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Abstract

For applying the risk information to amendment or newly establishment of
regulatory programs, this study has identified the essential information and
checkpoints in the implementation of each program. In addition, the relative
priority for implementing such regulatory program has been established. On the
subject of the priority establishment, ten major regulatory programs have been
treated with five assessment attributes, by way of the Delphi method for expert
elicitation. The programs on the inspections and monitoring of plant operation,
and the analysis of operational data trend, and the facility analysis are orderly
ranked respectively as top-three priority of future implementation of risk-

informed regulatory programs in Korea.
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