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Description

Field of the Invention

[0001] Embodiments of the present invention relate to aircraft landing systems and, more particularly, to landing
systems used in low visibility conditions.

Background of the invention

[0002] Currently, commercial aircraft employ guidance systems that warn pilots when the aircraft is deviating from a
flight path. Guidance systems must have certain levels of accuracy, integrity, continuity, and availability during ordinary
flight. Guidance systems that are used for landing require additional levels of accuracy, integrity, continuity, and avail-
ability. Landing systems typically provide high precision data relating to position and deviation of an aircraft from a landing
approach path. This high precision often requires special equipment, which can be beneficial in situations where fog,
clouds, and/or other conditions reduce visibility.
[0003] Airport landing systems are categorized by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) or other certification
authority into different categories (Category I, II, and III) depending upon levels of accuracy, integrity, continuity, and
availability provided by the landing guidance system. Accuracy refers to a volume that a position fix is contained within
ninety-five percent certainty. Integrity refers to the probability that the system will unintentionally provide hazardous
misleading information, such as an undetected fault or lack of information. Integrity also refers to a time required for a
detected fault to be flagged by the system. Continuity refers to the probability that the navigation accuracy and integrity
requirements will remain supported during the approach.
[0004] Most airport landing systems fall in Category I (CAT I), which enables the aircraft to initiate approach procedures
from a decision height (DH) of 200 feet. The decision height represents the lowest altitude, above the touchdown zone,
the aircraft can descend to without the pilot making visual contact with the runway. In a CAT I landing, if the pilot has
not made visual contact with the runway by the time the aircraft descends to 200 feet, then the pilot must abort the
landing and try again. Also, for a CAT I landing, the plane has to be in a runway visual range (RVR) of at least 1800
feet, which means that the pilot must also make visual contact with the start of a center line of a runway with no less
than 1800 feet to the runway. In other words, if the aircraft attempting a CAT I approach is located at least 200 feet
above the runway (DH) and at least 1800 feet from the start of the runway (RVR) and the pilot is able to make visual
contact with the runway by that point, then the aircraft can continue with the CAT I approach. Otherwise, the aircraft
should abort the landing.
[0005] More restrictive than the CAT I landing is a Category II (CAT II) landing, where airport landing systems allow
the aircraft to initiate approach procedures from a DH of at least 100 feet and a RVR of at least 1200 feet. An aircraft
that is capable of a CAT II landing is able to descend below the CAT I landing requirements before making<*> a decision
whether to land or abort the landing. In a CAT II approach, the DH is located at least 100 feet above the runway and the
RVR is at least 1200 feet from the start of the runway.
[0006] Airport landing systems categorized for CAT III, like the system currently found at John F. Kennedy International
Airport, allow for landing procedures from a DH of at least 50 feet and a RVR of at least 650 feet. In an aircraft capable
of a CAT III approach, the DH is located at least 50 feet above the runway and the RVR is at least 650 feet from the
start of the runway.
[0007] Aircraft configured for CAT III landings require special automatic landing or guidance systems, such as a triple
redundant autopilot system, and must meet stringent levels of integrity and reliability. Generally, only a few airports have
the equipment necessary for CAT III landings because implementation of such equipment requires special surveying.
In addition, limited aircraft crews have the requisite training to perform the CAT III landings, such as the requisite simulator
training, for example. Due to these limitations, CAT I landing systems and approaches tend to be the predominant
methods used in smaller or private airplanes.
[0008] One of the landing systems used throughout the world for high precision landing guidance and deviation data
is an instrument landing system (ILS), which includes a transmitter located on the ground to project two sets of radio
beams into space along the approach corridor. An aircraft equipped for an ILS landing includes specialized antennas
and receivers that interpret the radio beams and provide the pilot with navigational guidance. One of the radio beams
provides lateral guidance, which allows the pilot to align the aircraft with the runway. A subsystem associated with the
lateral guidance is called the localizer. The other radio beam provides vertical guidance. The subsystem associated with
the vertical guidance is called a glideslope and it provides guidance for a steady descent into the airfield. The combination
of the localizer and the glideslope effectively defines an approach path for an aircraft to fly along during a landing. The
approach path is often referred to as an ILS approach. Depending on the configuration and equipment used, ILS is
capable of CAT I, II, and III landings.
[0009] Another guidance system used for landings is a Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS). WAAS is a system
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using both a ground-based component and a GPS satellite component in order to determine both the lateral and vertical
position of the aircraft during a landing approach. The ground-based component may comprise a number of dispersed
ground monitoring stations, while the GPS satellite component may comprise a constellation of between twenty-four
and thirty-two Medium Earth Orbit satellites. The satellites transmit precise microwave signals that are received by GPS
receivers on an aircraft to determine current location, time, and velocity of the aircraft.
[0010] The navigational data provided by a WAAS is used with a Localizer Performance with Vertical Guidance (LPV).
The LPV is a high precision GPS (WAAS enabled) aviation instrument approach procedures that assists in determining
a lateral position and a vertical position of the aircraft. Similar to an ILS approach, the LPV defines the approach path
(referred to as an LPV approach) for the aircraft to fly during an approach to a given airport. The LPV approaches (for
airports that have defined LPV approaches) are contained in a database that is used by the aircraft and the WAAS to
generate deviation and guidance data for an LPV approach. In most cases, the FAA has defined the LPV approaches
such that they match existing ILS approaches. Currently, WAAS is only qualified for a CAT I landing and is currently
unable to execute by a CAT II or III landing.
[0011] US 7,089,092 describes a method for increasing positional awareness of a pilot of an aircraft during a landing
approach of the aircraft. First data from a navigational aid is received. The first data is analyzed to determine a first
position of the aircraft at a predetermined time. Second data is received. The second data is independent of the first
data. The second data is analyzed to determine a second position of the aircraft at the predetermined time. The first
position of the aircraft and the second position of the aircraft are compared, and the pilot is alerted to a difference between
the first position of the aircraft and the second position of the aircraft. The second data may be displayed in a form that
is convenient for the pilot to view during landing.
[0012] EP 0 498 655 A2 describes a guidance system for aircraft. Data from long range aids such as the global
positioning system (GPS) and an inertial navigation system (INS) and short range aids such as a microwave landing
system (MLS) are used to smoothly and automatically transition an aircraft from the long range aids to the short range
aids. During cruise a Kalman filter combines data from the global positioning system and the inertial navigation system
to provide accurate enroute information. When the aircraft arrives in the vicinity of the airport and begins to acquire data
from the microwave landing system, the Kalman filter is calibrated with the MLS data to permit precision landing with
GPS/INS data alone in case the MLS system subsequently fails.
[0013] US 5,945,943 describes a system for using differential GPS receivers with autopilot systems for category III
precision approaches. The system includes a first and a second differential global positioning system (DGPS) receiver.
The first and second DGPS receivers are both adapted to interface with an autopilot in an aircraft. The DGPS receivers
each determine the position of the aircraft as the aircraft proceeds along a flight path. Both DGPS receivers are further
adapted to employ carrier aiding to smooth the code phase measurements used in determining the position of the aircraft.
Within a predetermined range along the approach path of the aircraft and when the output of the first DGPS receiver
and the output of the second DGPS receiver are proximate within a predetermined distance, the DGPS receivers de-
termine a transition point. After the transition point, the DGPS receivers utilize DGPS carrier phase tracking to determine
the position of the aircraft relative to its position at the transition point. The low noise characteristics of the carrier phase
tracking allows the DGPS receivers to properly interface with the autopilot of the aircraft.

