ST - 1 Maritime Quarterly

$=L-% Fuwi Vol.32 No.4
TR 112 & 12 9 December 2023
F 49~F 76 pp. 49-76

SR ETHURHE #E Z R B Rl — DL B
et 2 25

Risk Assessment on Piloting Inbound Large Container Ships in Keelung
Harbour

%4 % (Chih-Chuan Huang)' ~ § V4 #A (Shuen-Tai Ung)**

=S

% %4 IMO I 3% 2326 % 20 1 %léﬁ%r@ﬁ\«' gl }a fipieis 3 A7 7 H o
TERRGET AVRIFRLP L Y RN EAT 82 B
PR BT 10 R FESRAZ L 0 RER GEL A T e L MAp 2 b
gl BB CREEY BF RN 0 R VRE T a2 F R Bh e TR M (aslowas
reasonably practicable, ALARP): ¥ & X inf el o 77 3 @ #itn] diehg g 2 H i
MERHET RBAFL LY o a RGP AEL O PERI DA FTALGAD S
B 0 2F 2 A 17 (fault tree analysis, FTA) 58 @ 3+ 5 7B =4 E 2 (Top Event)# # 1%
Fod R E I T A2 R G FER R G I A AR E R Moy
FrAzkET IMO I 23R% 230 3 2 A 731 AR 4pda 8B 2 BR3EV (7 7 4p M H =
Fk U R RGP o

MGEF | b 'G%% ~ L RF 23%F ~ 51 RIFE

Abstract

The paper refers to IMO Formal Safety Assessment methodology for the risk
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assessing of piloting a large container vessel entering Keelung Port and figures out
whether the risk is within the acceptable level. The study identified the possible hazards
that may be encountered in piloting large container ships entering the port, and collected
opinions from 10 practicing pilots by the questionnaires survey to obtain the frequency,
severity, and risk indices of the piloting operation risk matrix. The result of study revealed
that the identified risks are all within ALLARP (as low as reasonably practicable) tolerable
zone, but risk control measures are still required to reduce the risk further down to an
acceptable level. Those identified hazards and risk control measures could be a reference
for further study and the highest risk item is selected as an example to establish a Fault
Tree Analysis (FTA) calculating the occurrence probability of Top Event so as to
appreciate the current risk levels of the scenarios. This is followed by the evaluation of
risk reductions resulting from the implementation of risk control options and cost-benefit
assessment. Finally, the study process shows that the IMO formal safety assessment is
feasible to analyze issues of piloting inbound ships and can be used by relevant

authorities when implementing risk assessments.
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® <BE7 fififi Bz K KT 12M>28 4 Bk
RFy 1 2.0684E-02 = b

® <BE 875 [7K#ERIR Efa =i £ >
B sy ¢ 2.0882E-02 = ¢

® fTDI<IE 6 Eiim(side doorfiZfik)i K>
AR 1 1-(1-a*b)*(1-c) = 2.1353E-02



SIFABREEMEE R E—UEREERA

DltsEAE 2 5t HFTAR RS EE -
BRI RAG & HA AR R (BE) ~ i Hif:
(IE)DUR JESiw Z(TE) L B A R

3.3 @ g E I E(Risk Control
Option)

FERT— A BRI FTAZR RS 1% - (HREY]
i n] O fE e A o R B 4 0 T
(RCO) » ABUE LI a8 A SR Ry
T R 2- B Mt o 4SS T T 1 o SR
PR ) - ARBUERE S (R B R
LAR [R]) ¥ 1% FTA 224 o 2% A 25 1 (Basic
Event/BE) {5 B i FH ¥ JFE Ja\ b 5 122588 T
% BELEAHR (per ship yean)IVEL » #R1%
B DURFERRYEIHE R SO g bR % -
Dl RER (A4 ke H 2S5 MEm L
Al 5L H ] 55 (LE) A e A 1 TR e 4
(TE)RYZR AR - FE LA fta Ja e 12
328 TH A 1% A B B R [ 1K A i BE (Risk
Reduction) » DUz 2%l Ji b i 2422 T Y
gD

BEAM RS2 SR IEB(FD Al G 5
A3 " WS aBREEAL ) iE T < BT
FRE(ST) - AU SRR R R E #(RT)
AREPHE il A\ E 122 TH(RCO) L RIS
i HALARP Z 23T _ESUHEI(RT>T) - 8
B AR AR - HEH R HHJE
e e 12 1% It RE 40 157 T o i e 22 SR AR
HELUT - IR IR TATE SR04 - B
i PRV 12 1 e SRR S - fe

