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Configuration-Based Quality Management of Single Military Aircraft
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[ABSTRACT] The life cycle quality data manage-

ment model for single military aircraft is proposed for
demand characteristics of the single military aircraft re-
fined management. This model aims to describe the unique
product object structural characteristics by the methods of
configuration management, and also through the detailed
classification of the configuration baseline management
to achieve the tiered management of quality objective.
Quality characteristics will be the class attribute to follow
configuration items/ configuration components to collect
quality data information from configuration project es-
tablishment to delivery and application, and through the
configuration life cycle management to achieve the refined
quality management of single military aircraft.
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Fig.1 Relationship among function items
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Fig.2 Configuration structure tree
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Fig.3 Processing management of customer selecting configuration
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Fig.4 Workflow of baseline management
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Fig.5 Aircraft configuration tree and quality information tree
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Fig.6 Life cycle quality data management model of military aircraft
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