Summary of the Invention

[0014] It may be seen as an object of the invention to increase the accuracy of a landing system.
[0015] The subject matter of the invention is defined by the appended claims.
[0016] According to an example which is provided for better understanding of the invention, a low visibility landing
system may integrate a first signal from a first landing system and a second signal from a second landing system to
generate a hybrid signal that has a greater accuracy than the first signal or second signal individually. For example, a
hybrid signal may be generated from an ILS signal and a WAAS signal. In some cases, the use of a hybrid signal may
allow an aircraft to lower the DH and the RVR, which would provide pilots the ability to descend further before having
to abort a landing in poor visibility conditions. The hybrid signal may provide deviation and guidance data to the aircraft
so that the pilot or autopilot will be able to properly position the aircraft along an approach path during landing. As in a
conventional landing system employing only ILS or only WAAS, for example, if the deviation of the aircraft from the
landing approach exceeds a certain threshold, then the pilot may be need to abort the landing approach.
[0017] According to an example which is provided for better understanding of the invention, a low visibility landing
system may generate a hybrid signal for deviation and guidance data, as discussed above, and also monitor the difference
between the first signal from the first landing system and the second signal from the second landing system to provide
additional levels of accuracy, integrity, continuity, and availability. For example, if the difference between the first signal
and the second signal becomes too large, exceeding a threshold, then the system may alert the pilot to a possible failure
or automatically require the pilot to abort the landing and try again. Additionally, the system could be configured such
that if the difference between the first signal and the second signal exceeds a predetermined threshold, then the landing
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system may instruct the pilot to abort the landing approach.
[0018] According to an example which is provided for better understanding of the invention, a low visibility landing
system may use a first signal from a first landing system as a primary signal in a conventional manner. In addition, the
system would then monitor the difference between the first signal from the first landing system and a second signal from
a second landing system to provide additional levels of accuracy, integrity, continuity, and availability. In particular, the
landing system may be configured to determine the difference between the primary signal and the second signal as a
redundancy measure to check the operation of the primary signal. If the second signal deviates from the primary signal
by the predetermined threshold, the landing system may alert the pilot and/or require that the pilot abort the landing and
try again. The system could also be configured such that if the difference between the primary signal and the secondary
signal exceeds a threshold, then the pilot would be alerted and may need to abort the landing. Additionally, if the deviation
of the aircraft from the approach path (such as the deviation of the aircraft from an ILS approach) generated by the
second system exceeds a threshold, then the pilot could be alerted.
[0019] In one embodiment of the invention, a landing system for an aircraft comprises: a first navigational device to
generate a first navigational signal representative of a deviation of an aircraft from a first predetermined landing approach
plan; a second navigational device to generate a second navigational signal representative of a deviation of the aircraft
from a second predetermined landing approach plan, the second predetermined landing approach plan being different
from the first predetermined landing approach plan; and a flight computer to combine the first navigational signal and
the second navigational signal to produce a hybrid signal, the flight computer providing guidance for the aircraft based
on the hybrid signal
[0020] According to an example which is provided for better understanding of the invention, a landing system for an
aircraft comprises: a first navigational device to generate a first navigational signal representative of a deviation of an
aircraft from a first approach; a second navigational device to generate a second navigational signal representative of
a deviation of the aircraft from a second approach; and a flight computer to provide guidance to a pilot in directing the
aircraft onto a predetermined landing approach plan, the flight computer alerting a pilot to abort a landing approach if a
difference between the first navigational signal and the second navigational signal exceeds a first predetermined thresh-
old.

Brief Description of the Drawings

[0021]

Fig. 1 is an example of a block diagram for a low visibility landing system in accordance with an embodiment of the
present invention.
Fig. 2 illustrates a landing approach of an aircraft in accordance with an embodiment of the present invention.
Figs. 3 and 4 illustrate predetermined landing approaches into Savannah/Hilton Head International Airport.
Fig. 5 illustrates how the data from a low visibility landing system in accordance with an embodiment of the present
invention could be displayed on an aircraft display.
Fig. 6 is an example of a computer display for displaying the output of the low visibility landing system in accordance
with an embodiment of the present invention.
Fig. 7 is an example of a computer display for a low visibility landing system in accordance with an embodiment of
the present invention.
Fig. 8 is another example of a computer display for a low visibility landing system in accordance with an embodiment
of the present invention.
Fig. 9 is another example of a computer display for a low visibility landing system in accordance with an embodiment
of the present invention.
Fig. 10 is an example a flow diagram representing the operation of a low visibility landing system in accordance
with an embodiment of the present invention.

Detailed Description of the Invention

[0022] CAT I, CAT II, and CAT III landing approaches use high precision landing systems that may employ different
ground, satellite, and aircraft based equipment to aid in landing the aircraft. In at least one embodiment of the invention,
a low visibility landing system may be configured such that aircraft landing approaches may proceed to lower altitudes
for a decision height (DH) and to a closer distance for before the runway visual range (RVR). In some cases, embodiments
of the present invention may utilize equipment configured for CAT I landings and use the equipment to execute a landing
procedure with lower DH and RVR than would be possible under conventional CAT I landing procedures.
[0023] In one embodiment of the invention, a low visibility landing system may be configured to generate a hybrid
signal from the separate signals of two landing systems. For example, the landing system may use the signals from an
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Instrument Landing System (ILS) and a Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS) to generate a hybrid signal.
[0024] Because the landing approach plans for the ILS and the LPV generally coincide and because the ILS and the
WAAS both produce signals indicative of the lateral and the vertical deviations of the aircraft from the ILS approach and
LPV approach, respectively, then the ILS and WAAS signals may be combined to form a hybrid signal representative
of the lateral and vertical deviations of the aircraft from the airport approach path. The landing approach for either ILS,
WAAS, or other systems may include data representative of lateral and vertical velocities along the landing approach.
It would be understood in the art that the hybrid signal may also represent lateral and vertical velocities of the aircraft.
In addition, in the event the landing approach plans for the ILS and those for the LPV do not coincide, the difference
between the ILS and WAAS signals will exceed the predetermined threshold, alerting the pilot that an error has been made.
[0025] According to one embodiment of the invention, the hybrid signal may be generated using the ILS and WAAS
signals. The hybrid signal comprises the lateral and vertical components (HHYB and VHYB) determined according to the
following formulas: 

