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Abstract: The complexity of flight safety system is usually affected by a variety of uncertainties. The uncertainty of
overall security situation of flight safety system are hardly determined. In this work, flight safety assessment index
system is firstly established based on software hardware environment liveware management (SHELM) model. And
flight safety assessment is also carried out with matter-element theory algorithm to obtain safety state. According to
correlation degree values of each evaluation index, key indexes affected flight safety are obtained. Under the
assumption that the flight safety system is a linear dynamic system and combining the above evaluation analysis,
Kalman filter algorithm is used to carry out prediction analysis on security situation. A simulation analysis is carried
out based on an actual flight safety situation of an airline. The results show that the security state of airline flight safety
system in a short period of time can be obtained, and main factors affecting flight safety are found out. This provides a
viable way for airlines to further strengthen flight safety management.
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0 Introduction

For guaranteeing the airlines security, it is the
primary requirement to ensure flight safety. There-
fore, it is necessary to carry out the assessment and
forecast study on flight safety in advance to find out
weak links in flight safety system and take effective
measures to strengthen flight safety management.
The security situation of flight safety system is re-
quired to predict in advance as far as possible so as
to prevent flight accidents and flight accident symp-
toms.

A lot of studies on how to improve the level of
flight safety management have been done by many
scholars. Catalyurek and Brissaud et al.""*’ analyzed
flight safety reliability by using dynamic event tree

]

methods. Janic"”' carried out safety evaluation for

the whole civil aviation system based on causal and
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probability theory. Considering the cost and benefit

1.1 used event tree anal-

of the airlines, Ahmadi et a
ysis method to evaluate flight safety of airlines.
Zhang et al."” have improved the analytic hierarchy
process(AHP) and applied it to flight safety evalua-
tion. Xu et al.'*’ studied the risk control of hard land-
ing phenomenon by using the machine learning
method of support vector machine (SVM) with the
hard landing phenomenon of aircraft. Shen et al.'”
adopted analytic hierarchy process to evaluate flight
safety with taking the flight’s ultra-limits events dur-
ing takeoff and landing as an evaluation index. From
the perspective of flight environment impacting

flight safety, Richardson et al."*

extended the safety
margin by studying the effects of wind shear on
flight envelope and developed a comprehensive set
of metrics to quantify flight safety by combining vari-

ous statistical information describing the stochastic
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process. Taking into account the generation of the
wake of forerunner aircraft and weather conditions,
Bobylev et al.'” proposed a mathematical model to
evaluate the safe separation of aircraft wake. The
model was validated by experimental results, and
the wake characteristics of aircraft tail while landing
with various turbulent atmospheric states and the
calculation of safe distance was given. Gan et al.""”
established the evaluation index system from four as-
pects: Human, equipment, environment and man-
agement. On this basis, the model was established
by using the related vector machine under Bayesian
framework to evaluate flight safety. Liu et al. '
combed the existing typical flight safety assessment
methods from the perspective of evaluation meth-
ods, and proposed that a variety of evaluation meth-
ods can be combined to evaluate flight safety in sub-
sequent studies. With QAR data as support, Gao et
al.'"' combined the set of analysis theory with Mar-
kov theory to carry out the evaluation and prediction
research of flight safety situation. Xue et al.'" ap-
plied the BP neural network, time series and sup-
port vector machine to the flight accident probability
prediction model. Through the analysis of the pre-
diction error, the basic trust allocation function of
each forecasting method is calculated. Finally, the
result of flight accident prediction is obtained
through fusing three prediction models by the fusion
rule of D-S theory.

Some scholars heavily rely on mathematical
statistics for flight safety. However, sample data are
reduced due to the lower incidence of accidents,
which limit the use of these methods. Scholars in
China concentrated on the choice of methods, and
the current main problems of these evaluation meth-
ods are that neither the uncertainty between the vari-
ous factors nor the complexity of the fusion of multi-
ple methods could be better solved.

Therefore, according to the above analysis,
software hardware environment liveware manage-
ment (SHELM ) model centering on human factors
will be employed as a foundation in this paper to ana-
lyze the relationship between the factors affecting
flight safety and establish a flight safety evaluation

index system. Since the flight safety assessment is

characterized by matter-element extension thought
and the characteristics of Kalman filter optimization
regression data processing, the research on flight
safety assessment and prediction is carried out. Fi-
nally, the validity and rationality of the method are

verified by an example.

