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Subgroup 4 (track-testing)
















	1. Identify best practices/procedures that currently exist regarding track-testing. 

Identify technical resources/tools that still need to be developed (or what externally developed resources should be referenced in the NATM). 

What are supporting components of the methodology (e.g., dictionary of terms, scenarios from SG1)?  
	By March 2021

	
	2. In consultation with SG1, identify the scenario elements of an ODD that can be reliably reproduced in a test procedure (e.g., different roadway layouts; interactions with a variety of different types of road users and objects exhibiting static or dynamic behaviours; and, environmental conditions, among many others factors), including how they are measured.

	After March 2021

	
	3. Determine the various levels of abstraction of scenarios required for track test scenarios.

	After March 2021

	
	4. Outline/describe the various methods/procedures for track testing that could be used to assess an ADS’ safety requirements.

	After March 2021

	
	5. Identify the information/data produced using track testing that can provide a clear, objective assessment of the ADS performance
	After March 2021

	
	6. Identify how track testing could be used to validate specific functional safety requirements established by FRAV. Which functional requirements can be partially assessed by track testing (e.g., system safety, operational design domain, object and event detection and response (OEDR), human factors)?

	After March 2021

	
	7. Identify how track testing could be used to validate the results of specific virtual tests.	Comment by Frank Muetze: We propose that this will be covered by the subgroup on simulation/virtual testing.





	















	Subgroup 4 (real-world testing)
	1. Identify best practices/procedures that currently exist regarding real-world testing? 

Identify technical resources/tools that still need to be developed (or what externally developed resources should be referenced in the NATM). 

What are supporting components of the methodology (e.g., dictionary of terms, scenarios from SG1)?  

	By March 2021

	
	2. In consultation with SG1, identify the scenario elements of an ODD that can be reliably reproduced in a real-world test procedure (e.g., different roadway layouts; interactions with a variety of different types of road users and objects exhibiting static or dynamic behaviours; and, environmental conditions among many others factors), including how they are measured?

	After March 2021

	
	3. Determine the various levels of abstraction of scenarios for real-world test scenarios.

	After March 2021

	
	4. Outline/describe the various methods/procedures for real-world testing that could be used to assess an ADS’ safety requirements.

	After March 2021

	
	5. Identify the information/data produced using real-world testing that can provide a clear, objective assessment of the ADS performance.

	After March 2021

	
	6. Identify how real-world testing could be used to assess specific functional safety requirements established by FRAV. Which functional requirements can be partially assessed by real-world testing (e.g., system safety, operational design domain, object and event detection and response (OEDR), human factors)?

	After March 2021

	
	7. Identify how real-world testing could be used to validate the results of specific virtual and track tests.	Comment by Frank Muetze: We propose that this will be covered by the subgroup on simulation/virtual testing.	Comment by Frank Muetze: Comment by Japan:

It would be unrealistic to use the real-world testing for validating the result of virtual or track testing due to low repeatability. Validation on specific function assessed on track could be possible, but it seems unrealistic to validate the results of virtual tests.

	



