#3932 Y %3 FFFLTESC] A B AT TN B 1 81

http://dx.doi.org/10.12985/ ksaa.2016.24.2.081
ISSN 1225-9705(print) ISSN 2466-1791(online)

Technical Review
F34 23ZEqo] A4 2 ATA R fF 12

A Study on Safety of Airborne Software and Considerations during Development

Baeckjun Yi* Jong Yeoun Choi*, Gi Wook Nam*

ABSTRACT

It is recognized that safety is a key point of technical competency. Its adoption is widely
spread in development of products and it is essentially necessary in aerospace industry
because airborne system and equipment are used complex high-technology and implemented
systematic performance using software. This study reviews system safety assessment,
development assurance level, airborne software, RTCA DO-178 process, and considerations &
pitfalls in software development.
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Fig. 1 Process of System Safety Assessment[3]
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Fig. 3 System Safety Assessment and Airborne Software Development Process[4]
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