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Abstract: With the widespread use of embedded software in safety critical system, software safety assurance becomes one of research
hotspots of software engineering. In this paper, a survey is presented on Software safety standards, methods and tools in aircraft systems.
First of all, airborne software safety definitions and standards are introduced, and the safety analysis framework is also presented.
Secondly, airborne software safety analysis methods are classified into three types, namely, software requirement elicitation and
specification, safety standard oriented software development, and software safety property verification. Existing research and application
of software safety analysis methods are reviewed according to these three types. After that, existing researches on safety evidence
collection during airborne software safety assurance process according to airworthiness certification are summarized. Finally, potential
research directions of airborne software safety assurance are discussed.
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RN IR MLRE S 0S8 20 4 O Bl USSR 1) 5 3 2 A5 15 P 1) R 28T REEE F 7 IR 3 R« B I5G

« FEETH: ER ARRHFHEE4:(61272083, 61100034); VLR M = K70 AE BHIT AU BT THRI(CXZZ11_0218); Hf ey B AR}
Wl 25 9% 01 4:(CXZZ11_0218)
RGN IR]: 2013-05-07; & &R INFIA]: 2013-09-29

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn
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B IR L2 N B (A5 1 PR B B N U3 1R 22 4 P 0 1 Ay 3 A SR 3R A T2 Al PR T 5 A L L R A i — 8 i
T B R N S, BE S T LR AR N R AU )2 N B BLL T B A B2 R U Re R 5 AL
AT A OGNS AR TR, 38 2o R S T 1) T e B A B — AR RO T R A e T A = AR B DY AR TRk B, B A
TR RATEH] . A5 AT KT HI LR 4B 08 AR B A% L (I ZE WL F-22 KL EIR AR SRS &8 300
Ji A7, F-35 HLECRH T (1) ik A 28R ARSI IA 1500 J7 AT AR 0 K W A DL AR S 46 PR B AT T 1R K KK,
AR TS OR e G MR PRI Y. B8 g AR, R A 1 0 e R AT P KT I R R A 6 L
WAL AL 22 A FOARRE 7= A2 T AR K ) ST 5% M, L 20 AT e A O M I 1D S AR A SR, b T A R 5 1 i)
R DL AN 510 41,2009 45,325 [ T 45 28 W) AF447 BRI A330-200 KAL i T4 45 UK, 45 HY T RAT $a b 1 4
T B T R, M0 A P R A L PR R R T B LR KU VE b A S ) 4 — 40 4 B s 8 | B
737- 800 Y K ALTE AL I B0 18 130 3 0], b T O 2 v v (R R A AT RO S T L 2 A e = << A T 2 T IS 0 )
P27, 5 B0 CHLEA B AT WL AR PR BEA LA R B0 2 A IR CL 40 o 4% 1 o S M Ay B0 4 ) R 4 P e e A e 4
P i) R B R AR ) T A

BEAM DB K A 22 4 KB (safety-critical ) 1435 M, A 75 00 2508 BT LK o % 1 R B8 LA e 5 RMLAS B I 1
RGEHAT 22 A0 AL A BE S A I3 B 1) 22 A DUE 2 M8 98 0 2 AR 1Y) 22 4 o vl b WL 8% 0 1R 3B AT VP A7, 0 b
LA AL AH DG HR U R B 1R H b AT A S AT V2 SR A )2 e 36 [ A S o 46 FiL & I 43 (the Radio Technical
Commission for Aeronautics,#j# RTCA)HE H! T4 &MU AEFRUEAR R (W1 DO-178BPILL I 55t K AT DO-
178CIN A% bRt Ak R M E T B2 T R 3k 2 v ) 4% B B A A1 it T 8208 380 0 22 4 H A DL B PF R 4 10 2 4k
FEH T A EER O T A BB AT G & T DU RS A FR 1) R, T R S A H AR IR 2 R R BOR
T EBEAT RN 9, LB 8 5 58 =7 BR@E LA E.

H AT WL AT 22 At F S B4 A LR 5 AN e H T rE 2 4 T RIS A dopk i
SRR Bk e A B R AU O B e A AR R bR AT (R S A 4 e X PR A e A R AT
BB AN T3 AT T AR SCHF I AR AR 2 AT B Z B 5 A B TR 1D £ 8 X L8R A 22 4 1tk 0 BT AN i 2 o
R ER AR BT 5 T A LA R AH DS AR E R0 B B Tk N B 3R AT 2708 AR XA 50N, AR SCR AT T 36 [ 08 & AT A8 =) T 45 1
R BLA R A 222 4 23 AT HE B, DB TR %) 0 B 0T 30 AP 22 A Pk 0 T 1) AR BEAT T Rl 23, 9 LR AH 2% 1) B AR AT
Fh BN O BL B 22 A HE AT T 478

AICE 1 WA ENBER A2 A E R IR . A AR IE DL S AR SCERIR 1) S A4 S B 28 2 1 0 LA R 75 SR B 1
DAL BRI 5 CAEBEAT 4528 3 7150 10 ) A v R0 34 I O B e i FR AT IR 26 4 1R Bl ikt 2 &
SRIGAE 7 VE T T TAEMAT IR 58 5 900 T 1) 22 A VUIE (1 75 3K 7738 5 0 2 SLAEHm e A 7 vE AT A4 de J X
A SCHAT R IR R AROR WA 57 ).

1 ERGREERERSITESR

1.1 lEREREEREXRE

Pk b, R IR ST RS R R H B IR b RS B R B R AR S H G A
VA 7 R IR 355 25 22 A AL At Bl P S B 1 A WL L 0 T i TR AR £ 2 2 e N B i 8 40, AT T 1l S 6 1 JE AL
AEH RN 2 A S B R T T R DR 0 e R T A 1 S R AR AR A ], KR
AR 2 v R 55 il 2 s ) 2R 0 0 20 4 S ML 2R 00 5 i 6, 705 U0 25 ) 3¢ ML BA S5 4 1 T LA 5 6 5
B 5 A 3 0 AR I A A 2 A e R U3) 30 2 4> 1tk (software safety)— il 5 FL U IRAE 1979 4F2E [H R A I
MIL-STD-1574Ar1,1986 4, MIT K24 Leveson #4741 H, B2 1) e A Pk AE 2R 50 M1 4 26 iy JA 0 v a4 b —
AN BB U RSN DA O ST R, A A SRR IR TG B e AP AR 5 S L NASA 8719.13A i,
R e A R AR B e T P, I 2 Ak TR AR A O 0 SR ORI P 8 B4 v 3R 49 2 4 Mk A DR BRI
R AR IR O 08D SIS 3 I 7E — A KU T 8232 1 KT U9 Leveson 35 HY B 4 A TE R FR 0 O 1
{ER G LR S AT R & S8R G R A A AT 332 1 KB 1 41, GTB 900-901 1L J2 GIB/Z 142-2004" 81 1 %6
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WA AR RE R 7 VR AT T IR

