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Summary of Change (25 words or less) 

Certain language implied that the test authority could devise and apply wholly new test protocols as part 

of confirmatory testing, which is contrary to the understanding we have had all along. 

    

Reason for Change (Justification) 

The technical service can't just dream up new test protocols.  The whole purpose of approving the test 

environment and the scope and coverage of testing in the safety case is to make sure that the 

manufacturer's testing processes and protocols and coverage are credible and acceptable. If every 

technical service is free to concoct new test scenarios there is no uniformity in analysis of the ADS 

across jurisdictions and the manufacturer has no notice of the test criteria. 

Several provisions of the regulation reinforce the idea that the assessment of the test environment has 

the purpose of ensuring that the manufacturer’s testing protocols are sufficient for determining 

compliance: 

6.2.2.2. [The assessor may request to witness the execution of some of the track tests performed by the 

manufacturer to confirm compliance with the provisions under paragraph 5.2.2. and sub-paragraphs.] 

6.2.2.2. [The assessor may request to witness the execution of some of the track tests performed by the 

manufacturer to confirm compliance with the provisions under paragraph 5.2.2. and sub-paragraphs.] 

6.3.2.2.2. The assessment shall verify that the manufacturer’s approach and processes to identify 

and generate scenarios is appropriate. In particular, the resulting scenarios shall: 

(a) Cover the appropriate nominal, critical and failure situations, 

6.3.2.2.3. The assessment shall verify that the set of [scenarios and situations] resulting from the 

manufacturer’s scenario generation and identification process is suitable for demonstrating the ADS 

safety case.  

 

6.3.2.3.2.1. The assessment shall verify that the manufacturer has suitable processes, resources and 

competent personnel to assess the behavioural competencies demonstrated by the ADS for each 

[scenario and situation], against the performance requirements of the DDT. 

    



 

Location  6.3.3.1 and 6.3.3.1.4 

    

Original text 

6.3.3.1 Confirmatory testing shall use one or more testing methods and pre-defined and repeatable test 

protocols to confirm that the evidence provided by the manufacturer accurately represents the ADS 

performance. The test protocols shall cover a range of driving conditions representative of the ODD. 

 

6.3.3.1.4.  The assessment’s confirmatory testing strategy may identify a test case that is within the ODD 

but not easily compared to an existing result provided by the manufacture. This case should still be 

considered and the results compared with the manufacturer’s expected behaviour. The expected 

behaviour should be determined in discussion with the manufacturer. 

 

    

Revised text 

 

6.3.3.1. Confirmatory testing shall use one or more testing methods and pre-defined and repeatable test 

protocols used by the manufacturer to confirm that the evidence provided by the manufacturer 

accurately represents the ADS performance. The test protocols shall cover a range of driving conditions 

representative of the ODD. 

6.3.3.1.4. The assessment’s confirmatory testing may identify a test result that is not consistent with an 

existing result provided by the manufacturer. The explanation for inconsistent results should 

be determined in discussion with the manufacturer. 


