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Abstract

This research aim (1) to analyzes cause of aircraft accident and (2) to measure the efficiency of
aircraft accident forecasting. Using non-probability sampling with purposive sampling method from
Airbus commercial aircraft type A320-A321 which had an accident during landing and has completed
investigate due to the factors such as time, weather condition, number of runways, and HFACS from
year 2013-2023, total 67 datasets. All set were divided to train data to 54 datasets and testing data
to 13 datasets. Data were analyzed by frequency, percentage, Naive Bayes. Result found, (1) cause

of aircraft accident are physical limitation and human error etc. (2) The efficiency of aircraft accident

forecasting equal to 0.69.

Keywords: forecasting, aircraft, accident, human factors, naive bayes
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et Auzfiduannsadanseitoifinntan
PeyauITenunsnensalgUivelugnainnssy
nMsdulazdmlAsados :nunAILAZITIAIN T
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Mathur et al. (2017); Kaji et al. (2019); Mehta et al.
(2021); Caetano (2022); Silagyi and Liu (2023) wu1n
nawgnsafornasugtRmguiuieuldniaiious
Y9A3099n3 (machine learning) Hupdesiioly
nsWeNnsal Kl NsanaeslaldaRng (ogistics regression)
FUNBITANNADSUUTITU (support vector machine)
U1du (random forest) Lﬁlauﬁ’]uiﬂéjﬁ?j@ (K nearest
neighbors) 1udwWiug (Naive Bayes) wazlasivny
Uszamiiey (artificial neural network) @115y
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918909t UU AU 84 Silagyi and Liu (2023)
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n1s0u m‘m‘umsaLﬂiwmuuwumummﬂLmumam
glaTa (Swiss Cheese) U89 A@R51315¢) James Reason
nelulsagszauves HFACS munw 1 lneiin1suus
u 4 $u ananatuuy el (Skybrary, 2024)

1. mansvhitlivaensie (unsafe act) uiti A
AU TR wiseeniduaesUszunn fe Jeianain
(erron) fivanavslgesan 3 M wagn1saziila (violation)
fvuanggesdn 2 i1

2. Houludoswudmsumsnssiniilsiaonse
(preconditions for unsafe acts) wuseoniduanu
Usziam fe Jadesnudaindenseusfufoiny
(environmental factors) fivanaviges 2 63 Uady
AUanIMYaeRU IR (condition of operators)

fvangdes 3 i uazdadesuyama (personal
factors) &

3. MANYEDY 2 9

4. msiuguaiilaiaensit (unsafe supervision)
wuseanduduseian fe miﬁﬂﬁ'U@JLLaﬁlmﬁmwa
(inadequate supervision) 319uNLNA LIl
Wz @ (plan inappropriate operation) la@us
uAlataymla (fail to correct known problem) way
nMsagilansAnugua (supervisory violation)

5. 97BNaT009ANT (organizational influences)
wiseonBuanulssiny fie Msdansnswens (resource
management) UT381A1AU8489ANS (organizational
climate) wag nTzUIUNITATEUIIU (operational

process)

ORGANIZATIONAL INFLUENCES

Resource Organizational Organizational
Management Climate Process
UNSAFE SUPERVISIONS
I 1 1 1 .
Inadequate Planned Failed to Supervisory
Supervision  Inappropriate Correct Violations
Operations Problem

PRECONDITION FOR UNSAFE ACTS

Environmental Condition of Personnel
Factors Operators Factors
l_l_l I 1 I_I_I
Physical Technological Adverse  Adverse  physical/ Crew Personal
Environment Environment Mental State Physiological  pental Resource Readiness

State Limitations Management

UNSAFE ACTS
Errors Violations
r : l'_lﬁ
Decision Skill-Based Perceptual Routine  Exceptional
Errors Errors Errors

AN 1 Human Factors Analysis and Classification System
Note. From Human factors analysis and classification system by Skybrary, 2024, retrieved from

https://skybrary.aero/articles/numan-factors-analysis-and-classification-system-hfacs
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Tumpulunsly HFACS weusuilutladeanive
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YoInstingURmnaIn1savile ¢adl (Kinanti, 2024)
1. 87U AT warTEyTeUaURme