X LB AT 5, b DR R L 22 A 3 LA 38 T 7 T 1) 2 5K & W4 (air-worthiness) 1 by i 2 45 B % € Tl
PR BT R TG AT I BT 5, B T8 Aot % R Bl MR AT B I 7 SR, LAARAIE 23 FE R S UL IR it 5T R Ay A
PRI S B AR T 22 A IB AT RS X WA B8 10 e Ak (safety)s ATHEPE. mT4Eddh . mrlakivk DL 284
i P AT T A8 i R ] SR DX A B D 56 S R T A VR R R S L A, G 9 [ A
HHHFAA FAR. KCHHAL %47 7 & (BASA) I JAA . 1 FGAILALF(CCAC) I CCAR % K435 i 1 12
Bl N T 2 A 3R AL T B MIG 22 A b v A0 3E T o S R FE P I AIE KL BETE 3 75 A b v, I LUAH DY 138 7 &
KO UF SRR PPl R ML e A R ST A A RS T AT R IR SRR I AE A T AR B LB P e A e 7l R 2 R
CE LT — RIS IR HE R FT e S 1 BT & H 00 7 96 0 2 A B8 g 9T 2 HH R SR 49 (¥ WL 28 2
A A DG R BR e S L 2 1) 1R 56 3R AR ST AR HE P S AR ME FAR 2x.1309 SR B A (1 ] FH 4RG3
T R I AC 2x.1309 BExt PR SR, R GE I o0 M1 5 Be T 2 B T HE P ik B A vk
LR B 25 AC 20-115BPOVRT AC 20-1712 0 ef s WL A2 10 75 & PR UE B T W Al bt ¥ 38 75 AC 20-
1482 & [ LA H A 1 ] 5 FH M HEAT T B A0 L SAE ARP 4754/4761 i dE R 402 i HE H T4
%} FAR 2x.1309 (¥ 1] 527 i i F 5 7 vE 3245 5 RTCA/DO-178B A4 2 THi 3% 4 T 5 SAE ARP 475441 % v
) H AR 5 7%, 3E 8% AC 20-115B Fr2#40.1f RTCA/DO-178C {E DO-178B Al B8N T DO-330(%k 4 T B3
1) DO-331(Z& T BB IR B (1 T K AERAIE) . DO-332(1f1 [ X % 48 ) . DO-333(J8 A 75 ¥6) S5 A0 2C B AR 2,
¥ 1 AL 0K 5 5 7 5 Ak 5 vk WM S ot AL 2B AT 43 AT 5 6 E 1 4 R T B E B 3 A R A 4 A
CCAR 2x.1309 FIkF IV (1 5 1 10 5 L 280 2R Go AN U 4 45 4% o 52 PP R4 100 2% B8 rp el 351 0 3 W 75 & 1R 560 TE 42
BET R B bR k.

I
g: ’ACZ@IUB" AC20471‘
£ | [FAR 2x.1309H AC 2x.1309 ;—»
ol AC 20-148
e
I
i b il bbbt b -
i v
-1 ARP
By 4754761 > DO-178B [-» DO-175C |

Fig.1 Related FAR standard and norm of software safety
Kl 1 FAR #8224V A Shnit 5 e

1.2 HER SSRGS HTIES

B REHL AT ) o 2 SR 0 Z5UR P 4 T AR R A 22 4 P DR R D7 3, R S8 T R 1K 45 A B9 B A L 2 i 1
1) 22 A VAR IR 5 (I S 1T, TRl A 411 2 o 0] 3R A 22 4 M TR AR DG BRI RN VAT T 80 4, 1, Lutz B+ X 814 L2
P AR PR E ST AT RMAFI NN RS 6 NEAT 224 AH I 0T 72 AU (1 ATF S BTk
HEAT T RER,IF B H T Rk T ER AR T J7 1112 Hauge 45 T #0224 PEAE 3R 50 2 Ak o (AR S ik LA
SR AE 2 AR 5 47 05 25 R P MeDermid 25 NS5 H T AT I 22 A P 24 10 AT A (K — 28 4380, O FLET X 24
R 22 A AT 90 LA B Tl 552 B AR SR v o () ) R AT 1 4 25 12°); Mekikonda %5 A& McCall's 14 i A5
R T — P 2 M HE S X R AT 22 MR A AR SR v T T RGEF 00 . SR sRou M, BT 22l
Il 3247 I ) AU B DA R A 2 A SRR MR ST MeDermid o 4 i T & R0 FH I 305 HE 242 (R 0F 9 T A AT A
g FLAR T UF A A 40 30 3 P () S BT AR BTV Py A T SRR e A RSO RS e A R AR
TP, AR o o A i OV JLAS Jy TR 3P 22 A Pk PR AR DGR DA S AR EAT T 4503 X 6 250 4 J2 I A 2
IR IV 2 T HEAT S0 T IR A R ) A B X 1 S o T R Y e i SR P B AP <2 4 e 4 A HE 248 DL R x
S (R AR HEFN 730, B AT Z AH DG IR SC RS HoghAT R4l B 2 R FRATTAR 416 5% 11 3 3 A e AR s JR) 4 8 1 ABIL Bk
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PE AR ) 2 A R B AT R B8 22 A h o3 M TRORE SRl s 5 L PO 1) 22 4V RO LB A 22 A PR 2 AT HE S NI 2
AL 0 T ORIREHL BB 10 22 A 1, o 22 MHL AR GERHL B A 5 DA B840t 5 — 7 T VU R G2 11
i T AR 2 S, 0 T TR AP SR RIS, I LA PR SR IBUCRRA: (4 22 4 1 SR SRR A e vk DL R it e 4
UE PR 75 5K 5 55— T 10 AT SRAT D BE 20 Wt b, R 0 35 AT DA BE A R 5 TP 10 22 4 55 0, D AR A 35 AT DA BE A v
3 BC A I K BCAF BRAIE F AR, £5 B T e 1 2o e G e 326 83K 4 2 4 [ b R O B 1 18 22 2 W s R A £ A T A
TR I R rv 2 25068 BT A2 13 B 00 1 ity EAT S0 31E, CRAUE BT BB 1t #0022 A PR KBS 2 AT LA H L
AT R 22 AR HTHEZE AT AR SR 3 A8 53, 23 S LA 22 4 7 SR IR AR BB Y T 1o B o (R ML 23 A
TFRERE S HLBR A 10 22 4 SRS E

AN 2 g5 LA 22 AP T HESR R 3 AN 23 A B (1) HLAER I 22 42 75 SR A AR I A 24 5
(2) T ) 22 A bR AE (AT RO R (3) WLAER AT 22 4 i SRISAIE, X 3 AN 5 TR BIL 2R A (1 22 4k 7 B 5 32
TRBATERE,JF BAEBEZ 5 BRI LR AT P IT i R A B DL R 22 il 9 o8 T PRI 98 Bl SR AT 6 5.

Airborne software safety analysis framework | Safety evidence collection
L

| (1) Software requirement
| elicitation and specification

Identify mishaps, hazards
and failure modes

: (D Hazard and failure modes

Identify to software

e I @ Software requirement
contribution to hazards

| elicitation
L Define software safety | (3 software safety requirement
requirements to treat | specification
hazards |
_____________________________ R
- — | :
Verify satisfaction of I (3) Safety requirement
Ly software safety I verification
requirements . .
d NO) Safety requirement description
Design, code and test |
Ra functions to meet | @ Safety requirements
objectives | verification process

—-_—— e @ e e e e -, ——X

I @ Safety standard-oriented
| software development process

Allocate software
|_> assurance objectives

: (@ Safety level allocation result

Assign software

|_> assurance levels I' @ Software development process
Perform functional I conforms to certification
analysis | standards's objectives

Fig.2 Safety analysis framework of safety critical software
K2 ekt R w et tiiese

2 RHEREFRREMSHE

AR HLBIRATIT A S 3 HTRE S 58 1 800 B 22 4 il SR A 3R I 2 D7 VA HEAT S50 1 58 N R Ge 4 42
PE BT T VA HEAT )38 3 O 2 T2 R 1K) 22 4 P 20 W DR BEAT A 21 A2 B Al B 0 P 22 A SR 2 7
7 T IR AR HEAT S 4.
2.1 RHEREFRIE

