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CIP MPIG 2023-07
Harmonization of AHM Terminology in MSG-3 Volume 1

> Issue

* The industry is using different aircraft health-related terminology that may lead to
confusion over the level of responsibility for managing the end-to-end process of
aircraft health assessment.

» Recommendation

* To support harmonization and avoid conflicting terminology, health-related wording,
abbreviations, and definitions used in the MSG-3 document should be selected and
agreed upon by the IMRBPB.

* This CIP proposes that Integrated Aircraft Health Management (IAHM) be the
terminology selected and used in the MSG-3 document going forward.
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CIP MPIG 2023-07
Harmonization of AHM Terminology in MSG-3 Volume 1

» Implementation

* Replace 84 instances of AHM with IAHM in MSG-3 Volume 1
* Add the following introductory paragraph under Section 2:

2. Chapter 2-1-2. IAHM Introduction

Integrated aircraft health management (IAHM) is an end-to-end concept that encompasses aircraft systems, data transfer, and data
analysis/implementation, often involving ground equipment. IAHM uses data generated by specific aircraft systems to determine
condition, incipient faults, reduced resistance to failure, or degradation of function for the purpose of timely scheduling of
maintenance actions. IAHM typically includes Sensing, Acquisition, Transfer, Analysis, and Action(s) taken: "SATAA").

IAHM in aircraft maintenance has been commonly known by many terms, including:
. Aircraft Health Monitoring (AHM)

Aircraft Condition Monitoring Systems (ACMS)

To avoid conflicting terminology and increase harmonization, the industry has adopted IAHM as the preferred terminology in the
MSG-3 document going forward when referring to the certified for credit, end-to-end health management capability.
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CIP MPIG 2024-01
AHM Application Harmonization in MSG-3 Volume 1

> Issue

 When AHM was introduced in the Level 3 analysis, the industry could not agree on
the appropriate terminology to use when referring to AHM alternatives to classic tasks.
This CIP proposes the wording in the MSG-3 Level 1 document be revised to “IAHM

application.”

» Recommendation
* To support harmonization and avoid conflicting terminology, this CIP proposes that

that a clarification paragraph be added to Section 3 and used in the MSG-3 document
going forward.

, .' Airlines for America’ —

*W

&

. g ), @
A | - A
| | | B |
L |\



CIP MPIG 2024-01
AHM Application Harmonization in MSG-3 Volume 1

» Implementation

3. Chapter 2-3-9. IAHM Candidate Analysis (Third level)
1. General

This section allows for the analysis of candidates proposed for the application of IAHM and provides
a method for determining the dedicated IAHM applications that can be used as full or partial
alternative to classic tasks.

The IAHM Candidate category consists of the Failure Causes for which IAHM capability exists and
for which a Classic task was selected following the Level 2 analysis (see definition). All TAHM
candidates are processed through the logic diagram of Level 3 analysis. There are three steps
associated with the logic diagram. Each step begins with an opening question intended to assess the
applicability to the IAHM candidate.
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