HWAAS and HILS represent the lateral or horizontal signals as provided by the WAAS and ILS, while VWAAS and VILS
represent the vertical signals as provided by the WAAS and ILS.
[0026] The standard deviations (σILS and σWAAS) for ILS and WAAS signals may be calculated by using published
accuracies for CAT I ILS and WAAS approaches and assuming the errors conform to a Gaussian distribution. The
standard deviations of the lateral and vertical values of the ILS and WAAS systems (σILS-H, σILS-V, σWAAS-H, and σWAAS-V)
may also be similarly calculated. Using this information, the accuracy of the horizontal and the vertical components of
the hybrid signal may be calculated as a function of the standard deviations according to the following equations: 

The standard deviations of the hybrid signal may be less than either or both of the standard deviations of the ILS and
the WAAS, reflecting the additional stability generated by the hybrid signal in comparison to the separate ILS or WAAS
signals.
[0027] One of ordinary skill in the art would appreciate that there are additional methods and formulas for calculating
the horizontal and the vertical components of the hybrid signal and their corresponding measures of accuracy.
[0028] By combining the signals in the manner described above, the hybrid signal representative of the lateral and
vertical deviations of the aircraft from the airport approach path may have a greater accuracy and stability than either
the WAAS signal or the ILS signal individually. Because of the greater accuracy and stability of the hybrid signal, the
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landing system may be able to descend further during a landing approach without visual contact with the runway, possibly
allowing the aircraft to perform a CAT II or similar landing using equipment (the WAAS or the ILS) that typically would
only be able to perform a CAT I landing.
[0029] The hybrid signal may then be used by the aircraft avionics system and the pilots in a similar manner to how
a conventional system would use a signal from an ILS or a WAAS separately. As would be understood by those of skill
in the art, if the horizontal or vertical deviation of the aircraft (according to the hybrid signal) exceeds a predetermined
threshold, then the landing system may alert the pilot to abort the landing. The predetermined thresholds may be derived
from FAA publications for allowable deviations along either the ILS or the WAAS landing approach plans, for example.
The predetermined thresholds may be a function of the location of the aircraft along the approach path. For example,
as the aircraft gets closer to the runway, the predetermined threshold may decrease, representing a lower tolerance of
a deviation from the predetermined landing approach plan. The predetermined thresholds may be set less than the FAA
publications for allowable deviations.
[0030] The deviation represented by the hybrid signal may anticipate and warn against, for example, short landings,
long landings, wide landings, and an excessive sink rate, and appropriately cue the pilot to execute a missed approach,
if necessary. Short landings occur when the aircraft does not make it to the runway, while long landings occur when the
aircraft lands too far down the runway, thus preventing the ability to slow the aircraft appropriately before the runway
ends. A wide landing occurs when the aircraft misses the runway to the side. An excessive sink rate occurs when the
aircraft descends at too quick of a rate, causing the aircraft to land with excessive force. As one of ordinary skill in the
art would appreciate, the deviation of the aircraft (according to the hybrid signal) may also provide guidance to the pilot
or an autopilot regarding how to direct the aircraft back into alignment with the proper landing approach.
[0031] In another embodiment of the invention, a landing system may again be configured to integrate a signal from
a WAAS with a signal from an ILS to create a hybrid signal as discussed above. In addition, the landing system may
monitor or cross-monitor the signals from the WAAS and the ILS by determining the difference between the lateral
signals and vertical signals for the WAAS and the ILS. For example, the landing system may monitor the difference
between the lateral signals and the difference between the vertical signals for the WAAS and ILS to determine if the
differences exceed any predetermined thresholds. It is contemplated that the thresholds for the allowed difference
between the horizontal or lateral signals may be different than the allowed thresholds for the difference between the
vertical signals.
[0032] So long as the difference between the WAAS and ILS signals does not exceed a threshold, the landing system
may display the deviation (according to the hybrid signal) of the aircraft from the approach path to the pilot, and provide
guidance (according to the hybrid signal) to the pilot or autopilot to direct the aircraft back into a proper alignment with
the runway for landing. Should the difference between the WAAS and ILS signals exceed a threshold, the landing system
may be configured to alert the pilot. If the system determines that either the ILS or WAAS signal has failed, then the
system may determine whether the pilot can continue under the remaining valid system. For example, if the system
determines that the ILS signal has failed, the aircraft may continue its landing approach using the WAAS system alone.
It is also contemplated that if only the difference between the lateral signals (or the difference between the vertical
signals) exceeds its predetermined threshold, then the landing system may alert the pilot.
[0033] In another embodiment of the invention, a low visibility landing system may be employed that uses one landing
system as a primary system, while monitoring the primary system with another landing system to verify the integrity of
the primary system. For example, the landing system may comprise a WAAS for generating a primary signal for deviation
and guidance data. The landing system may then use an ILS to monitor or cross-monitor the primary signal. The primary
signal and primary landing system could then be used in a conventional system using a single landing system. Alterna-
tively, the ILS may be used as the primary signal and the WAAS may be used to monitor the ILS.
[0034] To monitor the primary signal, the landing system may utilize, for example, the ILS signal. As discussed above,
the system may monitor whether the difference between the ILS signal and the WAAS signal (for both horizontal and
vertical deviations) exceeds any predetermined thresholds. Although the primary signal used in this embodiment of the
invention may involve an existing landing system, such as WAAS, the monitoring or cross-monitoring may provide
additional redundancies to the primary signal such that the aircraft may descend further during the landing approach
without visual contact with the runway. Such an arrangement may allow the aircraft to perform a CAT II or similar landing
using equipment (the WAAS or the ILS) that typically would typically only be able to perform a CAT I landing.
[0035] Figure 1 illustrates a low visibility landing system 100 and various aircraft avionics that could implement em-
bodiments of the present invention. As would be apparent to those of skill in the art, other arrangements of components
and combinations of different components could be used to implement embodiments of the invention without deviating
from the scope of the present invention.
[0036] As shown in Figure 1, the landing system 100 may include a flight computer 110, an Advanced Flight Control
System (AFCS) 120, a Flight Management System (FMS) 130, an Enhanced Ground Proximity Warning System (EG-
PWS) 140, an Inertial Reference Unit (IRU) 150, an Instrument Landing System (ILS) 160, a Wide Area Augmentation
System (WAAS) 170, and a display unit 190. The FMS 130 may be configured to provide to the flight computer 110 data