B2 A T SRR i 0 ok 2 AR AT g A AN 2 R AN T B 32 1) 3 IR R 4 22 4 (K AT Ry B L 22 4 T 5k
AR I AR R 1R AR G IR, S AP 16 B 2% 1 25 LA B At — SRS 2% ¢ Kl A0 T P58 491, 5 sl Y 4 A 2
A T SR 1A BY R S B e AR T SR KR T AR Ak 2 Ak N RS R A bE N BB OIS AR, 65T A
KERUE. R aPEdR. MEMEET R, HOHK REER T ML T7 3R 2 2
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3K, BT 2 JG A S ERAE B IR AR L v (R R 2 A P R SR B BR AL G 5 R T A A DG 1 Th e 7 oKk, AL
R GEAN L2 AT A IR A 5 SR, T L A 38 T SIT 3R G0 0 N AN 22 A RS IR RO 5 SR Bl T 22 SR I i HL 70 40 b 3R
AR A 2 AR 5 SR A 22 A M AR (A O B 1Y 02 IS 2 T R R T I 22 4 M A 56 AR B AR B R DR A 22
AT KT UL RGBT — AT, B8 T R R 20 B 2 i S BVREAT A% A & AN W7k AR, B Bt 4 k14
3BT Bt AR BRI & IR 22 1 55 SRCKS A5 3 AN T 1R b 783X I AR AT — B RR S B DR B
B g AV SR T s O UL S AN B e Ak AR ) S T R S S 3 e A MR L SEBLS AR T
YRR R A 22 4 PE il 2 001 D0 B T A 2 4 P R SRR EDUAS 4 2 B0, 200 %o B 358 2R 00N 45 S 175 100 110
A ¥R 2 AN 58 35 A O ) A e T SR AT AR R 28 B IR SR AR AN SRR IEF IR e et R R A
W TR AV A3 W U5 R R T, T A A BTN O] TR R A R AR I IR T g & AR R IR 3 1EAT 23 A R
A5 B 5 T I ST AT R e A P o B T ik B Ay WSS — 2R A g T R RN JR DRI g 4 R S — R 2
T 715, RN 4 R fi 2 ) A
TE RS ANk A 2 vh VA G 5 25 R N F SR U IR Uy v T R A 5 B0 R e R A Ak A BRI fE
45 L TG f& 5 43 W (preliminary hazard analysis, [ #K PHA)C HBFR A W1 46 16 K 40 T, 4 — Bl 3 4 I e 4k 43
WE =N RABT RACEFE B i L. A7) 3 BT 0 REAAETERIFER 20 IR T fg
T 1 s A LI« RIS 1) 43 BT 2 2RSS 2R 1) 43 M7 (failure mode and effect analysis, fif ik FMEA)P S, ji:—
T A T2 2C IR 22 4 1 40 B D7 12, R FH T 8 A 2 208 8 R D DAL BB 7 7 i U BUAE 77 2 L IE SR T R
B i 1) 59 /L FMEA W] LAS 7R R BB W42, 24100 CEAEAU S AR ZEAT L2 AT o) — R s e X1 4
MR 15 5 5 a5 e PEWE 9T (hazard and operability studies, 7 HAZOP)P7 %5 A f5 B H B4k 27 45088, 1%
JPiE X5y T IR HAZOP. 450aX(¥) HAZOP., £ #r %0 HAZOP DL SE T AL (f) HAZOP, e R4
by 43 A SR R T e B 1 43 AT 2 X R A T I AR AT S5 A A AR AE T BLRe A B AR E R IE U R
A T BRI AE T Y A 3 a8 R A% T 3 I B AR L SO B R BE 25 5 R Rl AN I SR F X 28 U v e vE X
£ 5 I M 2 A5 AT HEAR I TT 55 50 40, o T2 FH B ARAE 5 IR X 28 5 VR IR B 30 4 S D SRl AR A R
A, FEE R 3 BT (event tree analysis, fii Bk ETA)® 90 S — i FH (0 09 44 2K 22 A M 40 M7 75 ik 2 A o s 6 O
FRIRIT G 2 H R AR S5 0 A 2 4 4 A A B DR 4 S 0 0 B R A R e A2 k1
W I e Ak 90 M 1k L A AR 2 M A A 45 W] 5 PR HE 8] (reliability block diagram, fijFk RBD)MORI
W5 44 23 M7 (fault tree analysis, &8 FTA)H42:
o RBD 2 RZHITMH TN Z R IES LRI BRI, LR B0 IE#E BURRCURE N RIURER
S RBD A H B AHIERE 1) 5 HE SR B RGN K085, T R P& — AT R BRI RA W5
W, L 945 B DAl 3R 40 1) 244 AT S
o FTAHJZ UHT T AN H ) 32 2 2 E 0 T EoR B Hid R G M AR R RSN R R R R B 0%
BRI R R 6 TG T8 0 I8 R 7] 5 B A AR 0 18 T AR ) DR SRR, RIS T A e A R e H
fib 58 SR BRHEAT S AT
BT FT JovERIEZNZS RS0 1IN R DL e ARS8 04T 8, B — R A TAER L@ i fe T g AT g,
PLSZ RSl A R G0 DL SE I R G0 I AR S 23 A 25 AL 8 - 3 4 Wi A% (dynamic fault tree, fij AKX DFT)ZE A i g [ b
MEERE B4R T REE IR R 2k RGAT N 558 LI B A5 11 I 7 s 4 (temporal fault tree, K TFT)3E 134 4t
PRI K ] I R VSRR R D I Ok R JEER X TFT #EAT 2 ME o M7, % e nlas ko il A2 25 4 1
44 (component fault tree, fij Fk CET)OVRLIR &5 G4 i 544 (state/event fault tree, K SEFT)ME 5 At b bt
PIEEA B T AT R T AT R A R G e A P AR 5 0 AT A B A TR — SR AR AR
FPIB T RIS S B A B AT 7 50311,
W8 285X 22 A e A B o 25, W B AR, B T AR TE — R P A T R R R ) i T R E L L
b R 2 R e B RE B D B 45 Galileo dynamic fault tree analysis tooll®,Relex fault tree analysis

software!> Il Fault Tree+1*:
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e Galileo J& —~H1 Virginia X 2% JT K& I 20 2 B A% AL R0 43 B T H. . Galileo 414 T HEHL Ak (1) 3 25 i b vy
53 #1735, Gaileo 1) 1S BRI 23 BT RFAE (45O 19 B AEHR A MR A I HLGP AR AT 0 3 7 24 W o
i 2T BDD (#7735, T 8025 7 #HA8H Markov Chains [f)7575::,@ 22 Fh 2 IR 18] 230 A1 (i 52 A8 % P9 4L
I3 Weibull); @) ] i A R 2 24 744 1 AN 56 35 Wb 7 o iR @ B BT 55 AR 00T -EAT R 1
BT

e Relex fault tree analysis software [F] i 32 R 5 2 2 Pk 40 M7, 28 1 H 7 10 SRS 1T 50 R 7% M Relex

fault tree analysis tool AJ ATFE RS SEME . RABUME . JRBEAE MAMEIRAE T vF s MBI U7
T RANAT 1 R0 SR ) A WS RS A6 3 A ) 7 T AR

e Fault Tree+# 1 /& HH % [§ ISOGraph 2 5] & KB A4 73 4 L B, VR TR SR B8 R EE N EAT WO

R TR R AT
22 BREREFRMERILAY

SRHLI AT 1) 2242 T SR 25, T TR B 385 ¥ 238 T 2O B 18 75 SR AT 10 3 77 75 sl TR v 1) 7 S 4
WI75r k3 M BARTE SRR AT L 2RI AR T AR S R T 2 T AR R T O B
RO, R B AR T 5 R A 22 4 7 SR o 3 BURETT AN B3 BRI D5 T AR i 22, DR bt £ 22 4 S B B AP 10
SRR 3 SR H T A R B Y SRR Y.