HEREERIE R ITIERIR « TAELL S BRER ]
T La R AL ) B TR RSO LUK
Ja\ gz B (R L) o2 Jir KT A B i o 4
T REELU SRR SRR A K -
A R BTt 2 It P S 7 e B P R
e TRERS A A B B 5 0 » RIMEE Jal B
EPEIE A AR AR R
B - PR — R Z S G SE
TR FL ) SRIGRIGN - JRA[FEERCO
L3S RFIHERCORH AL - RCORITTR
L FIR5 I a] HE SR IR\ b PR TH AT &
FIRRIT S fEBHICGE TS - SRR IR
A JE\ g e PRSI A A e MR AE
ALARPR[125%. 7 FElE[A -

3.4 B AL LM (Cost-Benefit
Assessment/CBA)

HRIMO FSA (2018) LR AE I B FE
TAEPEEETT -

1. ZEAEE2 (A 3EHRisk Assessment)
HR R RS & PT RE 2 A SH R S i L
DUE EHREE & s ik B
(base case)

2. D ER3 (E\ s 58 ERIsk Control
Options) & 7% & 15 — P JE B 5 22 41 it
(RCO)YF IR A BAR AR

3. fliEt A AUk B HEE I (RCO) Y AH R
JRA B2

4. il B S P 58 150 % YE R B A 2 3 T



mEFT E=+_"% FNUHH EFE 112F 12 B

(RCOY& » DAREAF R A7 B L TR A
ARG A s 22 R TH (RCO) YA L
5. DU & 2R IH(RCO) Z A 8K 2 2K
HEfF > DI AE D BES (TRIR 2 &
Recommendations for decision making)
Ry FIIET > L R R A BB
ANRAT I R SE I

Hrp il F R E PEEIERCOH R
T2 DAREAR S B JR B o 5 AR i
JR °] % B CURR (Cost of Unit Risk
Reduction) (Wang, 2001;
Foinikis, 2001) » I HR A RS R 25 (Risk
Reduction) AR5 + S AF B fiff JB\Bar i 5
it Z BT R 4517 D0 (base case) » BEAE B i
W P o 71 B 900 (benefit) »
TR R BRI B A R 1 4228
SRR BRI - eI TS50
VAR g BEL A7 JoRL o B R o2 E A2 0T B A
g o

Wang and

CURRI= = i, (6)

Ci + BRIE JR\ e & g TE AR

RRi = S iffil B =R R

CURR: = S5 if[8] JR\ B 422 38 T[RRI A BELAVT Ja
BRI A

i SR R\ g T

DAI<IE2 57K b Hhit> 2R a5 B o ik
AUSD 2,179.01 - THIIRZHERRFT R

L 4R 2 e T AIE  JEL B o
R 53.0059E-01 » [ LA EL T [ {EG 457 8L
iR 7 A By 1 USD 2,179.01/3.0059E-
01=USD 7,249.04 - It TT 3 F5 A St
2 123592 U 7 L L B B 2 G
7+ FEp A DT TR
2RO -

3.5 ;RF 2% (Recommendation
for Decision-Making)

ERAT BRI Gk (Hazard) ~ fElzs 4t
JERI(FTA) DL B R\ 442 332 T (RCO) o2 HE
FrEd b+ DUREAR R Bs (Risk) %2 iR HLAK
HERGH T T(ALARP)EA] - HIFER ~
ALBHERY L ARG o HEEARYERLE
BRAREN S R RE SR AL & T A 51
R B(FT) S % MR (S AT S & Ja i
FRB(RD)NEME - HHECFIE A RALARPZ
] R EHSEHRCO)N S » Al TF
THR B E SRR T R B AR iR
A ) R ARMGE— P R R -
[P 2 2 B At 2 3 T L BB 92 5 R Bk
ENSERTARIE L PN L NS B9 S W]
N2 » W HREFTAFAABIER S » DL
Y& AV E S s T

HIR BB AR R R 2ATHE - H
A FEA RS2 B — 21y - FEHIEFRE R
IF S T Ja B S A PO HE - KBS ) 58k
B —ZE [ (single fatality) 25 2E B3R » Ky a5



