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A Study on A Decision-making Methodology

for Reviewing Improved Technical Specifications
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Abstract

This study has been done for developing a decision-making framework which is used for reviewing the
improvements of the Risk Based Technical Specifications systematically. The developed framework using
influence diagrams has been applied to an example problem. This work may contribute to enhancing both
the safety and the efficiency of nuclear power plants by reviewing the changes of Technical Specifications
proposed by the utility.
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