B FAR Y 5 TR 3 2R 1 20k Uy 2, B A8 Uy (o8 DR N 53 1A R L I, 8 R 3R A 2 4 T SRR AT 4
TG A AL ELHS FTA. SysML Al UML 24 rp R AL DA K FHA 88 07VE AB 2, B T 21 8 s BT i = i
B R T8 SO TR FE R R R v O Tt 5o B A 22 4 75 SR IEAT S0 TIE, 40 200 SR FH T 20 ARG TR 310 O v iR 3 1 T
A B S B ARAE SRR 1 22 T R BER TR S T B ShHL ALY RBEAL  Petri W [ HL™ R AEAY  E R AU
AAKLLTL. CTL 2518 5B, H T, QA7 AR 223X 38 3 1) AR, 40 SCHR[S515¢ 17— Ffik T HAZOP Al FHA
T 5000 e A SRR R G0 T SRR 105 SCHRR[S61 41 T — R A T FTA FI FMEA Y822 4 7 SR 3R IO 25, 0F 2
R PR HUS d5 28 AT 10 A 22 2 7 SRUEAT 203 SCHR (44188 1 T — PN FTA  wh SRIBCR A I e 32 48 7% s A
10 9 22 4 T 3K 10 75 4 SCHR[57,58]1 2 T FTA il BUR A 22 4 75 SR A Oy 450 R0 46 91F 1) 22 4 Jd M5 SC R [591°R K
SysML i 3K I BEAT B G0 22 42 i SR BB 22 4 7 KK 20 i S 3R

T 2 A T SR LT Bl W B 1 O SCHb B R R A R 4, I FL AT DA SRR R 1078 AR T A BRI
AT SRARBOE R b, 0 T IR UE 224 S SR B 11 15 22 4 P SR i e 248 SR FH W A I R 22 4 i SR ik U 32,
A RA T o 8 AE o R v 0 AP 2 4 T SR A, A L R T A 5 0 A (1) 222 4 5 SRk 7 T A2 7 —
ZRYVIHIETE LA, I, SCHER[61,62]4% th T — Rl T~ T8 24 18 5 1 B A 22 42 75 SR I 28 7 B 3 Wt 75 vk SCRIR[63 1 X
ZAER G RA RGN T —FlFT B A F A 75 KL T77E NuSCR; SCHR[64] 50T T 2R St ) st HL A p 7 sk
FPRA A H B0 L TE Bt L — Bk S5 EAT T 4007 SCHR[65 188 HE T 28 T AU (R R Ak 2 4 Mk 75 SR U RN 30 iF 7 725
SCHR[66]4% H T TR 1) 75 SRR HUy 12

L2 ST 35, B ) 22 42 35 SR IR SRICE T2 77 1 1) AR ATy SRAF AR AN AL — 7 T, ol 3 SR AP 1 22 A 1k 23 7 O
2 H TS 2 2k 2k B AL GE 0 FR G822 42 1t 3 A 75 ik, IR SO A R 0P I A M O T MO A A AN R, 3 B e e A 1 5
SR A3 AT R R v 23 3 i 234 R IR 5 2R g U T AT AN R 08 1) 22 4 e Sk R T PR TR A A £ R A T 22 4
2R, B S B Z A N T B A, AR 2 A OB Y %R BT R A A T VA I Y L A8 B A T
T SCHR R A 22 4 i SROR PR UE B P 22 AV ) SR

3 HEEREMTERGFLISE

FENVIHAT TR I TR v 50 S B SR A 0T B 1R 25 AN BRI AT B 25 202 1 20 T2, 2 £ 23 P 75 R 9 R
Ge 2 A TE W I 45 REAT AR RO A 22 S5 90 T MR G AT UIE AR AE PO NS5 40 1K) H AR P E AR R BEAT I
H,IF BAE SR AR IR 07 0. IR S5 5 330 FPH 1K) 22 4 5 SREAT 0 AR AR 1 S0 0 LA B 1) 2 42 2%
5 BE A B E LIS CAEREAT B 45 A LAl _E 25 18 17 B VR PR R T 5o et B AH L PR 56 UE 77 5.
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30 ETFRMHREZERX S

A, 78 HL A A3 T DA E i R b 3 3 A 00 T8 s A v 2 0 28 4 B R 25 B & (RTCA) R Ai [ DO-
178B, iZARHE & ST HLEER A TT A A5 >4 v 55 B B i BT B2k 1 1) e 4 F A S8 B B R AR T P R 46
B A5 KL B TR 5 2 A 1) 336 W IS A T) A8 42 1 L v B 90 R A R 5 L A7 R Sl s RO A R B 1
SRR S TSP DR A A T T R S R RAT S BB B IR 42 AT IS BLAS AT s R AN B A DLE i A
75 3T B SR T 9% 5 0 @ A VIE B v v E B SR RO R A PRI B, R R M Y R T 5
M1 GRSV BER . BRI TCR LI IR 2 S 9 A 0, B, B L R A gk e A kAT R
5 it 1) R OTR 78 R OIR 2 S A B /7™ 1, B, B8 U T 25 o 1 1 o LA N 53 5 RS R 8 1 IR S IR B8 0 1 2R
RORAS R RCIRAS Ry T 1, B0, 1T R BRI 2% 2% 1A RE SOML AN 53 5 JIRAS R 5 OTR 25 1) 8 77 160 2R 80TR 38 R 2%
AR N BRI, B AN £ 7% B AT 5 4% 22 At B S HLALN B3 BTG S e AT R 6 A RE AR 4T g i 235 3l i)
IRBBCIR A RZBOIRAS Ry T 5 W00 147, B AS S W00 0 223 2% (1) T A M RE SR B INHLAL A 52 T4 & 10 R 250k 4.

R 25 G AR A 28 0 22 A TR VP ANl 5 P 52 1) 30 e T A 2 R A 1 5 i o s SL I T AN 40 28,77
HEHEANF FAFES WL 1,058 AB,C,DE I A & B b 1 R AF 55 2, T B AT 5 22 1 SCRY - W 4K
S 5 0 AR 2 TR UIE H AR I — B0k B IR B JE & C M D;E /R AT R AW .5 2 K
IS T TR AT PR [ B b A TEC61508 K5 8K 143 1% SIL1,SIL2,SIL3,SIL4 X 4 AN % 4B i 25 45167

Table 1 Software level of DO-178B
£ 1 DO-178B H I AF4 2%

Level Condition Effect of anomalous behavior

A Catastrophic failure “...prevent continued safe flight and landing...”

B Hazardous/Severse failure “...serious or potentially fatal injuries to a small number of ... occupants...”
C Major failure “...discomfort to occupants, possibly including injury...”

D Minor failure “...some inconvenience to occupants...”

E None ... no effect on aircraft operational capability or pilot workload...”

DO-178B 24 By 136 B B Atk o AN O Bt ek AR A AT AT (F R B 5 73X 8 Db 200 55 s S TR s Bl ey
TR AR 52 IR SO, T R RN R 22 D5 T IR o Rl 7% SRR vh 1 i I, B 7% SRR AR A5 R 2 ) 106 200555 2 nT i
ER1E.DO-178B iR T 66 /Nt Fik A 1) H AR, BRAFEE 400 A D5 25006 2 BT A 1) H bR, KA S50 B 22 A L
TR 65 AN HFRARAFSE G C A0 R TP 57 AN HFR ARG D 0 R 28 A Hir. R G w4
PRV A G R 2 50 1 0 5 R 2R G T R R DR AR R S R T AN 25 T R RV U 00 8 R 55 2 T 6 A A
A 2 I 52 ).