SIFABREEMEE R E—UEREERA

HSE Health and Safety Executive ALARPZ
[y EF107(-3) 5o F5R107(-6) » DARZATHERS
SEVEILFSARFZE -

3.6 /\&E

frey _Lulthftse 78 - IMOFSAZ
FEBEE R B FE TR E 7305 - TBlRs
e HGAET s BE AL
JEBERERE ~ EBEE SRR - DU AR
ek 0 Tef R E H MR FIETEEH -

iR B Ky FLBIF 58 5 3k — it Ja B 34
5% BB E PR LR AR A
WF7E s H SNSRI AR R LS E -
(AR DUR S R AU LR - BRATEE
B TREF KB ZEEE N R E
AR 5 BUEER AN I 52 A8 7 i (E
SRR o

AW 9% it £ B Y o 51 $5 A 1E By UK
HSE (2023) ALARPAZEHE » {H HEATHE R |
B NS B O ERERTR AR A
Bz LRR » EF SRR R BRGNS HI
FoatAh B E R A SRR AT 2R -

ARSAE LW FEsERE - > DAIMO FSA
(2018)/E Ky [ HERTRE B AY B BR FEAS T S -
BT R - BRI &It - IR
SRR ~ BRI A
ek o MAEBEEERE R - IFAEkE
HISM code A\ E AR ERAY LIRS 7K A
DAHA 3 o R 3 Ack B 7 e 5 | L i iz B2

S«

B2~ SREDHT

Wtk TR 1R RS, ke TR
2~ it J o e PP SR I R T 8 o JEUBR PR
[ ) 1% » K IMO FSA Q018) B 4T
RANE -

4.1 5 B0 & f& (Identification of
Hazards)#5 58

g AR AN S A TR -
aTAL ) RS - ORI R 20 S
o EEHA 1TE A B (Risk) ~ 4238 &
(Hazard) (22 Ffff s —) - RS R ERE R
& — B W B 0.533909 (medium
agreement 0.5-0.7) (B 1 je K1) » FToREFR
HIBTEIEEEAE o HAMERRIERGR -
AR ST H R RE b S B H R B
PR - R E R L <A B
Y>—TEEBaE 7R IMO FSA (2018)37if - fill
PSS TR AT -

4.2 [& & EE{L (Risk Assessment)
fEER

et 1067 H R AT AL SR E(FD)
BB EEFRE(ST) - ARFSA BB AR (7x4)
K H & I R B fE B RD & & BE
(Ranking) » 4[1<1.1 A\ B> Ja\Ba 58
525 R 2 35 By fa b L FUR SIRTGRLZ M-
PIME - AL R RO -



s

MEZST] 5=

& 6 <1.1 AE¥%¥g>ERZ SUFI/RI 55

% FUHE KB 112 F 12 B

1.1 NE&H SI FI RI
11 SRR 56/5 | R i 7k RSz B & 205 KB HAGRE) | 2.7 29 5.6
1.1.2 BI7KBEEHIE(T 7K TF AR HE /5 7K Bl SR BB A B ) 2.7 3.6 6.3
1.1.3 et s ORBE CRFFEATAY B S5 5t R it 1) 23 2.6 4.9
1.1.4 HARTRES A B L NS 2 5 KR S ) 1.9 23 4.2

| 5.25

TR kR AT T AT .

DA L e [R5 75 3 SR A At 2% 2 J e
LB REURY) - FEIKISIE EAE B R
HEF R HRT Z BBRHEY - DRI 2575
Ja\fg o et A -

x 7 BBRHEFY IR

BT L
1.1 A B#WHE 5.25
1.4 RiFERGER 5.18
1.3 f#E 4.78
2.4 THEANEZE 4.74
1.2 Bt R e 4.70
2.3 Bl BhHam R ik R 4.63
2.2 BASECEAMH SE UEA fhlifE | 4.60
1.5 TG 4.55
3.1 RS TER f 4.54
2.1 Bl A 4.38
2.5 AR 4.30

