAshE A2ES A4S AR EA 7] uhe] 9] WA BAHL dolElg) ABHo] iy
WA (dynamic mock—up) ol AAFe] 97 2wl g8 NS AFE 5 Yk B Ak 2 dyelA] s
AgEBE AL AU ANE Aolds] Be 27 AR Hrh PSS V% EaAQ ANFYE Frpgel]
£ H5E 5 Yk oled@ 27 HolEE olgdtel AxY  AAstel e AnEe Aesy angor Bt
o] BAe] B SR QA AAHS] AHAS(E  RHOR BAL 5 ok Ais AARTE A Fol 9)
= vlepie) & pAgo e serd 4 otk 9de] £ th o AAuE zheks] Avlshd AFAA FAlele] A
g W9 deld SARHEE ArRek AdeRt & A ARAS AFH) AT AASUE Foh A AxH
Ador stom B Q% 345 278k A-A kgt (HUPESS: HUman Performance Evaluation Support
Wae] $AS o7 F Yok webd A9 ESh @ System) OF th} 2 59& Btk

S AL RELES BA5Ho 24 o]2 Bk 4= 9l o ) . } B
e 818 St 9 it e Ans 4" DA I A AT A5 e
B2 4 ok & RAAE SN g8 AAZ s o) EEEfieldTapplied) 28 QAT %
WSl sk A g oA g age g e NETNSS

- - - U= 6= 7o R —_ il o =

ARG AST 5 ook e A 249 AT5Y A F NUREGO711. 5903
Q8 AFE AT F ekl TR TR AN AT 0 e e
& 2 glth ¥ Aol ME AN AL B (goal) A L em A s
TAG L T GRste) T NS el 48 5w A01es sl nagsE
AR AR AARCR FHG FEE Sh9) B AY e e s s el
VS Tl W o) Sa WAL TAA T cep w47k2) 2208 once—through) A1~
wegze] Feal R ol Tk 4SS ARE oA 2o
o —Er’“ 5k Z QAL Bz x%akx%ql HEg & .
Hrher ANl A} Hokel fetA HEE HUPESSE o] 83 7k 1% 49} go] A9 AA
Stk 98 FARPAeIA Y 2Ad) ARt AR X A NS mARE FA mAMMG dAlse] .
2 A eI v HER HAHY] Wil 2 HUPESSE A3 Alue] et #388= Sk 54 BApdy]
R gok 9490 QA e FEE A ArE
o QX7 Syl meh WEEy] Ak mebd AR 4RE
9 AN B9E weiskaA BeF AEEG olgBfe] g g Vadaton Tt u s e o e
FolHol} AIReHE BARTIA QAH Aol Bol & i D
QEt A 29 e RS FAT 5 glol Ak | o= (]
Aesh WAL G 71N ek w& Fe AFel T ] B
Ase 4= Slo] adAd 4ol 71asitt. e AlF sesnsnses HUPESS "M;l“
Arpe o]ge Fuka ARRE B88 Qv ok b : B
TEA vlolel, 4137 vlolelst $ B8l T Bk o o]
A Zkzte] ARl Rt BoAks vl AEsel wek okl i el
o AwEe FuE A
&
7_(1]
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