2. S¥YaMAYRINTSIANY IR Fs18n13
»31980U (checklist)
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3. yInsaundadennaliingifime

st HPACS Ieignunlldfiaseitiadeluanivg
nsiingURmaluraeiu Wy anannssumilodus
PAAMINTTUNINBATI NTIIUTNITANE T WU AU
NNSYUAMIIUN FTUNITVUANNTIN FAIUNITVUEMN
IMA FIUNTYUANIN WagAILNITUINITALAM
1Hudu (alali et al,, 2023) %@ﬂmsé’iﬁalﬁaﬂ%’lﬁmmﬂ
dunsiesgitadeluanngnisiiagthmslunae
sunasidunsiinssimanivniiazidoadazvinli

1%

nstestudulddrededy

Wwdnug

wvllug (Naive Bayes) WunisiSeuduuud
Heou (supervised machine learning) flgsupution
Falddmfuruduunuszian wasidudiuniees
Fane3suyarussivgsunuunieilddmivaing
lomlml q (Generative Al) l¥ognamarnmansuuy
SaluiAlneflaidesiimywiidnuntae ngufunveaud
(Bayes’ theorem) EJ%U'IEJﬂTﬂ@J‘IJ’ﬁ]%Lﬂ‘LJ‘UENL‘Iﬁ@!ﬂ'ﬁﬂj
Tagenduanuinounininfuieulsiioafieades

fumansaltu au (1) (Ray, 2024)
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Tneh

'
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a | @ Ay Aa aa
P(clx) Ao pnunhazlufidoyaniuonn3dog
[ a
WU x 9gdAand ¢
P(x|c) Aim Anuuazidudaduainuiiagdy

YDIFIVUYNTAUAARE

NIANTIVINTUATINE DA W Te
atuinermansuazinalulad

U 18 atuf 3 Uszduiou Auenegu-suau 2567

P(c) An Auu1azlunauntiivesnand

P(x) fim anutnaziduneuntinves

%

AU

wirudanunsathluussendldlunmsmensal
gUALMANI90INTA WU $11T98V89 Caetano (2022);
Kajic et al. (2019); Zhang and Mahadevan (2021);
Zhao et al. (2022) AUN1TNEINTUNANITHITUARN
WU 918999 Jongmuanwai and Poommarin
(2022) AMUAISUNNE WU 91UIT8UR4 Jirapanthong

and Banluesapy (2022) 1Judu

Tofuardedninvenudiiug Ted fe “euas
aslumsinevesadeyavageu vihaulddng
denFouifisuiulinanisGouiveseiosdu 1 wu
nsanaeeladainuiouruiinsindula uagdeanis
TaUANITHNTUBENTY WALLEANAURILUUNLIANY
WINNIWILUIHALEY diudednin Ae MnANUIRY
Huduguivieiimadouifduuosunn 4 avdana

Iifudwuslunuiany (Vadapalli, 2023)

A159USLANS A NVBINITWEINTAl

WsnNgLsAINEUaL (confusion matrix) Ao
AT NVOINAANT NITNEINTAINaTHaa NS Yo gYn

N159MUNUTLLAN A1UNTN 2 (Satangmongkol, 2023)

NN 2 “Actual” Av A4 “Forecasting”
Ao Awensal “TP” de arfismennsalsndu Yes
wazA193eiiiu Yes “FN” fia anfismensaiindu
No uir1a3ady Yes “FP” Ao arflismeinsaisn
Ju Yes usidasadu No “TN” fie anfiismennsel
3y No uaza1a3sfidu No Taedid “TP” “FN”
“PFP” waz “TN” aziduAiarudannisiSeudiou
NAN9SaZATINEINTal TIDAIINUNS AT

AMuduauaINIainluasainsinyuszansnineng o

v
v

(Simplilearn, 2024) laesil




1. Accuracy Aiz My InUsEAVENIMANLYNADS
lagsiuvedling lngr1agagsening 0 09 1 uagea

WAlNA 1 kanIIINITInUSEENS A NUUE A (2)