1 Evaluation Index System

In terms of the trend of world aviation history
development, the proportion of flight accidents
caused by human factors continues to increase '*'.

The SHELM model is formed on the basis of
the SHELL model centered on human factors (L),
which increases the security management (M). The
factors that may affect flight safety are extracted
from the flight accident database by summarizing the
accident description attributes in flight accident data-
base, which is provided by the ASN (China Civil
Aviation Safety Information System) '™, The flight
safety assessment index system based on SHELM

model is established (Fig.1).

2 Matter-Element Theory

The research objects of matter-element theory
are mainly the complex and incompatible problems
of multi-level and multi-objective, which is to estab-
lish matter-element model by the matter-elements
transformation as compatible problems . The mat-
ter-element theory is to calculate by establishing de-
pendent function, which can be used to indicate the
degree of certain properties of things from both qual-
itative and quantitative aspects. The evaluation mod-

eling processes are described as follows.
2.1 Concept of matter-element

The name of study subject is N, which is fea-
ture U of N in terms of X. So, R = (N, U, X), or-
dered triples as the elements that describe things N,
is referred to the material element. If the features of
things N are embodied in many aspects, namely
Ul? UZ’ UI%’
X,, X3, =+, X, to describe the properties of things

, U,, m of measured values X,

N, R is a m~dimensional matter, which is represent-

ed as
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Fig.1 Flight safety assessment index system
N U, X where U, means the whole evaluation levels of pri-
R— o U, X, (1) mary influencing factors, the reference range speci-
fied by u,, on all evaluation levels is [ @, b;,].
O UUI XI”

2.2 Single index evaluation

In the flight safety assessment index system,
U = {U,} is the set of evaluation indexes, where
U, (i= 1, 2,--+, m) is the influencing factor layer;
U, =
2 L

2.2.1 Classical domain and joint domain

tugl , in which w; (i =1, 2,+, m; j =1,

, 1) is index layer.

The classical domain is a value range of evalua-
tion indexes on each evaluation level, and the ma-

trix 1s represented as

Uy un X Uy ua Lap,bpl

O 2 X,-' O u(‘ a(Zybl'Z
R=| . "= s Ll )

O u”l X"ﬁ’ O uiu |: al]”’ blﬁl]

where U, means that when the evaluation level of
primary influencing factor is f, /= (1, 2, ==+, p),
the classical domain of secondary index u, is
[a,ﬁ” bzﬁi]-

Joint domain refers to the range of values speci-
fied by the whole evaluation levels for evaluation in-

dex, which can be expressed as

U[/) Uy X[/)l UI/7 U I: Aip1s bz/rl :I
0 u X, 0 U |: Aoy 0, 21

Rip _ ) .12 .z/)Z _ ' '1 ip ) i (3)
0w X 0w [aymby]

2.2.2 Matter-element values
The specific data obtained by the matter-ele-

ment analysis of evaluation index is expressed as

U, u, Y
0 wu, Y.

R=1|. " 4)
0 wu, Y,

where U, is the corresponding primary influencing
factor in evaluation index system, and Y, the specif-
ic matter value of secondary index u;, under influ-
ence factor U..
2.2.3 Correlation degrees

Correlation degrees indicate the degree to
which the evaluation indexes attach to a certain eval-
uation level.

Single-index correlation degrees: When the
safety of the second index u; in level f, the correla-

tion degree is

(O(ijX,:/j) Y&X
(Y,) oY, X,)—o(Y, X)) 7 <~(5)
K(Y,)=
o —po(Y,; Xy) v ex
ifj
where
1 1
oYy Xy)=|Yy =5 (ay+by) | =5 (b= ay)6)
1 1
oYy Xi)=|Yy= 5 (awt bi) | = 5 (b= aX7)
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2.3 Evaluation results

(1) Correlation degree of primary impact fac-
tors for each safety level

When the safety level of primary impact factors
U, is graded by f, the correlation degree is defined as

K (U)= ij’fK,»(Y,.j) i=1,2,-,m (8)
j=1

where @ means the weights of evaluation index.