FALK R © AFTf -

R 15 B0 SR 2% B P A A 1 J
B EVE(EALARPHERE.Z I - EARHEARATT
DISRA TS STz a e - (B

AIREMRfR R R - b AR T bR ]
- GBI R B 2 BT = 2 <11
A B> ~ <L ARHERG R > ~ <1345
> VAT WV ESERIEE —RE B - JRBIES |
IR Bt B AR bR o ek, o HL
e JRIA  BR<1I A B¥1E>4h » 5340 —
TH<1 AP 5E> he <1 34> HI B G Al
A BAE AR - AR ST IR Z
& » HFTS2 AR i BRIRIRIRFOA » B
il NI AEEL - DARERIROIRSR A (drift
angle)lli 5 » DUABU GRS fH e & HI3E R
WIRTBIEDRE » RIS TR AR AR
AN - CR R ARAAOE ASE RTZ
FRE > 1A SR (Rate of Turn)gRi 5
/N TEELE SRR ERE - R tEs
AR o

AWtseE R iunmL " ARE
iy —IEfEE— P IFTA T LIETTIMO
FSA (2018)5 80 B - <1.1 A B¥&1g>1R
FTAZEREYIRANE4 - 1 & BN A ] 2%
e



SIFABREEMEE R E—UEREERA

TR AR AR

4 N\E¥%ig FTA Z2f1E

% 8 JAlR<1.1 A B¥%#§>FTA 2 TE/IE/BE ¥l

TE * f i (IE1-4)

BE6 ;1% >4M

IE1 %] % i 2 i /% (BE1-2)

BE7 444 & ¥4 -k >12M

IE2 5! -k %5 (IE5-7, BE3-13)

BEB 51 k4B F 405 § 204 7 7

[E3 4y 4445 4k (BE14-16)

BEO # £ g ¥ & H 2% 7

TB4 51 ks 45 £ 2 e 4y 45 4 (BE17-18)

BEIO# + jp iz ¥ - 41544 i §

IE5 51k $-% %+ & & % % (BE3-5)

BEIl B#F 2 4 - #MAFEL®©7 -

IE6 % # ¥ 5 (side dooriz #%)iE X (BE6-8)

BE12 51 /K458 % /i 4% 4 45 2 474

E7 51 k% # & % (BE9-13)

BEI13 e 7 &

BE 4 40 fr3 ] -k diedf & i & e i

BE14 & it i%4%F L4507 b T B

BE2 51k A Rypp 87 /A b B BLE 1

BE1S 45 3¢ i - i )

BE3 #3351k L 3

BE16 44422 31 -k éesfid 4 &

BE4 # # 31k 4 B s52c £ B Y| %7438

BE17 & ;% #& T hE A4y da by ¥

BES 4,48 T 4

BELS 5| ke sl okph s 45 & g & $74)

FH kR T AR T

BRIRFTAZE - [HIn S F<TEA B
> BAE<IENR R AR > ~ <IE2 5]
IKBSEREE> ~ <IE3 s/ i >i<1E4
5 7K A o SR 2> R ] —
SR SR OUEE £ RF(OR gate) » HRTRES

B BRI TELG H R (TE) &4 5 1
<IEIRIRAEAREEIE > IIEN - 2 E<BEL
R RETRLS (7K MEF S35 R TR R > F1<BE2
5 17K A TEBHIRE R BE AN AR A I = B >
[FIFE A I (AND gate) » FE<IE1ARf@A



mEFT E=+_"% FNUHH EFE 112F 12 B

EIRIFHIE A &R 5 <IE25 /KRR
WFE> 2 E 5 <IESH [/KBR LR m B E> -
<IE6E i M (side doorFz i) K> H<IE7
57K BB RF e > 2 A fr]—
BIHEOEEERF(OR gate) » A &EIPR<IE2
5 KRB 5 <IE3 il i1
H <BE14 R BE LR RAFHY T Jal & 3>
<BE15 iy 355t R 53 18> 5 <BE 1 6 fif} fif1 B
5| 7K HEHE S A B> R — R R
GBI L7 (OR gate) » (&S E<IE3fi;
LI/ > B RS AR 5 <IE45 [ZKY
e 7 SR s B> <BE 1 767478 S BE (A
firity B >B<BE185 [ 7K MEA Y5 [ /K A6 3 15
s B 2> 2 HP T e —FE TR R SRS
DL IF(OR gate) » A &P EL<IE4S [7Kji
fitt = o PR B> o [ G2l TH O =B 1
(TE)[&] F—JgEHIE] ~ IE2 ~ IE3 ZE IEAFT4H 4%
ZFTAZEHE -