TP+TN

—_— (2)
TP+TN+FP+FN

Accuracy -

2. Precision A8 NM53AUsEaNSAmANNaILNTa

(3)

Precision T
" (TP+FP)

3. Recall fia M3TnUsEANEAMANNEILNTD
YasuuuaedlunsnensaliuIn neAazegsenin

0 59 1 wardawlng 1 wanainn1sInuseansniniy

Y8IkUUTIR03lUNITTIUUNAIUINBE9QNAB LngA TP
A S va S Recall-———— (4)
8g5Ening 0 i 1 wazdadnlng 1 wansiinisin (TP+FN)
Uszansnmiuded (3)
Forecasting
Yes No
Actual
Yes TP FN
No FP TN
AN 2 Confusion matrix
NIDULUIAANITIVY
NM5IATIZIRAZINUN NANSNEINTA]
Uaduuyud (faudiau) (Fuusnna)
- Day a1 P(Clx)Prob_No2 P(C|X)Prob_Yes
- Month wa wensaiinazlifingURve
- Operator ¥

- Organization influenced
- Unsafe supervision
- Precondition of unsafe act

- Unsafe act

AN 3 NTOULUIAANITINY

v
a1 P(C|X) Prob_No < P(CIX)Prob_Yes

Wi WeNIAlINAngURMe
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a a

AugIdeiutoyaniegi (secondary data)

Y 9 Y

91M1AgUURMAIINgINTRYaRaUsHINANIATIER
a1Lm9N15ARe N AU URIMAFIENITIATIEYLAY
Fuuntladouywd (Gnquszasddedt 1) lumsiiudeya
A IT8LA TIN5 UAIDE 1MV ULANIZLI1¥ 9N
$1u 67 ga nduianuuadu 2 90 A gatinaou
(train data) 913U 54 %0 Aniuesay 80 uavyanAFay
(test data) 97U 13 9 Anlusesay 20 (Maayan,
2023) anduigail naeuunasanisnensal
oA ugdRvaiiafaUsEansamnnsneinsal

lneiiguiuyanaaey (Inguszasaden 2)

UsvINIUasngunegng

NuITFelldnsgudiegrauuuliende
AuUnazLdu (nonprobability sample) #1833
1RNIZIA123 (purposive sampling) e nansali

Ya o 1

AauzgAduannsayauemzseiduiiuas saus
foyaidedniuderiaulald (Bisht, 2029) fhoensnuise
sunsnensaliifinsldnnsdusiedsuuulaionde
AuUazilu Mdlanzlanzas Wy NuiTeves

Schmidinger et al. (2024); Sonny et al. (2023) 1 {usu

TngsuidoBeafungudiedisaindeya
oIMAguEETTTsAag TRmatenisaaen
(landing) LiesaniladfgiAivANINg (International
Civil Aviation Organization, 2023) 31n8@1n1A81U

o

1dvduaiva (Arbus) Ju A320-A321 Lilesanidu

.

a 1

nyunilatadeeulaienislu (Statista, 2024) uay
Juifeuunfiaalulan (Amati, 2024) Foumnds 10 T
(A.7.2013-2023) Aifls1eun1saovaugURmeLasa

auysal

leduIunguieEnisvLn 67 ga 91y
Ywiadu 2 ga fie garnaew uiu 54 gn Andu
Sovaz 80 uazyavingeu 91U 13 ya Anludesay 20

NIANTIVINTUATINE DA W Te
atuinermansuazinalulad

U 18 atuf 3 Uszduiou Auenegu-suau 2567

i3asilafldlun1s3de
wdesilofldn1sidelutnguszasddad 1
AouziRelsranuuumsniuteyatulusunsumisn
d1mTunN1sAUIN (spreadsheet) waginguizasAte
71 2 Wlusunsuiideusonwresiamesiunis@eu