FI RIS 30 1) 22 A S5 4 10 43 T 5 T A7 AE — R A I 58 AR SCHR[68]H& HY T — i A8 R BRI AU ]
FIST A AN B FAS TG 52 10 4 5 0 DL 090 =3 00 VT 14 3R 8 09 R P 48 1 5 4 4 I P 2 7 ¥ SCHR 69,701 25 F L K )
TR FUAE 22 G0 TF % v N FH PR B ] e Pk 3 A 2 B T — Pl b S R e A SR A I U7 s SCR (7148 T
BT 22 V0T 715 Hip-HOPS, Ky #2241 A 4 42 S Tt (1 52 2 244 194 45 - 28 G FHAG A4 40 T 22 A 4 S5 4
[ 7 105 SCHR 72082 B 7 — B (09 A S 3 B A AP 2 4 42 P55 0 [ 7 3% g 4 A 2 S5 2 ) 4 TG il AR g 3
S R 10 A e, 5 L AR AR B R o 1 B AR (L FE K B PHAFTA 2R DL 22 4 TR (R L )} 22 455 4
H 4 Fe AT L.

32 ETHENREFAIRE

PENLA A 3 A2 0 20035 A2 3 LA IE B fE R X6 2 1K) H AR.DO-178B il T 4 A6 iy Ji 45N ik 7R
(19 H A5, e 3 73k 2 H AR BT 7 2EAT 1995 3).DO-178B #UE AR A IS M AR THm k2 G AH LU TN 4P R
RO BT RIS FE AR LSRR W ARG T KPR B A )2 7 K ORI DI RE . PR HEOR S 22
A RN RE.Q AR v AR %O R AR 5 B T A RS 7 SR AR AR R A1) R 1V G A I AR X
%2 35 SR BEAT SO0, 15 B IR IS @ R0 3 i RO — R RE R PR AR A 4 VR B B A H bR IR B
PAT RIS, DO-178B M5E T 1ER:— Al B2 rh B I 22 4 H BR, TR A TT R B BEAB B, 20 200305 AL & L DA E AR v
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FER FHANSMBIKM 2o WESIATE, T EAL R 7 207

FEILRE FIAAE B 5.

78 3 22 A P T R AU 32 R P 2 TR B (W T R 2, 3 (R A DO-178C s il T 1 0) 2 1155 28
TER 53 N T ER A DR R 5 A 28 K ) 1) 5 305 YR RS A 0P R B T i e v 14 = Ak b, LABSE SR 51 5 T R
SR RGEIXFE TR e A SR B 3 I 2 ST T8 1) 15 J2 R G R e o, AR R ke 51 5 T &2, ml LA
HFEATER W Bt 4 R g — AL E AR 5. H i, B A A SR SR Y A B 5 R Y R R AT T
KA KA T

TEBR TS 7 T, SCHR[ 73,7418 45 T B E P9 H 576 T MDA BFSCBUIR, 38 H T H 5T MDA 4 A7 75 1)
i) R A2 IR B %, 9 HLBFST T UML 3 ML b A7 B (stereotype) IR f 52 S, 76 B Alt -5 T R I3 5.0
BR[75180 45 T B AR B 3 5 AR 0T SR R SLHEAT 7 90 28,90 HA 4 T — PR 280 e 450 1) g £ 40 g 38 o
AR A RSP 77 A R A B e v 5 2 T () S A 1k SCHIR[ 761 28 1 — P T~ MDA ) UML iU 1] 2R 25 18 1) e
e 7 8. SCWR[ 7714 5 ik N 2R A 1) A 2R 5 ) A 2R 60 3 o) L HEAT T W 5T SCAR[78, 79 10%F 55 T 155 1L 0K )y 1) 5 ¥ 1)
FEAR R AT R, 08 T AR 7 v AE Tk 5 i) R L

e F VL Esterel AW ) SCADE L HAEFR AL T SCHrIE M € hrifE DO-178B A AAIE 7 VAR AR
MathWorks DL S« RSN/ WME TR T — RPVEF G TR HERF A M 5005 6 T RLR 7= 53X S8 7= 5 E RRM
EC135 LA} BC155 RAETH ¥HLW A3 €T RS T P& 4 Airbus A340 Al A380 42l & 4t LA & i & Boeing
787 MIFEE SN R GG L AR RG PR T KA N B0 AN b i R ) TLAN 78 f s AT N PR (3 T
IR BK 5 1) 414 T B A9 35 TOPCASEDY?, SPICES!®3 ASSERT!®. TOPCASED & i %% o % 77 /4 ) 412t 37 52 bR v
R H R AR K S 1 R FUE A I UE S5 A 2 P 5 TR AR s i) JEAR SRR B ik N S SE T R ik
TF IR A5 ST, AR AIE 2R 48 1) Jot 3t a8 1 O BRI T i) 18] 1T 4% . SPICES /2 tHBK . EUREKA-ITEA SCHFRI0H A
XS Tl S B AR L3 tH 6 AADL V8 5 JEAT 8, DS RE — 283 M2 R B Mk i i R, i sh RE 29 o . X
ARINC653 FrifE (1) 3 S HFrEAL ) AADLV 2.0, 58 SR N H T2 & 2 1) T — A0 L+ J B R 4 L v 1
i ER I T FR ik N 254 A%« Thales 23 7] (35 AT B4 25 R 45 H  ASSERT At KR S 5 1300 H , H AR A 56 4%
Britr N SN R GE 10 FF R S FRREAT ek 48 Ay BT e 04— AN RV 0 T B AT PR B D RIEG UF (validation
and verification, A F% V&V)A REHEN T — A5 A0 1B Pyt H I T i A6 MDA T B, i & BT R 1
MDA T H Trufun Kant, & E 25— AT UML (W8 0K 5h 4804 H k. T2 2 Bk —30h ¢ MDA & T
H.. Trufun Kant B 35 T AR BISAS IR AN AT LU UML BT 35 R 3E. REH . RERI, FII ]
DIEATARRS 2R B it WA, 84T $T BRI E0 8, USRS 3R ) 38 AN 3 A T K, 2L 0E SEBL T DABE RS b vt (1 2K
PEFF BB
3.3 EREEIGEF AR TE T & i3 32 A R

TG ZR G T I R Pl T R SRS A9 B 25 7 9, DN TR A 1) £ 5 R A 3k 2 4 1k, 3 FLAEF % v s U oR
FAVEHE 7 B0 A5 7 V2 R B S A 1) 2 At A 5 A R 0 A o R I A o A 3 A P I A ) e Rt o S
ZAURR A8 30 A o 4 T 380 P 2 A 2 4 S5 00 ok e SR FH IR R A 300 I Y e At o R B R v 114 e 45 380 1) 20 ) o
AT IR 5 FH AR R 1 T 7 A0 QO A o0 T, LA 75 B s AL B T Bk Fi 5 (K 1 20 T, @ SR, I
R IR DA 451 36T 25 5 (90 AN A IR AR IR A PR D BEBYAS AY, 8 Bl R 4 10 Ll e P R ) R PR
UE, FE AR RO AT . B AT IR 1 45 7 X LR IR A 7 A B s R R 2,4 BRI T R R
AR 0 A 55 20 0 5 SR TSR L P4 A0 A2 360 I 5 Y00 R A o 5 AT B0

ST 5T i) A 7 £ A T o ot P B4 W A U7 T - T, S 5 0 A g R 245 B B S 4 S — T,
PR A 1) 4 A S A9 B R T RS R Fp BT A0 000K B 1) e 4 H b IR Ah, 0 T A B0 0) B 2 4 H A & 5 408 2,
D AR 8 AP S5 0 I3 T I P AR B 0E T V00 2 A B AR AT B0 AE . ) 3 45 T S B A THT 1) b o 0 R4 R A
KGR R,

T THT i) A 4R P A R I Ry, — T, 25 1S R 0K )y () SRR I R 7 H TR A Bl Ak TS T EAT 3 — 20
BRI 55— 7 THIL B8 1 3R A 2 465 00 1 S0 2 0 K o AT AR T J B — B R 43 FEAS I 7 9 b A0, 224 i A B E
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B A AT I8 BV HAT 5GBSR A H AR 7 10,8 L B RR HE B0 B — AN A SR AR E T 0 1 4 2242 H AR,
R I AR E SEBLIZ L H b e i SR I BOAR 57 BLS R A R R, (45 TR N DA L AP S it e >k L A PR A
Table 2 Advantages and disadvantages of software verification methods
F2 BATIAUETT AL

T3k s {795
WA | 5 BB Z Y 5,18 T BT LA, B 4 A i A IR, 5 U 7 I 2 R 8 AN B E W I
Ik A AR BOR T GG A | A 584 B Ak, (08 2 M A2 78 o, 5 U 73 0 At 108, A B E W TC 4

= Ry e 44 7 2 26 o T
Bt 5 E%gg;gg?;ﬁﬁgﬁkﬁﬁmj R T B T R LM A B

(/%%%iﬁﬁ p ﬁé%ﬁﬂﬁ:>
SR B T G ok I

4’157\14:%?5}&1‘.@ ‘ R |

BT K N AT AR ﬁ
L) s R |4 R @
EHTRAERGM BIFILY] #

W ¢ .