(2) Comprehensive correlation

When flight safety level is f, the correlation de-
gree of airline flight (N) to be evaluated is calculat-

ed as
K/((N)= > WK (U) 9)

(3) Safety grade
According to the principle of maximum mem-
bership, the safety level of airline flight safety is de-
termined by the results of Eq.(9)
K,~=max K, (N) (10)

3 Flight Safety Prediction Based on
Kalman Filter Theory

3.1 Description of Kalman filtering theory

Kalman filter theory is an optimal autoregres-
sive data processing algorithm, which uses a state
space mode to describe a system, and a recursive
form algorithm to optimize state variables after elim-
inating the noise of Kalman filter, so that the data
storage capacity becomes smaller. Due to this, Kal-
man filter theory is widely used in the fields of iner-
tial navigation, target tracking, communication and

signal processing''".

3.2 Kalman filtering algorithm for flight safety

prediction

A flight safety system is defined as a linear dy-
namic system which is affected by many factors. By
increasing a state space model in Kalman filter algo-
rithm, namely dynamic time domain model with im-
plied time as the independent variable, the security
situation prediction analysis of flight safety system is
carried out, combing with the linear autoregressive
analysis of Kalman filter algorithm. It is assumed

that the linear state space model of flight safety sys-

tem is an observable time series and unobservable
state vector time linear function, while the motion
of state vector follows the first order vector autore-
gressive process. Therefore, the linear state space
model of flight safety system can be expressed as

x, = F,x,~, + w, Equation of state

11
v =H,x,+ v, )

Observe equation
while w, and v, are noise disturbances, and obey the

Gaussian distribution of variance Q and R, that 1s

~N (0,

w,~N(0,Q) (12)
v,~N(0,R)

where £ =1, 2, -+ , T. The equation of state de-

scribes the change of state vector over time.

The observation equation describes generation
of observed vector. F, and H, represent the state
transition matrix and observation matrix, respective-
ly.

Therefore, the detailed analysis steps for secu-
rity situation of flight safety system using Kalman fil-
tering algorithm are as follows.

(1) Prediction model parameters

On the basis of the evaluation and analysis re-
sults of flight safety system above, the prediction
and analysis of system security situation are carried
out. Assuming the order of linear prediction model,
MATLARB is used to fit the system parameters un-
der each prediction model.

(2) Prediction

The system parameters of various orders pre-
diction model obtained in the previous step are taken
into the formula of Kalman filter algorithm as the ini-
tial state parameters to be analyzed and calculated.

The formula of Kalman filter algorithm is as follows.

Prediction
11\171 - F/I/fl\/fl + w,
13
P//71:F1P171\/71F1T+Q ( )
Correction
kz:Pr\rlezT(HzPr\rlerT+R) !
mr:yz_Hzxr\rfl (14)

Xy =X, 1+ km,
P,=(I—kH,)P,
where P, is the covariance matrix of state vector, m,
the residual value, and 4, the Kalman gain.
(3) The order of prediction model

By comparing the residual values of prediction
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models, the final order of prediction model is deter-
mined by the minimum residual value.
(4) Analysis of flight safety prediction results
Through substituting the last phase of system
parameters updated by Kalman filter algorithm into
the prediction model determined by the previous
step, the predicted value of flight safety system se-

curity situation can be obtained.

4 Application and Analysis

This paper takes the safety situation of a do-
mestic airline flight safety system as an example.
First, the safety rating of evaluation index is divided
into four levels, namely absolute safe, safe, rela-
tive safe, and unsafe. The classical domain for each
evaluation index is determined by experts according
to professional knowledge and experiences. Second,
fifteen experts in civil aviation fields give the mat-
ter-element values of each secondary index, and
take average of all matter values as the final matter
value of this secondary index. The evaluation index-
es of human-human factors were taken as an exam-

ple to make a concrete analysis.
4.1 Matter-element theory modeling
(1) Classic domain (Table 1)

Table 1 Classic domain

Human factor

S /2 S S

Domain

Fail f

ailure degree of crew oo 155 75 g5 60—75 0—60
coordination

Degree of coordination

between crew with oth- 85—100 75—85 60—75 0—60

er personal

Violation occurred 90—100 75—90 60—75 0—60

Crew Comli“,l‘fmcamn 90—100 75—90 60—75 0—60
SK1

(2) Joint domain

Ul uu 07100
Rlpi O ulz 07100

O u14 07100

(3) The matter-element values

U1 U 83
R, — 0 up 72
0 us3 88
O Uy 75

(4) Correlation degrees
Eqgs. (5—7) are used to determine the correla-
tion degrees of secondary evaluation indexes to four

safety levels, as shown in Table 2.