AUNTSNNYIVDY

nsNUITIUTINTOYA

wda1nflonuuunaaiadsudosudn
Ay Ideiiudeyayiegianivlediinsizi
91M1Ag UM NIIINAINYSEINAANSTRIITNT
TneawSudaus #.A.2013-2023 flonAgugu A320
Loy A321 MiAngUAlnmouataen uasdseeu

n1saeuaIngURmaLasauysal

a [

ananldlun1siesieidaya

wdsnniiunusudeyaaiseuiosudingld
anAnTTaIUN (descriptive statistics) Ingn153tATIEN
mmﬁlﬁuaﬁaaﬂa (frequency) A150uaz (percentage)
Tumsneuinguszasided 1 wazmsBouiuvuiifaou
(supervised machine learning) fAa8Ludiug (Naive
Bayes) lun1swennsal wagdmsunisinussansnn
Tunsnensalluingussasddadl 2 Melwndndums

AUFUAN (confusion matrix)

NAN133Y

NATeEeRiinanTIdoutaiu 2 iade fie
(1) MAATIERamaNIsAneINAEIUaURME waz
(2) MsinUsEansamn1sneInsaleIniae uaURme

1. MylnTgvianvnnaineInmeugURe

31NN 4 antunsingURmeaIna1eiu
41 a59 Andusaeaz 61.19 way LIANAIAUY 26 A

Andusevay 38.81




NN 5 IUIUNTNTRURMANINTIA

El q
I

fia 1 mia $1uau 26 ads Andutesas 38.81 uay
SrurumalaiislgtRmedesdn Ao 6 193 S1uau 1
afs Aovdufovas 1.49

A 6 anmeniFeulugianatiiia
gifmnfisluiniign Ao anmernmeilurasnand

a s

\ingURMAYsanImeIN1AUn® 911U 20 A A

q
I

Wusegay 29.85 way @nimennidg1ulugianan

a wa Aoy =i

Lﬂfﬂa‘UﬁlL‘VI(?]‘V]ZLI‘L!@Elﬂ/]?jﬂﬂﬂ?W@’]ﬂWﬂﬁﬁW’]q 91U 1

9 9

o
[N

A3e Andusesar 1.49

N0 7 BvidnavesiidmaliAngRingin
Mﬂﬁqmmmﬂﬁﬁﬁf&l “Operational process” 9712
20 a¥s Aanlufesar 29.85 wawtioeigaunainilad
“Organization climate” Andusesay 1.49

NN 8 miﬁﬂﬁuauaﬁhjﬂaamﬁaﬁdwa
TiAng Ufivn inunfignunandads “Inadequate
supervision” 314U 20 ﬂ%\‘l Anlusesay 29.85 vas
mqmsaﬁﬁmum waztioeiianinaintads “Supervisory
violation” Amtduiesay 0.00

NNIN 9'1uﬂajmaa “Condition of operators”

Uadenfidulviingufmauiniian A fu “Physical

40
35
30
25
20
15
10

(S,

Day

A 4 PuanudvesnatlunisiingUame

limitation” §1uau 17 A53 Anduieeaz 25.37 Jade
ﬁlﬂﬁéﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬂqﬁﬁm&! A9 P11 “Adverse physiological”
Andusewaz 0.00 wazmgnisaine 3 Lifldulviia

aURMe 31U 46 Ase AnLTusesay 68.66

9 9

NN 1011m7cjma\‘1 “Condition of operators”
tadeau “Environmental factors (Technology)”
fdnlviAngtimg 12 adt Anidufesay 17.91 veq
ngmmiﬁwm Uaduau “Personnel factors” il
dnliiAngRvg 20 ads Anfudosas 29.85 veq

WMAN1T0IVIanUn

9InAM 11 Awdvesnisnszyinilivasn e
danalviingUfme “Error” fdwliiAngUfve 12
n1 Andiuosay 52.24 suaams;mszﬂﬁu’wm “Violation”
fdnlhiAngihig 1 ads Andudesar 1.49 veq

