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Runway Incursion Risk Assessment Model Based on HRA
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[ Abstract]  The risk of runway incursion exists objectively in airport operation and it directly influences runway
safety. How to evaluate the risk of runway incursion is critical significant. By the analysis of runway incursion defi-
nition and failure type, this paper presents a risk assessment model for runway incursion based on HRA. This paper
is expected to provide a new approach for risk assessment of runway incursion.
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