Table 2 Correlation degrees of human-human factor
indexes for each safety level
Evaluation index A /o /s /i

Failure degree of

—0.1053 0.2 —0.32 —0.575

crew coordination
Degree of coordina-
tion between crew —0.3171 —0.096 8 0.12 —0.3

with other personal
Violation occurred —0.1429 0.1333 —0.52 —0.7

Crew communica-

—0.3611 0.1
tion skill 036 0-133 3

—0.08 —0.425

By using the same method, the correlation de-
grees between other assessment indexes and four
safety levels are shown in Table 3.

(5) Weights of evaluation indexes

In this paper, analytic hierarchy process
(AHP) is used to determine the weights of evalua-
tion indexes as shown below. The specific solution
process is not introduced in detail.

W= (0.327, 0.116, 0.253, 0.184, 0.12)

w'= (0.225, 0.24, 0.308, 0.227)

w’= (0.209, 0.215, 0.212, 0.358)

w’= (0.275, 0.219, 0.341, 0.165)

w'= (0.30, 0.246, 0.220, 0.189)

w’= (0.297, 0.224, 0.258, 0.221)
4.2 Evaluation results analysis

(1) Correlation degrees of primary influential
factors for each safety level

The correlation degree values of secondary
evaluation index for each safety level as well as in-
dexes weights are substituted into Eq.(9), and cor-
relation degree values of the five primary influence
factors for four safety levels are obtained, as shown
in Table 4.
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Table 3 Correlation degrees of secondary indexes to
each safety level
Evaluation Correlation degree
index £ I P /
U —0.058 8 0.1 —0.36 —0.60
Uss —0.105 3 0.2 —0.32 —0.575
U,
Uss —0.2727 0.1 —0.04 —0.40
Usy —0.333 3 0.333 3 —0.2 —0.5
U —0.258 1 0.2 —0.08 —0.425
Usy —0.173 9 0.4 —0.24 —0.525
U,
U —0.2973 —0.0370 0.0667 —0.35
Us, —0.307 7 0.466 7 —0.28 —0.55
Uy, —0.343 8 0.266 7 —0.16 —0.475
Uy —0.3077 —0.0690 0.1333 —0.325
U,
Uy —0.3171  —0.096 8 0.2 —0.3
Uy, —0.3333 —0.1429 0.3333 —0.25
Us —0.2727 0.1 —0.04 —0.4
Us, —0.2414 0.3 —0.12  —0.45
Us;
Uss —0.222 2 0.266 7 —0.44  —0.65
Us, —0.2 0.5 —0.2 —0.5

Table 4 Correlation degrees of primary influence factors

to each safety level

Primary in-

Correlation degree Class
fluence fac- I
tor N S Js Ji
Human-hu-
—0.2258 0.0931 —0.2215 —0.5135 2
man
Human-en-
) —0.2121 0.2044 —0.2241 —0.5128 2
vironmental
Hu-
man-hard- —0.261 2 0.2070 —0.0980 —0.4419 2
ware

Human-soft-

—0.3116 0.0147 0.0918 —0.3357 3

ware

Hu-
man-man- —0.236 6 0.2762 —0.196 5 —0.4978 2

agement

(2) Comprehensive correlation degrees

For the data in Table 4, the correlation de-
grees of flight safety to four safety levels are shown
in Table 5.

Table 5 Airline flight safety comprehensive assessment
results
Evalua- Correlation degree Class
tion object - - - - /
i /o Js fi ’
Airline
flight safe- —1.2472 0.7955 —0.6483 —2.3017 2
ty

In summary, according to the principle of maxi-
mum membership, the safety level of airline flight
safety is safe. As can be seen from Table 4, the
safety level of human-software factor (U,) is safer,
with the correlation degree of 0.091 8 being the
smallest dependent degrees compared with other fac-

tors.

4.3 Flight safety prediction based on Kalman
filter theory

The sensitivity analysis is carried out by the
above assessment results. The different matter-ele-
ment values of secondary index in human-software
factors are selected for simulation analysis. Mat-
ter-element values of the selected evaluation indexes
gradually increases, which are on the basis of origi-
nal matter-element values according to certain pro-
portion (5% ) within the scope of joint domain. Oth-
er indexes values and weights remain same. After re-
peated simulation analysis, the function curves
which airline flight safety to £, is obtained, as shown
in Figs.2, 3.