APATI V4
RGN
/

Fig.3 DO-178B development process
53 DO-178B JF Rl

4 BUHREFRBERAUEIERZ

TEIRAT TR B 45 AN B B, — 7 TH il B2 AR 0 A 4 20 9 0 5 1190 22 4 ) b o 3 ol ot OB AT 30T, ) — 7 T, o 2
Bt Xt AN 2 G 75 SR P R AR R A e A T SR AN B BE R A ) R AT 58 E . R E BT R 38 LAIE AR v DO-
178C Tl 7 L TR IR T R F0 B 2 Ak J7 32507 T 1) P9 2%, H 29 a07E Dol Y SR R 2R 6AIE £ 48 1k 22 4ok
BRI 22 A I 2 BEOR B A, BRI, A 74 0] B T e 1 T S B E AR i B DL R T B AT T M 4.

FEF AR (078 AL A F AR A o A 4 BRI IR A5 7 VA b, W] DAL T & S S R T A R B A7 B
SRR BV R, R R B Bl A e AR RS HEAT T R 4 AT R BGAIE, 22 )2 IR A A R SR B — M AR R e —
A ZR G0 LA 1% F2 50 0 A0 A TR 240 30 5 5 b e A IR 11F 12 2R G0 o A 3 AL 45 2 T 40, i EL 3G U i R — B B )
B S T 26 0 P 4 A 7 T, AT L i b 38 38 28 8 1 D A 2k R e A P i, 6 Jok R AN 00N T T R A
A A 25 8 S IR AIE HOR 3 A B AR 7 56 1 95 25 2UAG A, 2 T R IV P I BV i . O R 1 A R
B, e LT A K bt 5 o B0 A ) 8 i 0 A AT 5 R 5 LT 45 SR A1 (EADS ) 9 [ 25 % % 43 ) (Aiirbus) 32 8
FE B 2 50 H 0 (LAAS-CNRS) 725 B KT R 2 52 10 (ONERA) 55 35 44 T UM U B & TFJ& T XL it
RARAF (T AT UE B AN S, 78 H Y (0 25 2 A5 vh AT 7 Sz B550L 38 3 gl it 1 343 [ A LA SR A5
RO ) (1) T 5 FBEAIE £ AR BEAT W23 77 W WF R IS LR8O T % 8 T LB Y, DML 5 A Al 226 T sU B iE 4
RIEAT T BN A

[l 4 &5 T B TR R IR B R AR T R T R v R A 22 A 75 SR T SN BRIE U7 v 1 7 i T, A R AR A 5
AT WG E B2 70 8. H R, A AMEE S A TR 7 1 R O — R 5T SRR [88 0 T A 25 ¥ B ik ¥ i
JETF T VRGN I8 . STHR 891X I8 4T I 3G 4IE J FF T IR AW 5T, I- 4t 7 AR W 19 28 08 T v 52 [ g A 4 il s 36 &
(JPL)[f) Holzmann %5 A BE 31 17 SPIN R 70 6 25 3 ) K L H 00 88 1) 43 1) AR e b AT 17 30 UE 0L 1] 2 38 0 4 R B )
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FER FHANSMBIKM 2o WESIATE, T EAL R 7

209

MG AT T RFBEICTE, b [ R B 1 2% 8 X AL U0 ) 48 . 7 e R Y JEAT T 4 T 9 IF 5 AN 2234 Y b
ELEIL LR KAE I 2 F R CPS RS B AN I REAT 1 25382 A 50 R (K 5 1 BA K 32 A7 e 562 TUE 17 2

WRETT T RR R 5 AR BA K VR 13 2 56 P (ARG W00 348 T i 17 K o (A ) 0 5 R R 2 1
P A T3 SR 10 T 3K A3 AT 5 30 0 B8 D7 VRSV JE 1958 4 A DG A b A S 475K I P F 5t 3 2

Wik

3 WU AL &5 5 25 T 1 5R3E. SCRR[96 2R T B AU AL T7 V0 Bk B 2 48 (K03 T B0 4 P2 910 R P AT 0 1A 5 3R

BERBEAT T I SCHR[O 71 X P AT ML I B R G b AT T8 34k 20 L5 B SCHR[981R M Petri AR TR X AL 2%

RGP RO AT R G AT XA 20 7 5 3k SCRR[99 1R FI B 30 A6 T o LAk B 1
S M. SCHR[100] R AR 2 56 UE T HE KWL 48 342 ) AR G b AT 170 UG e, O FLARCBL T S0 1 B 1 4

LA E M VA RAEAT T

P15 3k

[101][#) & T B2 JR(ESA % B H COMPASS) XS TE 2\ Ak J5 VA 7E 2 4> AU 0 N L 1 HL48 A R B e 77

AT AL

AL LA L 2 A PRI U 53 A AR, oy 5 RS 00 3 2
20 5 PR A R 1 22 s A R 1 RS Y AR KN, S 3 BSOIR 2 18] RO 0. 224 iy,

i I3 R AR I T AR, 4

HARAFAE — LL VAT LAAE

BELEH TE A F T KR A 2 R HEAT 2 7, (EURSE RS U0 v 47 sl 2= A7 280 10 308 Y 7 R Ak B K3 7 2% AR PR AR 2 2 1]
HBRE ) R 2 SR WU ORI T 2R G A R R HEAT IR i T P A R A R 1 T A R G AT
RGRAT AN FOR LT RAE. H 7T, % BAE W IR 9T 32 28 48 8 i BAE W] 9 F 240 FE BERIE W] (10 8% s 5 T

VLR RO ST ),

ER/NEE2

TRV OV ST R R iy v OT) s AR W 5 v T L SR

UE T BRARZS A 48,18 B B A FE BE ARG SR, SR A8 P 2 5408 X 1R 32 48 0 68 D2 R P A TR N B T At B T

SE BRISIE A A FH 9 FL

Table 3 Situation and effectiveness of the model-driven development and

verification technology applied in some foreign institutions

F 3 TSy AMLAL SR F AL B R B 9 T 5 R 8 E B A R 1 AN AR
B = b PR K 25 50 AR A R R
A320 %A T0% I B AL R 2 1 R 4 e -
ST A340 % L T0%0 1A Girkima | PTHCK I 20 6
o o oyt IF R JE 4
A380 % HL 50% ) v S R B
R T AL A # EC-155/135, A 51 & 3 R 40 VAN EE R WA R 50%
WA & A -5 T | FADEDC, R BIFLERY: 3 & A0 R B R A T TER 4% 50%
T _ e g TER A BEAR 50~75%
ESESh N A DCX K # BUBES T /AP TE % AR B
TR 5 4
ERFRENNZ RS | Primus Epic, K17 HI R4 60%(1 B ) ©AT I HI R 4 IR EAE T 0.1%
Wi FAA IE

