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Fig.2 Relationship between functional failure and human factor
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Table 2 Functional hazard assessment table
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Table 3 Functional hazard assessment table with human factor
considered
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The Consideration of Human Factors in Aircraft Functional Hazard Assessment

SONG Yang*
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Abstract: The consideration of human effect is an important part of aircraft design. The method which is taking

human effect into consideration as an aircraft safety requirement in the aircraft level functional hazard assessment

was proposed in this paper. First, took the probability of the human effect failure into the common data document,

then classified the human effect failure in the functional failure scenario by considering the human effect in the aircraft

functional hazard assessment. Finally, obtained the modified functional hazard assessment table with human effect

considered.
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