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Method of failure reporting, analysisand-corrective action
system mode for aircraft engine
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Absgtract : The method of failure reporting, analysi s and corrective action system (FRA-
CAS) for @rcraft“engine was proposed in this paper , whereby we can investigate, analyze
and correct the design in a well-planned and orderly manner. It can be used for identifying
the exact reasons and ensuring the availability of corrective action. This method is effective
to control thefailurein close loop and get rid of reasons affecting the product. In this way,
the method can guide the programming of smulation software. The result is to improve the
ability of rivalship and the ability of market reaction. It can help the aircraft engine manufac-
turers to achieve successin quality management and efficiency for high level and zero failure.
The method is useful and effective in the practice.
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