NERRERINTHT

NN 12 ANURVBY “Incident (No)”

navnun 41 a%e andusesas 61.19 AUDVDY

1%
o

“Accident (Yes)” H91auun 26 ase Andusesay
38.81

26

Night
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25

26
21
20
15
10 ?
5 5
0 |

One Two Three Four Five Six

(S,

AN 5 F1UIUANNRVDITIUIUNIVBIIND N A UTLARQ AW

20

15

a

AN 6 INUIUANUNVIE@NINBINFASNUL LY IIANAURLYA

9 9

22 20
20

18
16
14 12
12

1
I

O N A~ OV

Resource management Organizational climate Operational process

AN 7 PuuAudvesdnsnavetesAnsidraliing Usmeg

, , NIANTIVINTUATINE DA W Te
U 18 atuf 3 Uszduiou Aueneu-suau 2567 < < B
i g atuinermansuazinalulad




20

20

15

10 -

> 2

0
0 L1
Inadequate Plan Failed to correct  Supervisory
supervision inappropriate problem violation
operation
A 8 F1uuANudveInIsidugualivasadefdanalviinguRime
50 46
40
30
20 17
10 a
0
0 .
Adverse mental Physical Adverse No occur
limitations physiological
A 9 uruudlunguues “Condition of operators” 1

20

15

12

10

5

0

Environmental factors Personnel factors

(Technology)

A 10 F1uruanudlunguves “Condition of operators” 2
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35

30

25

20

15

10

Error

1

Violation

A 11 audveansnsyinlilasadedamaliiingdhime

40
30
20

10

Incident (No)

AN 12 AudveInIshiiiawazingUiimeg

2. M3IAUsEANEAIMNISTNEINTAIRIN AL
gUAmA

91NA1519 1 “Prob_No” fie ArAuunaztdy
fazlsiiingRmeg “Prob Yes” A Avnrmsinazidy
faziAngURvg uay i1 “Prob No” fidmnnnimie
WU “Prob_Yes” usaaznensalin ldiingUame
WEIA “Prob No” diA1taanI1 “Prob_Yes” ualae

nensalIingURLve

o

U 18 atuf 3 Uszduiou Auenegu-suau 2567

NIANTIVINTUATINE DA W Te
atuinermansuazinalulad

26

Accident (Yes)

1NANN 2 “Actual” AB ANATIVBIYANAFDY
“Forecasting” fio fildanniswensalantyemngen
wazidlevmsiUIsuifisuiunudn awnsanensal
lagneasdnua 9 g (true) wasneINTARATINIY 4
 (false) Mntunmzdidelaldauntsd 2-4 Tunnsta
UseAvBnnnsngnsalennireugiiivg 21nm1519 3

wazuanananisInUseansnmlunisnensal mse 4




f1919 1

nsSeuLieguaT “Prob No” AuA7 “Prob Yes”

Number of test data Prob_No Prob_Yes Result (Forecasting)
1 0.000002691171285 0.000000000000000 No
2 0.000000696821136 0.000001853335900 Yes
3 0.000000509215446 0.000000029558786 No
a4 0.000005226158522 0.000000351010587 No
5 0.000000469090192 0.000000021450647 No
6 0.000001141344964 0.000000000000000 No
7 0.000000754393253 0.000000005419111 No
8 0.000000032260238 0.000000000000000 No
9 0.000000000000000 0.000000000000000 No
10 0.000000003283631 0.000000453613682 Yes
11 0.000002273283240 0.000000258639380 No
12 0.000000130653963 0.000000077222329 No
13 0.000000016936625 0.000000441013302 Yes
M99 2
MAUSgULgUA1939 “Actual” Auawensal “Forecasting”
Number of test data Actual Forecasting Accuracy
1 No No True
2 No Yes False
3 No No True
4 No No True
5 No No True
6 No No True
7 No No True
8 No No True
9 Yes No False
10 Yes Yes True
11 Yes No False
12 Yes No False
13 Yes Yes True

