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[ABSTRACT]

concept and methods will lead to reduce the airline main-

Improvements of the maintenance

tenance work and increase maintenance intervals directly,
thereby reducie maintenance costs. Firstly, the develop-
ment process of maintenance concept is introduced, and
the MSG-2 and MSG-3 logic decision methods is ana-
lyzed. On this basis, combining with the preparation of the
maintenance program, the differences between two main-
tenance concept and the pros and cons are summarized, so
as to provide a theoretical reference for the development of
a practical, reasonable maintenance plan.

Keywords: MSG-2 MSG-3 Maintenance con-
cept Logic decision

DOI:10.16080/j.issn1671-833x.2015.15.129

A BRI TEZ HR, 2 e pO 4E1E EAH — BUE s
LA e R AR AL SR 2D T B E YRR LA
TSRS UL S R L B A AR
H a2, b s iz g it T AR 'L MSG
AR . MSG e PG R O e 18 B e e 1 2 22
M R ATREEKF | RAFR ST AR , B E MU A% 1
RS R LR AT Al P A A s

1 MSG 4{& B KR

1968 4, 1 M FAA BR MM A 8 B R AR L]
HIZEETE S41 (MSG) K5 AT S50 R i 4EE (RCM)
LT 747 WIHA TIUE i 7 R E R, EAE
AT S T A& T S04 SO, 3 52 J R BT R
T K MSG-1 3. MSG-1 RN # 747 WY TUE 4l )7 %
B A HR AR T B R, Bt 12 B e f T
E—2L el | N FHARAS A 250 oK B a2 e 0 I o
W 747 BRI ZE HE T L ASE T LU B 6l

F %

BR8P SO B MSG=2 (fiias 23wl / il ) Z ATk
LR YESCLDN

B — 1R CHLLL BB Y CHL AR CAndb A 2B )
Y EE B, HE B HT A MSG ST P2 A2, 1980 4E 9 H
30 H 14 FAA B A7 ZRLa E R4 T/EH
KA T HH MSG=3 . =B R HGk 2 Ah J2 A% X 43
T AV G MG TE G R, AR B A R BEORE Y
I REB R 2R 2548 Ak A0 o0 R AR AR B s R BE Ak
S5 B % . EHJE IR T, MSG-3 JE)54hsE 1T h
FHZI: JE i F il RS T T 2 AMBITIRAR

2 MSG-2 1 MSG-3 £&{L o
2.1 MSG-2 #&RET 4R

MSG-2 “RALAYLENE TAE R 34732 58 2 AL
( Units ) =24 component ) =73 R4t ( subsystem ) —
KHLRGE (system ) (XA EH T L/ /NI IGHEE
I FH 43T 22 i B B A P2 1 ()20 S R 2 1
KHLR G CHUZ Z 280 ) A1k, B 0] LR
I A8 P2 IS R — 38 Y 408 05 X, o TR Pt o
m—AE PR S E 48 70, MSG-2 43HriB i HX)
CHLRG A CHLES AT oA, ST s 52 LR S
PP H 8 1 AR A8 72, B E B 4RSI 4 1
FLRAS e dets . MSG-2 Rt FEan /i 1 s .
2.2 MSG-3 & RET N A

MSG-3 J&LL RCM HE R 5L a2 e, 5 i
SR — 0y IS, AR B TS 4R T R 0 TARE
55 FAEAG RT3 , PRI ZS #5104 [T 4T 2 A P F ] 5
PR o MSG=3 FHAN R i ZE K T CHL T e 4E1E& T
FER I E TAE, HR S SR, R MSG-3 il & Fi e 2
&7 R T NNA SN G) SL A . MSG-3 4544 /3 BT i
e 2 s .
2.3 MSG-2 #1 MSG-3 £®L 4 1h

MSG-2 #aE T #l3T CHLR S / B4 3l )1 &
G5 RE) 1 T 50 A8 AR I — FRE R e A8 R ORD T AR AR
o MSG-2 M s (1) | L T 3(2) 4t Tt
%o MSG-3 14317 TAEZ N KHLRSE( System ) >3 R
4t ( Subsystem ) =>ZF#B4:( Component ) —>ZH{4( Units ),
XFKEN /B B R REE , AT LR - — 0

2015 4R35 15 1] - piasllisEeAR 129



’H‘: m OTHERS

&l 1 & 2 [ 3
R4 T B4 T Rifhef2 T4
AR AL B C3EJH T H 15— i FEERT CHE | FAACBL CHEMITIE LT BLE
[} D 35 T8 H R ) fE M EAF DT | TR
I 3 P4
A | S B B 1 1 o
M 75 i 1115 1) iy
PLALA Rl pr |
#
9 th B AT 5 e b
B g b e o v e i 1 WEAIG 1 185 72 T
{66 2 5 B o L 57 24 fECKAE Kk 8155 ) \ ) .
LT v < S i I
# gobRk || WemER || R | | TAE
‘ Wpae s K WAt A ||| Ev | | e | | W | | T
Sl T s i Kkl 9 T — i e B || mHELR || g
SLHBB G A KA REMBAE TR | Eow 1,00 | [ &0 || A5 W || A
RRIEALEN || e K ) % T PPN § 8 AEERL i || 4
A = T T i
D
B o 2 5 T W i 2
H/I{J;H %HEIT He B ¥ e B 2 g R T A — 2 35 2
ATHITLE? B M — VI TARCRE — | sy | TR
P L B BT R 2 #
wE R i
T %i::
E A A ) 55 4 IR < ;
BEMRSGER | | ﬁ//// # A
%57 —
& s s

El1 MSG-28\E4EME KN RETE
Fig.1 MSG-2 maintenance program decision flow paths
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Fig.2 Logic diagram of structures treatment
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Fig.3 Logic comparison of MSG-2 and MSG-3 analysis
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