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ISO 26262 + APQP Song(2013)

ISO 26262 + FMEA

Lim(2013), Kim and Lee(2012)

Ch. 3 : H&R

Ch. 4 : ASIL + RPN





Section IEC 61508 ISO 26262

name

Functional safety of

electrical/electronic

programmable electronic

safety-related systems

Road vehicles-Functional 

safety

Configura-

tion
Part 1~7 Part 1~10

Level
SIL 1~4

(SIL 1 is the lowest)

ASIL A~D

(ASIL A is the lowest)

 industry 

characte-

ristics 

Project,  Process industry 

mainly

Mass production, Moving 

vehicle

user
In general it's fixed and 

operated by trained personnel

Normal driving license 

holder

Operation 

condition
fixed Driving road is uncertain

Environ-

mental 

condition

Analysis of possible 

environmental conditions for 

your area

Environmental conditions 

depending on the area to 

be used are non-specific

Maintenan-

ce

Preventive, predictive 

maintenance carried out

The users determine the 

maintenance and 

preservation.

Durability 

Life 
fixed Not defined
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everity, ccurrence, 

etection, 























      

 

    
        and       

     









    
  ×

   
  ×

   
  ×

   
  ×



   
  ×

    

    

    



    

    

× 

× 

× 

× 

× 



  ××  

  ××  

× 

× 

× 

× 

× 
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