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Table 1 Rudder jam test data collection
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Table 2 Rudder jam test criterion
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Table 3 Rudder jam test synoptic and eicas comparison
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Fig. 2 Rudder jam system response
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Fig. 3 Aileron and spoiler response when rudder jam
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Table 4 Rudder jam test conclusion
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MOC4 Test Validation Method Analysis of Flight Control System
for Civil Aircraft

ZHANG Dawei
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Abstract: For a civil aircraft flight control system MOC4 airworthiness compliance verification, given MOC4 test
validation, and the validation protocol was designed. By rudder jam test, the details of MOC4 test process was
illustrated. The experimental data collected and test criterion comparison showed that, the method had feasibility and
effectiveness. The authentication method can be in line with similar models MOC4 airworthiness validation to provide
an effective way of engineering practice significance.
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