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Figure 1 Structure of this PhD thesis: risk-based decision methods and

structuration of knowledge

Chapter 2. Structuration of Knowledge for Risk-Based Decision Making
2.1. Concept of Knowledge Structuration
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2.2. Knowledge Integration and Activation Considering Decision Making Condition
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Chapter 3. Development of Scientific Solution for Problem
3.1. Problem Identification in Metal Cleaning Process
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Figure 3 Activities of each player and their relations with software system development

3.2. Practical Method of Assessing Local Risk and Global Impact for Risk-Based
Decision Making
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Chapter 4. Knowledge and Technology on Process Design and Evaluation
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Chapter 5. Activity and Information System Modeling

Chapter 4iIZ W TIRRIL SN2 5 DOFGRERIL, UV A7 IS BERREE W —
@77?4t74@$ﬁﬁm%h5%®f&60_h%#%@@tyzx%Twﬁﬂﬁ
ENDHEEDT VT 4 BT 4 LIFROWALEZIDEFOIZ K> TET AL L, BEEAYITHRIH
TE DA DR R DR OEITEE LR D, 5ODFGIEL A =R L L
BT N =T HERAT LEUMLY A T 77 A TET MME LT,
Chapter 6. Applicability of Knowledge Structuration
6.1. Structured Knowledge on Process Design and Evaluation
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6.2. Problem-Oriented Knowledge Structuration
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Chapter 7. Conclusions and Recommendations for Future Studies
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