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regarding a landing approach plan, while the EGPWS 140 may provide the flight computer 110 with a geometric altitude,
where the geometric altitude represents a three-dimensional model of terrain. Other devices 180 may optionally (as
denoted by the dashed line) provide additional navigational signals to the flight computer 110, such as proprietary
navigation data and proprietary systems. In addition, the devices 180 may include other non-proprietary landing systems,
such as, for example, an VHF omni-directional range (VOR) equipment; a nondirectional beacon (NDB) system; a radio
altimeter; and a microwave landing system (MLS). Display unit 190 may display information regarding any failures of
the navigational devices and/or the status of the aircraft.
[0037] Combiner/Comparator 115 located within flight computer 110 may receive signals from different systems, such
as the IRU 150, the ILS 160, and the WAAS 170, for example. The signals from the IRU 150, the ILS 160 and the WAAS
170 may represent a signal fed into the combiner/comparator 115. One of ordinary skill in the art would appreciate that
the ILS or WAAS signal may be the result of multiple signals from multiple ILS or WAAS systems combined into a single
ILS or WAAS signal. In addition, it would be understood in the art that it is possible that both an ILS signal and a WAAS
signal may be generated by a single navigational instrument capable of housing both an ILS and a WAAS, such as, for
example, a Garmin 430W manufactured in Wichita, Kansas.
[0038] Referring to those embodiments of the invention discussed above that use a hybrid signal, the combiner/com-
parator 115 may be configured to produce a hybrid signal from two separate landing systems, such as, for example, the
ILS 160 and the WAAS 170. The combiner/comparator 115 may also cross-monitor the signals from the WAAS 170 and
the ILS 160 to determine if the difference exceeds a certain threshold. If so, the combiner/comparator 1 15 and the flight
computer 110 may output a signal that will alert the pilot to the difference between the signals.
[0039] Also, referring to at least one embodiment of the invention, the combiner/comparator 115 may be used to
determine the difference between two signals from two separate landing systems, such as, for example, the signal from
the ILS 160 and the signal from the WAAS 170. The combiner/comparator 115 may use the signal generated by the
WAAS 170 as a primary signal and use the signal from ILS 160 to monitor the integrity of the WAAS signal. If the
difference between the signal from the ILS 160 and the signal from the WAAS 170 exceeds a certain threshold, the
combiner/comparator 115 outputs a signal that will later be used to instruct the pilot to abort the landing. As previously
stated, the threshold may be derived from FAA publications detailing allowable deviations from the ILS or WAAS landing
approach plans.
[0040] The flight computer 110 receives the hybrid signal (or the primary signal as discussed above with reference to
some embodiments of the invention) from the combiner/comparator 115. In some cases, the FMS 130 may be configured
to provide LPV approaches to the flight computer 110 and the WAAS system 170. The flight computer 110 provides the
deviation to a deviation display 191 within the display unit 190 to indicate to the pilot how far the aircraft deviates from
the landing approach plan. The flight computer 110 and the AFCS 120 collaborate in order to provide proper instructions
to the pilot in order to direct the aircraft back along the landing approach plan. One of ordinary skill in the art would
appreciate that the AFCS 120, the FMS 130, and the EGPWS 140 may be disposed within the flight computer 110 or
within other avionics shown in Figure 1 or on in an aircraft.
[0041] In accordance with at least one embodiment of the invention, if the flight computer 110 and/or the combin-
er/comparator 115 determine that the signals received from the various navigational systems indicate potential failure
of one or more systems, then the system could be configured to automatically alert the pilot. For example, the flight
computer 110 could send a signal to an annunciator 193 within the display unit 190 to notify a pilot of such a failure. In
at least one embodiment of the present invention, a WAAS signal, and an ILS signal, the annunciator 193 within the
display unit 190 may have three announcements on an annunciator board installed in the view of the crew: a hybrid fail
announcement, an ILS fail announcement, and a WAAS fail announcement. The hybrid fail announcement may be
displayed to the pilot if the hybrid signal indicates that deviation of the aircraft in excess of a predetermined threshold.
The ILS fail announcement may be displayed to the pilot if the ILS signal indicates that the aircraft has deviated from
the landing approach plan by a predetermined threshold, or if the flight computer 110 determines that the ILS signal
deviates from the WAAS signal by a predetermined threshold. Similarly, the WAAS fail announcement may be displayed
to the pilot if the WAAS signal indicates that the aircraft has deviated from the landing approach plan by a predetermined
threshold, or if the flight computer 1 10 determines that the WAAS signal deviates from the ILS signal by a predetermined
threshold.
[0042] The display unit 190 may also receive information from various systems to provide additional information to
the pilot. For example, the IRU 150 may optionally provide (as illustrated by a dashed line) a measure of the rate of
descent or ascent in terms of feet per minute, with a flight plan module (FPM) 195 the display unit 190 displaying that
information to the pilot. Also, the EGPWS 140 may generate information for a runway placement display 197 to the pilot
regarding the position of the aircraft with respect to the runway, such that the pilot may be able to make the appropriate
adjustments to ensure that the aircraft is in proper alignment with the runway. In addition, the AFCS 120 may provide
to the display unit 190 information sufficient to serve as a flight display 199, such as, for example, attitude of the aircraft,
speed, altitude and other flight characteristics known to those of skill in the art.
[0043] The boxes shown in Figure 1 are representative of software and/or hardware modules capable of implementation
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in a variety of configurations. For example, flight computer 110 and the combiner/comparator 1 15 may comprise a
software module or software modules that run in a display unit 190. Alternatively, the flight computer 110 and the
combiner/comparator 115 may also comprise a hardware module or hardware modules.
[0044] Figure 2 illustrates an approach of an aircraft along glide path 200 utilizing the system in accordance with at
least one embodiment of the invention. Segment 210 of the glide path 200 represents the part of the path where the
aircraft would start generating a hybrid signal. At point 215 of the glide path, approximately 1000 feet above the runway,
the advanced flight control system (AFCS) 120 in Figure 1 may be configured to use the hybrid signal to provide the
pilot or the autopilot the necessary guidance to correct the deviation of the aircraft and align the aircraft with the landing
approach plan.
[0045] At point 225 of the glide path, approximately 500 feet above the runway, the flight computer 110 may begin
receiving a signal from a radio altimeter shown as the other proprietary navigational signal 180 in Figure 1, which provides
another possible confirmation of position of the aircraft relative to the runway. As understood by those of skill in the art,
the radio altimeter may utilize X-band weather radar technology and the aircraft may begin to receive the radio altimeter
signal before the aircraft descends below decision heights for Category I approaches.
[0046] During segment 230 of the glide path, the hybrid signal may provide guidance for the approach. It is during this