H i, 5 T B 0 8 556 E 7 1 28 A7 AE

Design

Code

Requirement

Extended
model

Model Runtlme Program Req’s
checkmg verification proof (logic)

[ Performability ] [ Correctness

‘ Safety depend ]

Fig.4 Formal verification methods of software
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CBMCHM L BLAST! 2 SLAM! P14 Tt SMV S 4 FH 735 5 570 0ok 56 F CTL 2 xR 7 e A BRAR A& A
BIHAE o AT 5 A B R 240 4 3k 7 4 N SO b B B R IR R 5 % — N AT B 1) R AT B Spin & SRR e 2P ik
FEI BT RIS IE B R S O I B A2 A8 L 1 o 1k, ) R A T AR Spin R AT DU [R) 20 J50 . B ) e 2l
5, JeE AR B R ITIL.UPPAL & —/NX SE I RGUHEAT @R A RIRIF 56 T B & TR SEI R S0 i I
M) 1 B, 47 T LA 28 A A R AT T M A1 55 .CBMIC J2& —Fh] LB IE ANST-C 1 CH+15 55 [FAR 7R 4G T 2%
TR DR S AT A pp DX . FREN A R R B S &R AT DU IE ANSI-C Fil CHHREE 2
T 5B AHUE B BLAST B TR RS I (K B0 0E C 15 5 BB U 28 . & AF H 1B dh %ot ¢ /RIS THh 4,
AR 1) B SR IE N T — B C 15 5 187, B UE IR P 2 0 AL P00 YO 1) % @ e, B 3R B — S %
A JE I BAT B4, T LA TR e 5 AT 20 M . SLAM. & — BT 455 4G ) 1 T s AR 3G AIE 15 e B A A 2%
LR 75 0l 2 U (0 D BEAT 0 J 1k A B O RN B3 BT s v SE A T R A A R SR MR R g e A T iE W S
X 7R A 4 ) JEA T 24 f67 8 AT I B E 7 T H TR A7 A IR 2 T H 4l Tracematches!"'*,JavaMOP!' ' LARVA! !
2% 5 5 FIAIE W T, PVS J2: J5 R B8 4IF £ 4 (prototype verification system)!'!”),

AR T A RE BOR B AE T F AT 73000 N AR T S ik AR G (R et TREA gt 7
AR v () B SR A AT 2 T 2 A AR 3 59 A0 T8 ARG IR KB 43 28 1 R Gk S AT A 1508 25 25 ) B8 AR (1) )
TEFAE RS IR E T 2 b B A3 D058 75 2R FH 22 4 OQ B R AR O AF S SRIEAT 4R 58 U T IR SR A IR 25 2 1)
& .

5 HEEREINERFEKATEERMEN KRR E

EN LR T A2 A T SR RIS A | THT 1) bR 09 R0 F R Jo R R 1 2 4 5 SR 36 T D7 ¥ 3 7 THT B 4K
P A A3 W 5 102 2 5 AT K R A 2 4 S AR R AL 28 A A 1D B AT A o ) SRR I A I R A
UE % 1) 7 V2 AN B AR AT £330 30K S A GF 4080 5 kg AL 280 2 e T 3 I 038 WA P i 4.

PATTE SE 40 22 A AR B S ARE 2 UE A — M el 58 =07 T 8l — R S BRI & Bh A 7 O T
AH RV 19 B VAL, BB A 35 2 0T Y. 1) 22 4 5 SR A AT BIL R AL 2 4 P LR I 1) TR0 B AT B AR PR 40 50 IR 3R & 4
S [0 22 A P T SR B U0 W AP R ) A T SR AT WL AR e A UE B AT E A BT R R A S
WAE 7 1 P Ah B2 A7 AE — R AR5 SCAR 11851 ) B U403 1) 4 1 222 4 1A T A IE 1) B T — ol
WA AT 7T, T SCREFLER O A T8 LA AE . STIRR 11914 ) B L T2 b (AN Ti) 7 1T 160 22 Ak 1) b AT
T ZEIR SCHR[ 12018 6 #12F & 4 B R BT 7 W50 [ P 30 4 Sk At 0] 38 it A o JEAT T 0020 I BR R W5, I, 3C
TR [2 818 J A2 4 P e HOAH 96 2 A MR OR B 7 V3R AT T 4538, SCIBR[121]4% DO-178B Al GIB5000A #1471 ELER

TEF A b 3 T DA E B AT 48, o7 LA A AN 5 T B TE RS R IR AR @ Bk 22 4 T SR 3 ik i
T VI UEH BT BRI THD, FRATTHRE A T A )y T %o i P 4 BRI LE B O SR AT 2508

B A8 B IR B T R AR )2 AT UML 7RI AN 2R Ge i N 1 H A 1 22 4 (5 AR B3R A A0 3R
G I O Bt e ) VAR ARE AR R A B T 5 2 I O SCRR[122,12305% %2 4 S0 & 48 A e A A IE I DR 45
T ZRR, I HAR SIS TG TA RS T RN 1 B 45 AR [12418 % DO-178B H ) H b EAT 401, 57 7 3¢
R 22 A UIE PSS JRR AL, B RS T UML 13415 DO-178B 1 & N 142 4 BI ph 45 & e >k, AN T £ JF
RS VAIE R 3 2 v (R B e ) A AL FH B SCHR[ 12548t T —FP & T 1EC 61508 A ifE ML 15 280, RUER A JT
TR (1 2 A IR AT AR 2 AR B 8t 7 T DAAR AR 12 7oA A TR (4 R AT UE AR WA (8 TS AT 2 A UIE.
YA, SCRR[126—-128]43 AT Yok A 7] 1R 0 AR 45 5 UML SR 22 55 (1 4 4 e J P 106 AT R S 1) A £ T St A 23
11224 J@ PEEAT S0 UE . SCHR[ 12918 8 UML S &I 1) oA 28 DL S e AR T e 8 1 1) A58, 3 FLXE Jofr 2 o (A% 20 3t A7
A 2 1 5 — SO SR A, SCHR[13070) 28 5 8 A% 45 WA [0 50 ALk A A2k 22 4 AR 1 25 3 kSR P e T B A7 10
SCHR[13112E T TEC 61508 i X #4112 8] 1 22 4= 55 G AR 1Y) ] RREAT T 3508 3 il ik

TR A 22 A T SR UE I R PR UE 4l AR W AR by 3830 1) 38 1UF (verification of the verification activities), & X} 4%
SCH TR B 2 A T SR IR B 45 T VPN H AT, 75 SR FURI T S O A7 A0 A G BB A . SC#k[132]
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SEILT A 0 0 2R s e B A S G R R A A AT — SR AR B 50 UE 1) g 1 A LA 1 2 A A E
PEAEUEHE 1A 58 TAF . SCHR[133 18 i b A 2 A W T L A il 31 R ERBE 2 vh 485 2 DO-178B AR H FRig fitiiF
;1% [ Esterel 2 7 JT K ] SCADE AR AL T STHREH 43 1E MLV E AR E R UAIE 75 VEFIBOAR FERR I EC135 LA K
EC155 ZFETF KWLM AS ITRZ . XL Airbus A340 Al A380 (K455 £ 48 LA 2 3 3 Boeing 787 4
Fil: ST R G S e A S R AL A B T o B 15,

6 RESRE

A A 2 BT HIAIT ST LA 1) 22 A Pk r) PE S JUARAS B T T 32 IATE 0 A SO HL R R 22 A 1 2y T b
W J5vE R U AT T 25038, AL B B3 A As 7R S BE ik, ALK A 22 A MR R SR IR B S R o 1 ) A v
BB TT R FR L B 22 A TR SR IRAIEIX 3 /N5 TR 2 /7 25 AR S IS8 A DL S CAb AR 56 B AT T 473,
I HLAE R 7 22 AU (R R A P A HAE P S SR R AT T R 4

