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based on Specific Operations Risk Assessment

A study on the deriving safety requirement for unmanned
aircraft vehicle for public missions through risk analysis
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[728 1] UAV Operational Cetegorization
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Step #1 CONOPS Description

Step #2 Detarmination of the UAS.
instrinsic Ground Risk Class(GRC]

Step #3 Final GRC determination

Step #4 Determination of the initial
Air Risk Class

Step #5(Optional) Application of
Strategic Mitigations to Determine
final ARC

Step #6 TMPR and Robustness.
Levels

Step #7 SAIL determination

Step #8 Identification of Operational
Safety Objectives(050)

Step #5 Adjacent area / airspace
considerations

p #10 Comprehensive Safety

Portfolio Are mitigations and
objectives required by the SORA
met with a sufficient level of
confidence?

Other process
(e.q.Category C) or
new application with
a modified CONOPS

UAS operation
approval(with
associated
limitations)

[729 2] Specific Operations Risk Assessment(SORA) Process
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