DABCHEHE - FEE N — g <IESH KB4
AR B A > I <BE3ZRES [k AFER
>~ <BE4¥EfjG [k AN SRR R P E
2> B <BES i1 K] 5z s A 45> A Al g 4
< —FTIE I (OR gate) 5 <IE6E g H i
(side door ¥z fi% ) # 1 > /& HH <BE6 R 5
>AM>FI<BE7 iy fifi 86 #1177k >12M> 5] i
54 (AND gate) % » BI<BESH [/KHERIR 5
T A R 2 BT — 34
[KF(OR gate) » A &I <IE6Eim H R (side
doorfZfi%)EAR>HI BN 3 <IE75 [ZKBEARF
B A e > 12 F<BEOFL Tl AT A [ 2 2= [

>~ <BE10AFHIAFALE ~ TUAABE>
<BEl1 st » FABTERE IR A —>
<BE1275 [ 7Kk B 55 / I A R 48 B B 4> B
<BEI3HAA &> R g — 34
IR (OR gate) » RIEERL<IETS ZKEBAFF G
FRHESHYIEDL -

ANRE 4R FTAZRRE R N B0l
FOREMF(BE) ~ il S (IE) e JH i 2
(TE)(3R9) > EH2E 82 {l Db B i F AR
FHFBE)EEBAND gate(CHRIRAF & 51
HUEOR gate(FF—RF G Be(F) L il [FE A
BEHEEAARES) > [ LS
S KIS THIRR(TE) Z rIRER L
HeR - MREEITRE AL < BB <1. 1A B
>FTAZ TE/IE/BEHIANF8FT 7S ©

4.3 [@fgE TS E(Risk Control
Option)#5R

ARET A JRU B o e B 13 IR e £ B 2%
EHOE B & PR e (Risk  Control
Measure/RCM) it #H 55 74 JEL i 77 $2¢ 338 T
(RCOYUERIF7R -

&< A B¥&G>FTA Z IE/BEEiE E
FrEFHARFES) G EH Top Event< A
B %> 1TE B fRCOR]ZH R Fy3.6538E-
01 » EiiRCOZ 1% F54.5812E-03 » [KIRCO
{5 JE\ B =R A e Ry 3.6080E-01 » < A &
&I TEZ B AR SHRE R I A —
ok it e et 4 3¢ BE6-IE6-IE2-TE & & (&



10) - fERyREEIATE -

# 9 <1.1 AR¥HH#$>Z RCO Bl

SIFABREEMEE R E—UEREERA

RCO RCM RCM RCM RCM RCM
IE1F)% iz 7 #3574 (BEL-2) 1 PPE i 4 %% B da e g ket fritE dpdaged kA

IE2 31k $-54. (IES-7/BE3-13) 2 PPE B A %4 | A fdpdaduddut | dpdieEERRirE EET NS 310k 4 F #%MPX
IE3 4y da 4 /i (BE14-16) 3 PR A BTMPX | B s dul | Gl EgrirE

IE4 51 kdpdp £ 2 dpdp4p 8 (BEL7-18) | 4 PPE 3 A %R | B Ry dadud dud jlojdet frir g dpdaie EATIEE £ ik
FA KR ATy HE o

¢ 10 FTA ot BE £ TE #HRERTURE

TR AR A

52 °
31

FEEMRCOZ BT -
® BEG6 » BE7 : AND gate BE6+7
BE6= 2.3240E-02, BE7= 2.0684E-02,

® [E6 ~ IES ~ IE7 @ OR gate IE2

IE5=2.1872E-01, IE7=9.0086E-02,
IE2=1-(1-IES)*(1-IE6)*(1-IE7)=

3.0428E-01

IE2 ~ IE1 ~ IE3 ~ IE4 : OR gate TE
IE1 = 6.3825E-07, IE2 = 3.0428E-01,
IE3 = 6.5484E-02, IE4 = 2.3901E-02

TE = 1-(1-IE1)*(1-IE2)*(1-IE3)*(1-IE4)