Assuming that the flight safety system is a dy-
namic linear complex system, the initial parameters
of flight safety system prediction model are obtained
by fitting the curve in Figs.2, 3, which assumed the
order number of flight safety system linear predic-
tion model, as shown in Table 6.

The initial parameters obtained in Table 6 are
substituted into the Kalman filter Eqs.(13), (14) to
get the prediction models residuals, as shown in
Figs.4—6.
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Table 6 Initial model parameters

Model order a a? a” a
Linear 0.557 3 —0.003 3
Quadratic  0.58616 —0.0110 0.000 2

Cubic 0.5672 —0.0130 —0.0004 —0.0186

30r
251

= = b
> n o
T T

Residual

=
W
T

HHHHEH;::;H.!;i..u

S
=3

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Sample data

Fig.4 Residuals of linear prediction model

By comparing the residual values of prediction
models, it is found that the residual got by the cubic
about

0.039 194 26 (the residual mean of the last 15 sam-

prediction model is the smallest,

ples). Therefore, the prediction model of flight safe-

ty system security situation is defined as

07
06|
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T:‘,’ 041
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Fig.5 Residuals of quadratic prediction model

(=]
T

Eiu"lllllllllllllll""

|
—_
T

I}

Residual
b

|
~
T

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Sample data

Fig.6  Residuals of cubic prediction model

y=a 2+ V2" +dPx+d"+6  (15)

where 7 1s the time, ¢ the residual value, and 6=
0.039 194 26.

The parameters of each time period are simulat-

ed by Kalman filter algorithm, as shown in Table 7.

The system parameters in corresponding period are

found to make short-term prediction.

Table 7 Cubic prediction model system parameters

(1) (2) (3) (4)

¢ a a a a

1 0.5672 —0.0130 —0.000 4 —0.0186
2 0.6034 —0.0128 0.001730 —0.014 4
3 0.6350 —0.0133 —0.0254 —0.011

4 0.6551 —0.0127 0.026 454 —0.008 7

5 0.6724 —0.0129 —0.024 34 —0.006 8

6 0.6940 —0.0131 0.018129 —0.004 8
7 0.7204 —0.0136 —0.01549 —0.002 6

8 0.7350 —0.0133 0.011 041 —0.001 4

9 0.75174 —0.0134 —0.00844 —1.1788E—04
10 0.76172 —0.01320 —0.004 67 5.8456E—04

This paper selects the time period of August
2015 to January 2016 to predict the security state of

flight safety system in February 2016, as shown in
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Fig.7

Fig.7 shows that the security status of airline’ s
flight safety system subordinate to class f; correla-
tion degree is 0.801 494. Therefore, the airline still
needs to strengthen the security management, in

particular, human-software influence factors.

0.82r
0.80F
0.78}
0.76
0.74 F
072}
070}
0.68}
0.66
0.64
0.62F
2015-8

The correlation to f,

2015-12  2016-2 2016-4

Year-month

2015-10

Fig.7 Security state forecast of flight safety system

5 Conclusions

The safety of flight is affected by many uncer-
tain factors such as environmental factors, human
factors and equipment factors among which the influ-
ence of human factors are most prominent. There-
fore, this paper establishes flight safety evaluation
index system based on SHELLM model, which ana-
lyzes the relationship between various uncertain fac-
tors and human factors. Flight safety assessment
model is established by matter-element theory. It
solves the ambiguity of “partial determination, par-
tial uncertainty” among decision-making factors,
and correctly reflects the internal relations and
changes of matter and quantity. This paper obtains
the correlation degrees of four safety levels through
analysis and calculation, and the main indexes af-
fected flight safety are judged according to the princi-
ple of maximum membership. Under the hypothesis
that predictive model order, Kalman filter algorithm
is adopted to analyze the optimal short-term predic-
tion of flight security situation, combining the re-
sults of assessment. With the results obtained by
this method, the security situation of flight safety
system could be controlled, and meanwhile the
main influence factors of evaluation results are tar-
geted to take protective measures to ensure the

flight safety.

References

[1] CATALYUREK U, RUTT B, METZROTH K, et
al. Development of a code-agnostic computational in-
frastructure for the dynamic generation of accident pro-
gression event trees[ J]. Reliability Engineering and S-
ystem Safety, 2010, 95(3): 278-294.