segment of the glide path that a pilot may make visual contact with the runway for a CAT I or II landing. At point 235 of
the glide path, approximately 100 feet above the runway, the EVS may provide a confirmation signal regarding the
alignment of the flight path with the runway. In addition, use of the EVS may result in enhanced runway light detection,
enhanced situational awareness, and visibility during the flare and rollout portions of the flight. During segment 240 of
the glide path, the pilot may use the inertial readings from the inertial reference unit (IRU) 150 and radio signals 180
from the radio altimeter to manually continue with the landing approach. At point 245 of the glide path, approximately
50 feet above the runway, the pilot may visually make a decision with respect to landing or aborting the landing. During
segment 250 of the glide path, the pilot manually performs rollout of the aircraft.
[0047] It is also contemplated that systems in accordance with embodiments of the invention may also operate as a
rollout performance monitor. For example, a landing system in accordance with embodiments of the invention may
provide a distance of remaining runway and distance to exit data to the pilot to aid in preventing the aircraft from going
past the runway or missing any turns when the aircraft is taxing to a gate.
[0048] Figure 3 illustrates an appropriate flight plan of a GPS-based area navigation for a LPV-based landing into
Savannah/Hilton Head International Airport, while Figure 4 illustrates an appropriate flight plan of an ILS device for a
landing into the same airport. Without the information provided by at least one embodiment of the invention, pilot may
have to either memorize the flight plan or have a flight plan handbook. The flight plan for the LPV approach shows that
the decision altitude is 340 feet above the runway. In other words, a plane with a WAAS can descend to 340 feet before
making a decision to land or initiate a go-around based on whether the pilot makes visual contact with the runway. The
flight plan for the ILS device shows that the decision altitude is 241 feet above the runway. Similarly, this means that a
plane with an ILS device can descend to 241 feet before making a decision to land or initiate a go around.
[0049] Figure 5 illustrates an image 500 generated on the display unit 190 to show the deviation (according to the
hybrid signal in some embodiments of the invention and according to the primary signal in some embodiments of the
invention) of the aircraft from the appropriate flight landing onto runway 510 with an approach lead line 515. A diamond-
shaped indicator 520 may represent a current aim direction of the aircraft, while a circular indicator 525 of the flight
director may represent an appropriate landing direction according to the predetermined flight plan. Ideally, when landing
a plane, the diamond-shaped indicator 520 should directly line up with the circular indicator 525. Synthetic visual approach
slope indicator (VASI) 530 may simulate the lights on the side of the runway to provide descent guidance information.
The synthetic VASI 530 allows simulation of the red-green-white light systems that commercial pilots normally see on
descent to indicate whether the landing slope is too steep or too shallow.
[0050] Go-around indicators 540 show a direction that an aircraft may take if the system initiates a go-around. When
the system initiates a go-around, the system may require that the pilot take the path as shown by the go-around indicators
540. The go-around indicators may be configured to give the pilot advance notice of what to do in the future. The low
visibility system may also include a crab director, which allows for alignment with the runway in order to straighten out
the plane if the pilot cannot see the runway. A first crab director indicator 550 and a second crab director indicator 555
may assist in landing the plane in zero visibility or when it is difficult to see the runway. First crab director indicator 550
is shown to be out to the right; this will indicate to the pilot to yaw right. A decrab director 560 may be shown both below
a skid indicator 570 and on a flight path marker 580.
[0051] With regards to at least one embodiment of the invention, it is contemplated that one of ordinary skill in the art
could employ a landing system including an ILS and a WAAS system as discussed above. The landing system would
be an ILS Monitored LPV Approach System (IMLAS), where the ILS is used to monitor the operation of the WAAS. It
would be apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art that a WAAS could be used to monitor an ILS instead. Referring
back to Figure 1, the WAAS 170 may generate a WAAS signal representative of the deviation of the aircraft from an
LPV approach. The WAAS signal could be provided to flight computer 110 and combiner/comparator 115 as a primary
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signal. An ILS signal from ILS 160 would then be used to monitor the operation of the WAAS in the combiner/comparator
115. Regardless of the embodiments used, if the deviation of either the ILS or the WAAS signals from the landing
approach plan exceeds a threshold, the pilot may be alerted and the landing may be aborted.
[0052] Figure 6 illustrates a graph 600 showing how a WAAS signal may appear to a pilot when the deviation of the
aircraft from an LPV approach is displayed. Along the numbered axis 610 is a plot of a vertical position of the LPV
approach relative to a vertical course guidance needle 630, which represents a current vertical position of the aircraft.
To align the aircraft with the LPV approach, the pilot would fly the aircraft down slightly until the numbered axis would
scroll up, aligning the number 0 with the guidance needle 630. Along the numbered axis 620 is a plot of a lateral position
of the LPV approach relative to a lateral course guidance needle 640, which represents a current lateral position of the
aircraft. As would be understood by those of skill in the art, a situation where both the vertical course guidance needle
630 and the lateral course guidance needle 640 are at zero indicates that the aircraft is flying along the landing approach
plan.
[0053] As shown in Figure 6, the vertical course guidance needle 630 indicates that the vertical deviation of the aircraft
is approximately equal to +0.4, while the lateral course guidance needle 640 indicates that the lateral deviation of the
aircraft is approximately equal to 0. Because the vertical course guidance needle 630 is at +0.4, the aircraft is currently
higher than the recommended altitude of the landing approach plan, so the pilot will lower the altitude of the aircraft to
align it with the approach plan. Because the lateral course guidance needle 640 is at 0, the pilot will not have to make
any lateral adjustments to the aircraft because the aircraft is currently aligned to the runway.
[0054] Similarly, Figure 7 illustrates a graph 700 showing how an ILS signal may appear to a pilot when the deviation
of the aircraft from an ILS approach is displayed. Along the numbered axis 710 is a plot of the glideslope position of the
ILS approach relative to a glideslope course guidance needle 730, which represents a current vertical position of the
aircraft. To align the aircraft with the ILS approach, the pilot would fly the aircraft down slightly until the numbered axis
would scroll up, aligning the number 0 with the guidance needle 730. Along the numbered axis 720 is a plot of a localizer
position of the ILS approach relative to a localizer course guidance needle 740, which represents a current lateral position
of the aircraft. As would be understood by those of skill in the art, when both the vertical course guidance needle 630
and the lateral course guidance needle 640 are at zero, the aircraft is flying along the landing approach plan.
[0055] As shown in Figure 7, the glideslope guidance needle 730 indicates that the deviation from the glideslope is
approximately equal to +0.2, while the localizer guidance needle 740 indicates that the localizer deviation is approximately