=3.6538E-01

PAFEItR 5 2GR EHERCO% & 25 BE-

BE6 N BE7=BE6*BE7= 4.8070E-04

® BE6MBE7 ~ BES : OR gate IE6

IE-TE#R » BIR SRR 1L A5 - i
JE\RE 5 EH(RCOYRITR AT G 3R . M HESE
Az 0 J B e LR Tl Ry feE T

BE8=2.0882E-02, IE6=1-(1-(BE6 N
BE7))*(1-BE8)= 2.1353E-02

# 11 Efi RCO ik ABRIERT I

EEEIERITIRL -

Before After Difference
IE1 F]= &% &% /4 (BE1-2) RCO 1| 6.3825E-07 5.2128E-09 6.3304E-07
IE2 31-k#3p (IES-7/BE3-13) RCO 2 | 3.0428E-01 3.6874E-03 3.0059E-01
IE3 4 44w /4;3%8 (BE14-16) RCO 3 | 6.5484E-02 5.7470E-04 6.4909E-02
1E4 51-k4&:4; £ 2 34,448 (BE17-18) | RCO4 | 2.3901E-02 3.2258E-04 2.3579E-02
TR KR D AP R



s

mEZH E=
4.4 Y A3 S {d (Cost-Benefit
Assessment)$E5 R

BIHERAH BB RE AR 2R -
e i JUT R 8 B AR (Loss of use) » 2 LA
Alphaliner 2022-46 & Zfl (15Nov, 2022) fiit
7~ - 8,500 TEUsH{S 2 HFH 45 552,000 USD »
M5,600 TEUSHY A H fH 4 F438,000 USD -
HI7210,000 TEUs#R L - B A ity i FHATES
Ry ReAy » SRS AR AN - BERELISS
FREARET BN TEU FRrighng &4 -

2% 12 RCO HHBRRA

% FUHE KB 112 F 12 B

(01 TEURTRUSD 4.24) » SRIGAIHTEZ
fitiU(11,167 TEUs)fdi%H HFHEAIF63,315
USD - 5 Bk & /N B Bl A By 2,638
USD/hour « Z AL Atk A 5 i FERR A
Rl S L P v SO R A st e (AL R -
Fii 5 & 2 E X ER (ZHEHE) -
21/NOV/2022 iz & ¥ [ 3R USD 1:31.2
NTD » #& TR [FI LR -

BEAMAT Ry 37 T R e R E(RCM) Al
TR BRI AEEZE - BUERBIH
JR\B A RS AR 1 3P

RCO FHBRRA

A #E(USD)

fits B A (Alphaliner 2022-46)

5,600 TEUs/38,000 USD/day

8s500 TEUs/ 52,000 USD/day

11,167 TEUs fits A/ NFF)

2,638 USD/hour

PPE {i| A B/ 45
FERARAEK 4,253 NTD = 136.10 USD
Ergeey = 2,000 NTD = 64.31 USD
i sk A 2 fih
AR PEE H BAS 1,800 NTD = 57.69 USD

=

EESEERS (21/NOV/2022 SR USD 1:31.2 NTD)

FHKR A AT

13 ST E RS RS T R

RCM #£,7% PGS
5 /KB ESE 1/4 hour
B ke 1/4 hour
T E BT ESE 1/2 hour
FEER TS 12Hrs

FH kR T AR T



SIFABREEMEE R E—UEREERA

DAL 3t 58 2% o B4R 51 Hi 25 THRCORL
A oz AR BT L B SR AR A AN R 13 Fy
F1 - Hor g s & I (RCO)Z H 25 Al
ETERERCM)FTHLEL » ATPARCOZ A
FsFrERCMIZ AHERT » DI<IE2 5 [7k#H
B>yl - RCORA s PPEfE AR 2
B 0 _EFEEAS AR AGE M
HESE ~ R BT 2 s 7R B 5 VR A i
R ER/5 7K AEERAHR(MPX) Z AR » H
A B SR AR A B SRS B R Z A (B
HOETHRATR