[2] BRISSAUD F, SMIDTS C, BARROTS A, et al.
Dynamic reliability of digital-based transmitters [J].
Reliability Engineering and System Safety, 2011, 96
(7):793-813.

[3] JANIC M. An assessment of risk and safety in civil
aviation[J]. Journal of Air Transport Management,
2000, 6(1): 43-50.

[4] AHMADI A, SODERHOLM P. Assessment of oper-
ational consequences of aircraft failures: Using event
tree analysis [C]//2008 IEE Aerospace Conference.
Big Sky, MT, USA: IEEE, 2008: 3824-3837.

[5] ZHANG Xiaoyu, CHEN Jiusheng. Decision model of
flight safety based on flight event[J]. Physics Proce-
dia, 2012(33): 462-469.

[6] XU Guimei, HUANG Shengguo. Airplane’s hard
landing diagnosis based on optimized support vector
machine [J]. Computer Measurement &. Control,
2011, 19(2): 256-259.

[7] SHEN Xiaorong, WANG Chuanjiu, HAO Jia, et al.
Research on applicability of neural network with field
data of automatic traffic incident detection[J]. Journal
of Highway and Transportation Research and Develop-
ment, 2005, 22(9): 127-145.

[8] RICHARDSON J R, KABAMBA P T, ASKINS E
M, et al. Safety margins for flight through stochastic
gusts[J]. Journal of Guidance Control and Dynamics,
2014, 37 (6): 2026-2030.

[9] BOBYLEV A V, VYSHINSKY V V, SOUDA-
KOV G G, et al. Aircraft vortex wake and flight safe-
ty problems [J]. Journal of Aircraft, 2010, 47 (2) .
663-674.

[10] GAN Xusheng, DUANMU lJingshun, GAO Jianguo.
Flight safety evaluation method based on relevance
vector machine[J]. Journal of Safety Science and Tec-
hnology, 2012, 8(12): 143-148. (in Chinese)

[11] LIU Jia, SUN Yang, XIAO Chuwan. Discussion of
typical flight safety evaluation method [J]. Journal of
Naval Aeronautical and Astronautical University,
2016, 31(1): 75-82. (in Chinese)

[12] GAO Yang, WANG Xiangzhang. Research on assess-
ment and prediction of flight safety situation based on
SPA-Markov[J]. Journal of Safety Science and Tech-
nology, 2016, 12(8): 87-91. (in Chinese)



No. 2 DING Songbin, et al. Flight Safety System Evaluation and Optimal Linear Prediction 213

[13] XUE Minghao, DUANMU Jingshun, GAN Xush-
eng. Prediction model of flight accidents based on the
D-S evidence theory[ J]. Safety and Environmental En-
gineering, 2015, 5(2): 118-121. (in Chinese)

[14] CHEN Dongfeng, JIAO Zhenggang, ZHANG Guo-
zheng. Human factors and flying safety [M ]. Beijing:
National Defense Industry Press, 2016: 12-48. (in
Chinese)

[15] Flight Safety Foundation. ASN aviation safety data-
base [EB/OL]. (1996-1-1)[ 2017-9-13]. http://avia-
tion-safety.net.

[16] LI Lingling, LIU Jingjie, Ling Yuesheng. Power qual-
ity comprehensive evaluation based on matter-element
theory and evidence theory[J]. Transactions of China
Electrotechnical Society, 2015, 30(12): 383-391. (in
Chinese)

[17] JIN Xuebo. Kalman filter theory and application:
Based on MATLAB [M]. Beijing: Science Press.

2016 36-46. (in Chinese)

Authors Prof. DING Songbin is currently a professor of Col-
lege of Civil Aviation at Nanjing University of Aeronautics
and Astronautics. His research interests include aircraft per-
formances and aeroplane safety system.

Ms. GU Qiangian is currently a postgraduate of College of
Civil Aviation at Nanjing University of Aeronautics and As-
tronautics. Her research interest includes safety of civil avia-
tion.

Mr. LIU Jiayu is currently a postgraduate of College of Civil
Aviation at Nanjing University of Aeronautics and Astronau-

tics. Her research interest includes safety of civil aviation.

Author contributions Prof. DING Songbin contributed to
the background of the study, designed the study. Ms. GU
Qiangian wrote the manuscript. Mr. LIU Jiayu contributed

to the discussion and analysis as well as prepared all drafts

Competing interests The authors declare no competing in-

terests.

(Production Editor: Zhang Bei)