equal to -0.2. Because the vertical course guidance needle 730 is at +0.2, the aircraft is currently higher than the
recommended altitude of the landing approach plan, so the pilot will lower the altitude of the aircraft to align the aircraft
with the glideslope. Because the localizer guidance needle 740 is at -0.2, the ILS signal indicates that the aircraft is
currently to the left of the approach path and the pilot will turn the aircraft to the right to properly align the aircraft with
the runway.
[0056] As discussed above, differences between the WAAS signal and the ILS signal may be used to monitor the
integrity of a hybrid signal or a primary signal, in accordance with embodiments of the invention. Figure 8 illustrates a
graph showing the difference between the lateral component of the WAAS signal (shown in Figure 6) and a localizer
component of the ILS signal (shown in Figure 7). In Figure 8, the Y-axis 810 represents the difference and the X-axis
820 represents time. Figure 8 illustrates how a predetermined threshold 830 can be set, for example, at 1.0. The difference
840 between the lateral component of the WAAS signal and the localizer component of the ILS signal is plotted in Figure
8. As illustrated in Figure 8, the difference 840 is less than the predetermined threshold 830. Should the difference 840
exceed the predetermined threshold 830, an alert may be sent to the pilot to abort the landing. The predetermined
threshold 830 may be adjusted as a function of the location of the aircraft along the approach path. For example, the
threshold 830 may be reduced as the aircraft descends along the approach path, allowing less difference between the
ILS and WAAS signals as the aircraft descends and gets close to the runway.
[0057] Similarly, Figure 9 illustrates a graph showing the difference between the vertical component of the WAAS
signal (shown in Figure 6) and a glideslope component of the ILS signal (shown in Figure 7). The Y-axis 910 represents
the difference and the X-axis 920 represents time. A predetermined threshold 930 is set and plotted as horizontal line
at a value of 1.0. The difference 940 between the vertical component of the WAAS signal and the guideslope component
of the ILS signal is plotted in Figure 9. As illustrated in Figure 9, the difference 940 is less than the predetermined
threshold 930, indicating that an alert will not be sent to the pilot. However, should the difference 940 exceed the
predetermined threshold 930 for longer than a predetermined time, an alert may be sent to the pilot to abort the landing.
The predetermined threshold 930 may be adjusted as a function of the location of the aircraft along the approach path.
For example, the threshold 930 may be reduced as the aircraft descends along the approach path, allowing less difference
between the ILS and WAAS signals as the aircraft descends and gets close to the runway.
[0058] Figure 10 illustrates a flow diagram showing how an IMLAS, as discussed above, may monitor the WAAS and
ILS signals and provide alerts in accordance with one embodiment of the invention. For example, an IMLAS may alert
a pilot if the difference between the WAAS and ILS signal (including the vertical or horizontal components) exceeds a
predetermined threshold. As shown in Figure 10, the IMLAS starts in an armed state 1010. The armed state 1010
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represents a ready state of the IMLAS, where the WAAS signal is monitored by the ILS signal. In the armed state 1010,
the ILS 160 and the WAAS 170 (shown in Figure 1) are generating ILS and WAAS signals for the IMLAS. As an example,
the armed state would represent the typical state of the IMLAS when an aircraft is descending for a landing, as shown
in sections 210 and 220 of the glidepath 200 illustrated in Figure 2.
[0059] As an example of how the IMLAS operates during a landing approach, the IMLAS may proceed from the armed
state 1010 to a proceed state 1020 as shown in step 1, which instructs the pilot to continue with the landing approach
if the following conditions are met: (1) the aircraft is on the landing approach plan, for example, glidepath 200 as shown
in Figure 2; and (2) the comparator/combiner 1 15 and/or the flight computer 1 10 determine differences between the
lateral and vertical components of the ILS and WAAS signals are less than a predetermined threshold. Figures 8 and 9
both illustrate a situation where IMLAS would enter into a proceed state 1020 because the horizontal deviation plot 840
and the vertical deviation plot 940 both are under the thresholds 830 and 930. In addition, Figure 6 shows that the aircraft
is on the landing approach plan because the primary signal (WAAS signal) indicates that the aircraft does not substantially
deviate from the landing approach plan by having values close to zero.
[0060] Once in proceed state 1020, the IMLAS may annunciate to the pilots that they may continue with the approach,
such as proceeding along sections 230 and 240 of glidepath 200 as shown in Figure 2. The IMLAS may revert from the
proceed state 1020 to the armed state 1010 along step 2 if the pilot aborts the landing or resets the IMLAS into the
armed state 1010.
[0061] The IMLAS may proceed from the proceed state 1020 to a miscompare state 1030 along step 3 if the compa-
rator/combiner 1 15 and/or the flight computer 1 10 of Figure 1 determines that the differences between the horizontal
and vertical components of the ILS and/or WAAS signals exceed the predetermined threshold. In the miscompare state
1030, the IMLAS may reject either the ILS signal or the WAAS signal and may alert the pilots to abort the approach.
The IMLAS then transitions to the armed state 1010 along step 4 if the aircraft is no longer on approach or the IMLAS
has been manually reset. This could happen when the pilots abort a landing to reattempt a successful landing.
[0062] From the proceed state 1020, the IMLAS will transition to a fault state 1040 along step 5 if either the ILS or
WAAS signal becomes invalid due to malfunction, error, or other systemic failure of the ILS or the WAAS. The fault state
1040 may also occur when the ILS or WAAS signal indicates deviation from the landing approach plan by a predetermined
threshold, resulting in a rejection of the ILS signal or the WAAS signal. Once in the Fault state 1040, the IMLAS transitions
back to the armed state 1010 along step 6 if the aircraft is no longer on approach or the IMLAS has been manually reset.
[0063] It should be understood that the navigational systems, displays, control systems, control functions, and aircraft
systems contemplated under the present invention should not be construed as limited to those examples shown in the
Figures. Given the description above, one of ordinary skill in the art would be able to implement embodiments of the
invention using other displays, control systems, control functions, and aircraft systems. In addition, the low visibility
landing system may also provide guidance to the pilot in take-off operations by providing alignment to the centerline of
the runway in very low visibility and also by providing visualization of decision points based upon the amount of runway
remaining.
[0064] The foregoing descriptions of specific embodiments of the present invention are presented for purposes of
illustration and description. They are not intended to be exhaustive or to limit the invention to the precise forms disclosed.
Many modifications and variations are possible in view of the above teachings. For example, more than two navigational
systems may be employed to generate a hybrid signal. While the embodiments were chosen and described in order to
best explain the principles of the invention and its practical applications, thereby enabling others skilled in the art to best
utilize the invention, various embodiments with various modifications as are suited to the particular use are also possible.
The scope of the invention is to be defined only by the claims appended hereto, and by their equivalents.

