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Progress and prospect in hazard and operability analysis

DU Ting-zhao, TIAN Wen-de, REN Wei
(College of Chemical Engineering, Qingdao University of Science & Technology, Qingdao 266042, China)

Abstract: Hazard and Operability Analysis( HAZOP) is one of the techniques most widely used in safety analysis
to identify hazards and operability problems in process industry, especially in industry with high risk like chemical
industry , petrochemical industry et al. The fundamental principle of HAZOP is reviewed. The research related to HAZOP
around the world is classified into four categories according to its research scope,including characteristics study, HAZOP

scope extending, developing automated HAZOP expert systems and HAZOP aided with dynamic simulation. The research

prospect of HAZOP is previewed in the end.
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