C=RCMI+RCM2+RCM3+RCM4+RCM5=
200.42+0.00+1319.06+659.53+0.00
=2,179.01 USD

LI 65T S e (A B A B
ZIEATy
CURR= C / RR=2,179.01 USD / 3.0059E-
01=7,249.04 USD

[F] B A A T 55 RCO SR K i BLA7
JEBERER LA AEFRREEN R IBFR -

% 13 Efi RCO B R R BN B BB =Rk i AT |5

Diff/Benefit RCM RCM RCM RCM RCM Cost USD| CURR in USD
PR PPE i * 4 WA g kied 277 % dpdafed K
S15]% g 3 i  4346E- 7. 426,102,713.5
IE17)% i3 a RCO 1 | 6.4346E-07 20042 5053 769 917.64 | 1426,102,713.57
PPE i * i %% @ g AR £ ATk ik 4 ¥ T MPX
2 51k B R L0059E-~ 79. 1249
IE2 51K i RCO2 | 3.0059E-01 20042 1319.06 55953 0.00 2179.01 7,249.04
HD RS . kil £ i
[E3 4y da 4/ dreid RCO3 | 6.4909E-02 [— kBT MPX ety 1319.06 20,321.78
0.00 1319.06
ded - PPE i * ¥4 kdied A7 i7 % pAai i EATIER ERTE PSR
E4 51k A Ay £ 2 gy -3579E- .5. ,386.
IE4 51k iz E | RCO4 | 2.3579E-02 20042 659.53 1319.06 65053 2838.55 120,386.16

FH kR T AR

4.5 R 5E 32 % (Recommendation
for Decision-making)#5 5

DUSAR R (CBA) 73 4T 1% » 13HIRCO
2813 <IE25 | 7K Bt > (K| H R AE e AL
JEBG R 7 A s USD7,249.04 2 Fi A5 18
H R - ZRIERCOFTEMS Il 5 K
ZRCO 1FEH<IEl [KI KA E>HEF
K = 8 A B B B R 2R A K
USD1,426,102,713.57 » 2FTEEHE kA
Il - ARSI S » RELARH9EER
T < A B 1> BB R EL IR 2 TR 3R
R

1. #f i <IE2 5[ 7K 6 By £ >/FTA . BE9-
BE137H H ([El4 k2 #8) : PSCEETERANE
SE SRR AN L 5 /KBS - SRR
AT MTERGIEH © LLE o A
IR - EES R A -

2. BPE<IE2S [ZKBEERIE> © VL5 [ZKBRmR
K R (ANUKMPASE ] 5 [ 7K A B
YRR AT EEAER) - 5]
TR NSRRI - 15 DLRIRE 3 25 FHRA A
B - AKBITHYEE RAE S TR AR
5 [ZRBRRRIAR » USRS e e A i
B E R - AR AR L
TERRE LPSCH A m&mrk - HE
e LR AT - IR IEEEEK




mEFT E=+_"% FNUHH EFE 112F 12 B

REHEM IS HR S S g - 4
RIAFRIZE L HAMG K AFERRK A
BB R AIERZ IR - BB EET TR%
fiSEBSRT - REFIE R EESE -

HIFE<IE3 fiifiafiiieg/isE> « <IE4 57k
fitt Aty £ o $fi it 2> / FTA Z BE14-
BE1815 H ([i&l4 52 %8) : AIS Z B EHER
B IR ~ 5 IZRBRERTEER ~ 5 7k B
B BRI RS 5 (7K Bl T 5 -
JERIAS K A 5 K i Rl 7
IR 5 [ 7K fis 22 2 B 45 ALS A5 87U & 19
FAE G [KHE H 3 22 it RS S AT E
BRIRFIH] > 3l 2 DU AR AISE A
T AE e o bRF T B At R, - S EE AR
R flafiisadas - MR AISERSEE
IRFErIRIR A€ ~ R ~ i R SR A T
{=iE - HAISEENE AT TIRRE -

Fit sk AN R SEHT LR - OB FH LR
F95 17K B3 TR s i = JE 5 1L T B A5
FiT i -

HE<IE] [RIRMEAEKE> / FTAZ
BE1-BE215 H (fiél4 52 8) + fad Erss |
IKVESENRHS & RAGATHE o DIRTT<HefE
M AGE RS TR > RUE © T ANRER
A REFRFIREDLOR R4 0 KB R
o 52 21 30 B (7 it L A 2% ~F- 39 7l A
B> 5K AME IR R IMES HiFESE - £
WL PR R BRI S M5 (ifESE - H
K R B E FUREAN ] - Je o]
RF 5 IR A A B A 2 P T v B R TR 2K

i+ A 11 R B B i
3L PR AR R -

4.6 /\fit

7 8 el ) 5 1 e A 388 1) S 1
Ja\g e AL R IR L - ERERTER<A B
vEE>—JE RN AR R - (EASRAZE
I T R L fake - AT
ol U SR\ B - R LR P R 1S
AR AT R YRR A i B A 4 ST
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