Claims

1. A landing system (100) for an aircraft comprising:

a first navigational device (160, 170) configured to generate a first navigational signal representative of a deviation
of an aircraft from a first predetermined landing approach plan;
a second navigational device (160, 170) configured to generate a second navigational signal representative of
a deviation of the aircraft from a second predetermined landing approach plan, the second predetermined
landing approach plan being different from the first predetermined landing approach plan; the system being
characterized in that it comprises
a flight computer (110) configured to combine the first navigational signal and the second navigational signal
to produce a hybrid signal, the flight computer (110) being configured to provide guidance for the aircraft based
on the hybrid signal.
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2. The landing system (100) of claim 1, wherein the flight computer (110) is further configured to determine a failure
of the first navigational signal if the deviation of the first navigational signal from the first landing approach plan
exceeds a second predetermined threshold; and the flight computer is further configured to determine a failure of
the second navigational signal if the deviation of the second navigational signal from the second landing approach
plan exceeds a third predetermined threshold;
wherein the flight computer (110) is configured to instruct the pilot to abort a landing approach if the flight computer
(110) determines at least one of: the failure of the first navigational signal or the failure of the second navigational
signal.

3. The landing system (100) of claim 1, wherein the first navigational device comprises at least one of: an Instrument
Landing System (ILS) (160) or a Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS) (170); and
the second navigational device comprises at least one of: an ILS (160) or a WAAS (170), the second navigational
device being different from the first navigational device.

4. The landing system (100) of claim 1, wherein the flight computer is configured to alert a pilot to abort a landing
approach if the hybrid signal exceeds a first predetermined threshold.

5. The landing system (100) of claim 1, wherein the flight computer (110) is configured to determine a difference (840,
940) between the first navigational signal and the second navigational signal, the flight computer being configured
to instruct the pilot to abort the landing if the difference (840, 940) exceeds a predetermined threshold (830, 930).

6. The landing system (100) of claim 1, wherein the first navigational device and the second navigational device are
housed within a single navigational instrument.

7. A method for landing an aircraft, comprising:

generating a first navigational signal from a first navigational device representative (160 170) of a deviation of
an aircraft from a first predetermined landing approach plan;
generating a second navigational signal from a second navigational device (160, 170) representative of a
deviation of the aircraft from a second predetermined landing approach plan;
combining the first navigational signal and the second navigational signal to produce a hybrid signal; and
providing guidance for the aircraft based on the hybrid signal.

8. The method of claim 7, further comprising:
advising the pilot to abort a landing approach if the deviation of the hybrid signal exceeds a first predetermined
threshold.

9. The method of claim 7, wherein the first navigational device comprises at least one of: an Instrument Landing System
(ILS) (160) or a Wide Area Augmentation System (WAAS) (170); and
the second navigational device comprises at least one of: an ILS (160) or a WAAS (170), the second navigational
device being different from the first navigational device.

10. The method of claim 7, further comprising:

rejecting the first navigational signal if the deviation represented by the first navigational signal exceeds a second
predetermined threshold, and
rejecting the second navigational signal if the deviation represented by the second navigational signal exceeds
a third predetermined threshold.

Patentansprüche

1. Landesystem (100) für ein Luftfahrzeug, aufweisend:

ein erstes Navigationsgerät (160, 170), das dazu ausgebildet ist, ein erstes Navigationssignal, das repräsentativ
für eine Abweichung eines Luftfahrzeugs von einem ersten vorbestimmten Landeanflugplan ist, zu erzeugen;
ein zweites Navigationsgerät (160, 170), das dazu ausgebildet ist, ein zweites Navigationssignal, das reprä-
sentativ für eine Abweichung des Luftfahrzeugs von einem zweiten vorbestimmten Landeanflugplan ist, zu
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erzeugen, wobei sich der zweite vorbestimmte Landeanflugplan von dem ersten vorbestimmten Landeanflug-
plan unterscheidet; wobei das System dadurch gekennzeichnet ist, dass es aufweist:
einen Flugcomputer (110), der dazu ausgebildet ist, das erste Navigationssignal und das zweite Navigations-
signal zur Erzeugung eines Hybridsignals zu kombinieren, wobei der Flugcomputer (110) dazu ausgebildet ist,
eine Lenkung für das Luftfahrzeug basierend auf dem Hybridsignal zur Verfügung zu stellen.

2. Landesystem (100) nach Anspruch 1, bei welchem der Flugcomputer weiterhin dazu ausgebildet ist, eine Funkti-
onsstörung des ersten Navigationssignals zu bestimmen, falls die Abweichung des ersten Navigationssignals von
dem ersten Landeanflugplan eine zweite vorbestimmte Schwelle überschreitet; und der Flugcomputer weiterhin
dazu ausgebildet ist, eine Funktionsstörung des zweiten Navigationssignals zu bestimmen, falls die Abweichung
des zweiten Navigationssignals von dem zweiten Landeanflugplan eine dritte vorbestimmte Schwelle überschreitet;
wobei der Flugcomputer dazu ausgebildet ist, den Piloten anzuweisen, einen Landeanflug abzubrechen, falls der
Flugcomputer die Funktionsstörung des ersten Navigationssignals und/oder die Funktionsstörung des zweiten Na-
vigationssignals bestimmt.

3. Landesystem (100) nach Anspruch 1, bei welchem das erste Navigationsgerät ein Instrumentenlandesystem (ILS)
(160) und/oder ein Weitbereichs-Augmented-System (WAAS) (170) aufweist; und
das zweite Navigationsgerät ein ILS (160) und/oder ein WAAS (170) aufweist, und sich das zweite Navigationsgerät
von dem ersten Navigationsgerät unterscheidet.

4. Landesystem (100) nach Anspruch 1, bei welchem der Flugcomputer dazu ausgebildet ist, einen Piloten zu alar-
mieren, um einen Landeanflug abzubrechen, falls das Hybridsignal eine erste vorbestimmte Schwelle überschreitet.

