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Analysis and Research Progress of Paired Approach Mode
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Abstract: Paired approach (PA) mode is an efficient approach mode that operates on closely spaced parallel run-
ways (CSPRs) and aims to improve the approach efficiency under instrument meteorological conditions (IMC).
The complete process of this mode is rarely elaborated in China. The operational process and definite running re-
quirements of the PA procedure on CSPRs are analyzed. Combined with the present domestic CSPRs operation
of the airport and PA model research and application status, the urgency of the proposed PA model introduced
into China and the research direction in the future are pointed out.
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of PAF
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Fig. 4 Flow diagram of PA procedure
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