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[Abstract]

RAPCON non only controls landing/take-off procedures but also approaching air traffics within 60-70 NM range of air force
base. This paper, first of all, tries to research the failure rate per operation hours, mean time between failure (MTBF) of
RAPCON according to six blocks such as interrogator, receiver, power unit, display unit, data process unit and antenna. In
addition, this paper estimates the maintenance cost over next 10 months based on 50 monthly maintenance cost data. Considering
the maintenance cost data from RAPCON which has been used over designed service life span, it is no doubt the forecasted data
proved the monthly cost would go up incrementally during the rest of economic life of the facility. Such research result is also

proven to be the same with the result of bathtub curve data during operating life.
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