5. Landesystem (100) nach Anspruch 1, bei welchem der Flugcomputer (100) dazu ausgebildet ist, eine Differenz
(840, 940) zwischen dem ersten Navigationssignal und dem zweiten Navigationssignal zu bestimmen, und der
Flugcomputer dazu ausgebildet ist, den Piloten anzuweisen, den Landeanflug abzubrechen, falls die Differenz (840,
940) eine vorbestimmte Schwelle (830, 930) überschreitet.

6. Landesystem (100) nach Anspruch 1, bei welchem das erste Navigationsgerät und das zweite Navigationsgerät in
einem einzigen Navigationsinstrument untergebracht sind.

7. Verfahren zum Landen eines Luftfahrzeugs, aufweisend:

Erzeugung, von einem ersten Navigationsgerät (160, 170), eines ersten Navigationssignals, welches repräsen-
tativ für eine Abweichung eines Luftfahrzeugs von einem ersten vorbestimmten Landeanflugplan ist;
Erzeugung, von einem zweiten Navigationsgerät (160, 170), eines zweiten Navigationssignals, welches reprä-
sentativ für eine Abweichung des Luftfahrzeugs von einem zweiten vorbestimmten Landeanflugplan ist;
Kombinieren des ersten Navigationssignals und des zweiten Navigationssignals zur Erzeugung eines Hybrid-
signals; und
Bereitstellung von Lenkung für das Luftfahrzeug basierend auf dem Hybridsignal.

8. Verfahren nach Anspruch 7, weiterhin aufweisend:
dem Piloten empfehlen, einen Landeanflug abzubrechen, falls die Abweichung des Hybridsignals eine erste vorbe-
stimmte Schwelle überschreitet.

9. Verfahren nach Anspruch 7, bei welchem das erste Navigationsgerät ein Instrumentenlandesystem (ILS) (160)
und/oder ein Weitbereichs-Augmented-System (WAAS) (170) aufweist; und
das zweite Navigationsgerät ein ILS (160) und/oder ein WAAS (170) aufweist, und sich das zweite Navigationsgerät
von dem ersten Navigationsgerät unterscheidet.

10. Verfahren nach Anspruch 7, weiterhin aufweisend:

Verwerfen des ersten Navigationssignals, falls die Abweichung, die durch das erste Navigationssignal reprä-
sentiert wird, eine zweite vorbestimmte Schwelle überschreitet, und
Verwerfen des zweiten Navigationssignals, falls die Abweichung, die durch das zweite Navigationssignal re-
präsentiert wird, eine dritte vorbestimmte Schwelle überschreitet.
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Revendications

1. Système d’atterrissage (100) pour aéronef, comprenant :

un premier dispositif de navigation (160, 170) conçu pour générer un premier signal de navigation représentatif
d’une déviation d’un aéronef d’un premier plan d’approche d’atterrissage prédéterminé ;
un second dispositif de navigation (160, 170) conçu pour générer un second signal de navigation représentatif
d’une déviation de l’aéronef d’un second plan d’approche d’atterrissage prédéterminé, le second plan d’approche
d’atterrissage prédéterminé étant différent du premier plan d’approche d’atterrissage prédéterminé ; le système
étant caractérisé en ce qu’il comprend
un ordinateur de vol (110) conçu pour combiner le premier signal de navigation et le second signal de navigation
pour produire un signal hybride, l’ordinateur de vol (110) étant conçu pour assurer le guidage de l’aéronef à
partir du signal hybride.

2. Système d’atterrissage (100) selon la revendication 1, dans lequel l’ordinateur de vol (110) est en outre conçu pour
déterminer une défaillance du premier signal de navigation si la déviation du premier signal de navigation du premier
plan d’approche d’atterrissage excède un deuxième seuil prédéterminé ; et l’ordinateur de vol est en outre conçu
pour déterminer une défaillance du second signal de navigation si la déviation du second signal de navigation du
second plan d’approche d’atterrissage excède un troisième seuil prédéterminé ;
dans lequel l’ordinateur de vol (110) est conçu pour enjoindre au pilote de mettre fin à une approche d’atterrissage
si l’ordinateur de vol (110) détermine : soit la défaillance du premier signal de navigation, soit la défaillance du
second signal de navigation.

3. Système d’atterrissage (100) selon la revendication 1, dans lequel le premier dispositif de navigation comprend au
moins : soit un système d’atterrissage aux instruments (ILS), soit un système d’augmentation de zone large (160)
(WAAS) (170) ; et
le second système de navigation comprend au moins : soit un ILS (160), soit un WAAS (170), le second dispositif
de navigation étant différent du premier dispositif de navigation.

4. Système d’atterrissage (100) selon la revendication 1, dans lequel l’ordinateur de vol est conçu pour alerter un pilote
pour qu’il mette fin à une approche d’atterrissage si le signal excède un premier seuil prédéterminé.

5. Système d’atterrissage (100) selon la revendication 1, dans lequel l’ordinateur de vol (110) est conçu pour déterminer
une différence (840, 940) entre le premier signal de navigation et le second signal de navigation, l’ordinateur de vol
étant conçu pour enjoindre au pilote de mettre fin à l’atterrissage si la différence (840, 940) excède un seuil prédé-
terminé (830, 930).

6. Système d’atterrissage (100) selon la revendication 1, dans lequel le premier dispositif de navigation et le second
dispositif de navigation sont logés dans un seul instrument de navigation.

7. Procédé d’atterrissage d’un aéronef, comprenant :

la génération d’un premier signal de navigation à partir d’un premier dispositif de navigation représentatif
(160,170) d’une déviation d’un aéronef d’un premier plan d’approche d’atterrissage prédéterminé ;
la génération d’un second signal de navigation à partir d’un second dispositif de navigation (160, 170) repré-
sentatif d’une déviation de l’aéronef d’un second plan d’approche d’atterrissage prédéterminé ;
la combinaison du premier signal de navigation et du second signal de navigation pour produire un signal
hybride ; et
le fait d’assurer un guidage de l’aéronef à partir du signal hybride.

8. Procédé selon la revendication 7, comprenant en outre :
la demande faite au pilote de mettre fin à une approche d’atterrissage si la déviation du signal hybride excède un
premier seuil prédéterminé.

9. Procédé selon la revendication 7, dans lequel le premier dispositif de navigation comprend au moins : soit un système
d’atterrissage aux instruments (160), soit un système d’augmentation de zone large WAAS (170), le second dispositif
de navigation étant différent du premier dispositif de navigation.
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10. Procédé selon la revendication 7, comprenant en outre :

le rejet du premier signal de navigation si la déviation représentée par le premier signal de navigation excède
un deuxième seuil prédéterminé, et
le rejet du second signal de navigation si la déviation représentée par le second signal de navigation excède
un troisième seuil prédéterminé.
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