EAU HERITAGE JOURNAL

Science and Technology

Vol. 18 No. 3 September-December 2024



f1919 3

LUNSATUNAINAUTURINKAN TN IN TN IAE I URLYA

Actual Forecasting
Yes No
Yes 2 3
No 1 7
f1319 4
wansuansindszansninluniswernsal
Accuracy Precision Recall
0.69 0.67 0.40
dyunanaranusnena d0nndBIAUIUIIBYBY Niu and Krutkrongphan
9 v o, 4 - . - (2024) 1Yad8aU “Personal factors” finauinna
PNTwQUsTEIRTeN 1 1iNeUATIEREmANTAA

va o

HIvele ananssaun 1ae

u

[
o

9INALIURUALNAR AL

Y

AN5IATIZINAUDVDITOUA ANSBEAY WUI1 T8

u
'

AMURYRIBNTNATRIRIANTTdNAlTIAna URLMAL
= = T . ” g
wniga A Jade “Operational process” aanndas

v

fugilensduaiuasuaiueniaeugiimg Aty
TimhsnuiiiAsadossmuangunusivemuieiu
Tunsufoaculunistostugifimaiionsaziiniu
(International Civil Aviation Organization, 2016)
nsffuguaiilivasafefidenaliiAngUfivg 1Aa
Mﬂﬁqﬂmmﬂf]ﬂ%’a “Inadequate supervision” 3
donAdnifuauidores Hutman (2023) fidlng
Al

Sudunsglunisuifau lunguves “Condition

a wva

AuRnubideslFfuiuusiifiemaTainlild
of operators” {adeiifidwlvifAngifivnuinian
Ao AU “Physical limitation” @anAdasueIuITY
Y94 Lyssakov and Lyssakova (2019) wndade
fiAntuagiliiAngRumaldunnnit “Adverse
Mental” wag “Adverse Physiological” Uaduau
“Personal factors” fiduliingUfvg u1nndn

tadsanu “Environmental factors (Technology)”

o A

| U 18 atuf 3 Uszduiou Auenegu-suau 2567

NIANTIVINTUATINE DA W Te
atuinermansuazinalulad

“Environmental factors (Technology)” Tun1si3au
YuarUfuRaru nsnsesiiilivasads (Eiampan
et al,, 2022) dwalvilingUfme “Error” 11nnin
“Violation” #onAaadfiuauIqeyee Mathavara and
Ramachandran (2022) fianimmnsiAngtAmnsan
“Error” w1nni1 “Violation”

=

N

ninguszasdded 2 iileaUszansam
nMIneINIaloINAEU RN AR TelaldNsSeus
wuudigaeu meIsuaniug Tuniswensal mumsng
1 uaglamianuuaugn “Accuracy” AglUnNINGwmng
ANUdUaN eanulalviniu 0.69 (MSeUszunns 0.70)
MM 4 Befiodn Uszandanluniswennsalegly
\nausi Hendricks (2024) wagiilefinnsanannyadoya
7l 10 uaz 13 ([Ane1nsnidn aziingifivg wazidy
mswennsaliiigndes “True”) Tutade “Fail to correct
problem” wag “Violation” wui1 iAiamuiazidu
winifu “17 Viedlmnailsivis 2 Jadetanasldiensas
ylfanusatosiugiimgliliiAntuldiguiu on
feg1adu Jady “Fail to correct problem” ag
Tu “Unsafe supervision” fatuluimanistienaasld




“Organizational influences” #av9 “Operational
Process” lunszuiunismugualiainuslusiui
WertenasnludunadlnymnguiiRunnsesss

et andeunusiiluingUszasnden 2 0199z
Dunsvililenalunsiingifmeiuanasnsizada
nsiingURmatuliaunsoiilidugudliiiosann

w9 uazdade “Violation” aglu “Unsafe act”  wa1edady wu an1nenia n3eauUszuInees

setiuluvgnisalileaagdumanvg i luguoate  JujiRies uansliuseniineitewieaensiuedl
33ledHunare193¢ly “Organizational influences”  warilsuInTumingnsnNsingURivsanas naenau

Wte “Operational Process” Amuaunadineldl  dwalvglavarsndvunlduinisgrdnass (Granja

AUURYINNsuuUilen et al.,, 2024)
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