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A study on Product Assurance for development of Ka
band Communication Payload System of COMS

Cheol-Oh Jeong* - Seung-Pal Lee**

ABSTRACT

[t 1is anticipated that quality assurance for the Ka band Communication Payload
System(COPS)  development program of the Communication, Ocean & Meteorological
Satellite(COMS) may be a core technical factor to be concerned in order to avoid any
failure, and to assure its performance during the mission lifetime in space. Those can be
managed and verified and assessed by performing the Quality Assurance (QA) and risk
management which helps to prevent and reduce the critical fails.

This paper introduces the Product Assurance (PA) system and procedures for Ka band
Communication Payload System which was established and performed during the Qualification
Model (QM) manufacturing phase. In this paper, we present detailed process for the products
manufactured by local companies according to PA procedures operated through whole phases
from design to test of equipment. Also this paper shows Quality Assurance (QA) procedures
and detailed their processes for assured the product quality manufactured by local

companies.
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