AR 22 A M R O IS T — 5 B9 RCSE, (52 S0 8 T A IE b 78 1) 22 SR AT ML R 1) 2 4
PR3 AT AT A AR 22 i) 8 AR e AATAE LU JLANTT 1

(1) =47 PR AT DA 2 DA AR 8 2 10 1R, DA 4 0 PR AR 3@ s M PRI L B3R 1Y) e A P PP Al i ok T — 58
Y PR3 — 7 T, 0 T FF R 5 3 IE L #2,DO-178B AR AT H b 3 ) S ), 80 58 T FF & 5 5 iF dEFE 16 B A5, 2
A Fi e BEAT AT BE TT R RN IRAIE 4 AR U v TR b % 552 o o ) 2 1 O R R 22 A DA N B 17 55 AT AR A
55 53— J7 1,DO-178B At of T4 1 H b BB R 0] TR0 0 A & i &, 00 AW 6 T & L A2 7 DO-178B
PR EEsRIL B 1) H AR,

(2) 7EHAT 22 A T SRR AR M 538 77 1T A7 78 AT Il 38 HLAR AR (W W 8 S5 o0 i D7 vk BT 2 R R 42
T, A BIL A8 3R 408 453 B0 B 6 BIL 8R4 22 4 75 3K DL RO AL A (9 22 4 PR kAT 43 A7 1) 5 6 B T A e A L. H
R, 5 A S 0 BT TV AR R R 0 2 T 0 ) BN R 5 P e £ 5 0 e R P 45 B R A G 1 R s s DL K
A B0 N2 PR A 5 SR T 8 AR R AR RG22 AL T KA S AR ME(SAE-ARP-4754/476 1) R R ST 1 %4 42
PEA Mo AR de il Bhfe vl AR Th . WA S RIEX 4 NI B N R T = R R4 1 T
fie f& B 2% 43 M7 (functional hazard assessment, fij R FHA). #4055 #5520 & H 52 9 43 #7 (failure modes and effects
analysis, i #X FMEA). HEH 53 #7 (failure tree analysis, & #% FTA). L [X 4347 (common cause analysis, {fii# CCA)
X 4 BB AT RTINS ABTEHLBOR N 2 A R B i e, BB B BT B B R AT IR AR e
DGV T PR b 2 Y R G A e 1 5 A T (R R AR 5 Y

(3) 7 1T [ A 7 () 30 T Rk R v, 32 AR AR AT 0 R0 6t T 56 3 A A AE A 948 P L 280 8 0 o 22 4 55
I3 TC, B TR TR W 2R T8 A — 2 PR 38 T 22 42 55 20 T LA % AR L T 45 0 A ¥ 22 3 2 ) — B0 Ll A 22
IR &) J5 3K AR b Tk @ R 1 6 B HE T PIM(platform independent model) 1T~ & 4 4 PSM(platform
specific model)[¥1 & S i AR ARAELL, PIM 54 5k PSM i #2 HRE21 A 24k, 48 B AR 0K 8l T Hok i ) F T84, 1%
A5 15 A5 70 9K ) T R AE At 2= 0038 10 N R A7 7 — S 119 Jed B A T o 3 %) AT v S5 A8 78 K B0 7 52 o L 28 2k 14
TER I EAT T R, DR AN R A T 1 3 R 0 08 DA BB B ) T R K BEAT

(4) A2 AT RIAE J7 10 ZEAELE LUR LA v 38 5 8, LR AR s 5 0T Rl #2 v, 2 R AR o
B P LR 456 1 07 2R AT B VURT 38IE. X 8 T A RVE R R TR AR T HL BR 68 A A% b I S P A R R
ToAENT A2 B AT A 35 A DU I W IF i 3 U 555 R IR RS2 IR R

(5) AT HLEIR AR TT Ak 7R b v 2R T8 B 58 $E 1) 28 A VT UE 3 OB U v AR AR AR T H JT R 2 05, o T 3l 1 AH
I P 3T T DA UE BR 7 O DE, 77 B4 78 K 1 O 22 AR Bs. Wi e BT ik ,DO-178B & H br 3 7 1,0 52 T HLak i 1k
T LA 36 E 3 2 v T 0 230386 A () — 26 ] B S R B (I 1 40 1) T S R 3R IE J7 32 i B

B LA () L 7E B R0 5 AT 5 T AT LA B R R R

o TR RE(2), W ST A MLARE R 4 Hh A5 B X AL () 22 4 75 SR DLSOR LA A 1) 222 4 P EAT 20 1T 1Y)
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TIE T TU ZR G K B 16 55 20 A7 1 R 45 B0 AR O ) Wb A 55 S LA S A5 108 B2 PR B A 6 5K

o R ) EL(3), W TR T ELAR AT o A IO L 22 4 AR R O B Al AUR SR 2 1) ) — B I B A
25550 W FUIT R RE R B B At AT 5T T A R AN T RE A W 1R (B AT LA B T T e TRk $e
T AR R ) A B AR L 2 0 o SO B 7 20 s 5 4t S B KE B8 0T R il R AR T, S BLT K
AR B ST AP ZEAE T SOLBE AR AT T A 1R 5K BRI 2 A AR 10 SOR il ik B
it KA, A SRR G i T RE R B A, B Bl AR 2R 75 SR AT B AR, 2 200 3CAR 1 T OR 4
ARG KA BE ] B ARG 5 B SRR R T R0 7 B SE LT A LR B 3 Ak USRI BE T8 4 AR
I SO e 7 A% B B A 11— B A e &k

o NPT (4), WF SR UE IS FE A B B0 TR UE R R, [ A R LR 56 iR TR R R B sl AR R S
LGSR (1 B B4k, JCH 2 B 5 SR RE AT B A BEvE I R K 36k ) 8 3 4, BSRAE R Ak (1 7
ORI o i SR L K.

o EFSIR] REL(S), BT 5 S AT R R SO R A AR S BN R S 1A 22 4 7l SR OMCIRAE BRI T e DL B i
T T IR 2 AR AR, U 4 T AROL R G AL 1% 4 4l oK.

FEBAR R BT T AT LA #R R

o OO TR (L), T BRI BOI I A0 FR IETOA UE AR A R B B O A LK IR AIE 5 B BEK) H AR, 3 T A R
PR B T5395, 0 R RAE 5 o o B — 2 ST AH L AT ¢ AN 562 UE s #E B 5 S i

o U T (2), T EEE HLBCHAT (KRR R 1338 IR b A T S0 T .

o RTFIGE(3), T AAT R IR UK B O A T B ULER T R RE 1 H 3 AL

o R IRE(4), T AR AN 22 A i SRS UE T H A BB UE R R 4 WS 1K) H AR ARYE DO-178B HR ¥ i W, 24 i
FIZETT R TR R SELTT A i R I, % T A el R () 36 AE T4 W L4 s, L 4 A R 2 B O T RA
LT TR G0 s B e 2 ] A R AR R, T R R PR B MR A A B T T R L R R[] I HE T
e 85 SR A UE B 4K D TF e T BRI th 3 0 & T2 B AT USRI DO T e T JH R s B TE R B A
UERL AR T AR Z AN IUH BB AE A SR AIE.

o BEXTIALL(S), At AE S B PR AR T PR X R A DAE A R PR AR A, X WL 1 22 ek b AT it A
T R IE 44 2 AT WAL A D LB 22 A DA TIE RO IE 415 312 48 43 TG T VAAIE T, DA 3 o WL 8 A0 A PO AL DA
BERIEMTAEFRAE, S0 — 2 58 B AT O A 2 A TR AR AR TR
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