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Abstract

Carrier helicopters need a series of support active, the efficiency of the actives influence the effect
of the takeoff and landing of helicopters. As a man-machine coupling operation, human factor influ-
ences the efficiency directly. The paper researches the human factor in the process of carrier heli-
copter deck support, puts forward how to keep the efficiency on high performance state.
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Table 1. Main process of ship surface operations
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Table 2. Test time results of participant A
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Figure 1. Curve of operation time test results
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Figure 2. Memory legacy curve
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Table 3. Human resistance at different wind speeds
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Figure 3. Schematic diagram of the force exerted on personnel working on deck under the influence of ship motion in level 4
sea conditions
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Figure 4. The interrelationship between changes in body function and work ability during fatigue

B 4. HHERHARNINEES TERDTHEAEEKER

<\ [/]

SNHERLE0, BRI AR ] 6 froR: NFEE R AR RER m, R
TAEBE T FEAIC . RIS 2 ARG A, AR FIRES AN 18 SUTARHFFEE T IE, U5 K 6 ik 3

iR Rl
\ ] /
12 14 16 18 20 22 24 2 4 6 8 10 12
Figure 5. Labor productivity variation curve during a day and night period
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