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Fig.3 Software engineering reviews and SOI airworthiness reviews
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Research of Airborne Software Plan Phase Review

ZHU Yumeng*, JIN Ping, SUN Quanyan, ZHANG Xiaochun
Flight Control Department, Shanghai Aircraft Design and Research Institute, Shanghai 201210, China

Abstract: Pointing at airborne software development process, this paper analyzed airborne software certification
reviews, which included four phases: Software Plan Phase Review (SOI#1), Software Development Phase Review
(SOI#2), Software Verification Phase Review (SOI#3), Software Final Phase Review (SOI#4). Based on the analysis
of high lift system software functions, this paper gave the software lifecycle data that high lift system software SOI#1
reviewed, the SOI#1 review objectives and process, which are the basis of following software reviews.
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