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Document Reference ADS-14-28 Date 8 October 2025 

    

Agenda item    

  

Proposed by (affiliation only—no personal information)  

UK  

    

Summary of Change (25 words or less) 

In in Helsinki it was agreed to separate the terms scenario and situation. These changes were introduced 

in ADS12-03 and this document finalizes that process 

    

Reason for Change (Justification) 

The current document has square brackets around many of the uses of scenario/situation. A group of 

experts discussed the usage of these terms developing the following proposal. Due to the number of 

changes made the “original text” section is omitted. 

 

2.34.     “(Driving) situation” means the conditions surrounding a vehicle (including other road users). 

2.35.     “Traffic scenario” means a representation of a sequence of driving situations that can occur 

during a given trip. 

 

UNR numbering used, changes should also be reflected in the GTR 

 

DDT requirements  6.1.2, 6.1.3 and 6.1.4 

These requirements apply in the real world rather than just in testing so “Situation” is the correct term. 

The terms used in the definition are Nominal Situations, Critical Situations etc so “traffic” can be 

deleted. We generally talk about performance of the DDT “in” scenarios and situations not “under” 

 

Real world testing 7.2.3.1 

This refers to real world drives so “situation” is correct 

 

Safety Case 7.3.2.16 (a), 7.3.2.17, 7.3.2.18 

Approach to check is to replace the word “scenario” with “test” and see if the sentence makes sense. 

Given this approach (7.3.2.17a) is conveying the right message. For (7.3.2.17b) – the term to use is 

“situations”  

Scenarios are generated to provided coverage of situations. Situations are foreseen. 

7.3.2.18 We are reproducing “situations” with “scenarios” 

Real world is “situations” 
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7.3.2.19 Both Scenarios and Situations are selected to provide coverage of the ODD so both are 

appropriate 

 

Assessment of the Safety Case 8.3.2.2.3 

a) Scenario generation process implies scenario but you can identify a situation, evidence may include 

real world situations to support the safety case so both is appropriate 

b) Same logic as 7.3.2.17, situations are what is foreseeable 

 

    

  

    

Revised text (scenarios/situations highlighted in yellow for clarity) 

6.1.2.    ADS Performance of the DDT in Nominal Traffic [Situations] 

6.1.3.    ADS Performance of the DDT in under Critical Traffic Scenarios Situations    

6.1.4.    ADS Performance of the DDT in Failure [Situations] 

 

7.2.3.1.              The manufacturer shall demonstrate that the real-world testing facilities (public roads), 

environment and capabilities are suitable to conduct testing and gather evidence to support the safety 

case. In particular the manufacturer shall demonstrate that: 

(a)          The selected test routes hold a sufficient probability for the ADS to encounter [situations] that 

involve a large number of other road users, unlikely road infrastructure, or abnormal 

geographic/environmental conditions, and 

 

 

7.3.2.16.            The safety concept shall describe the scenarios identification and generation approach 

and how that approach addresses the following: 

(a)          Coverage of the appropriate nominal, critical and failure [situations], 

 

7.3.2.17.            The safety concept shall describe the manufacturer’s scenarios selection approach to 

cover the reasonably foreseeable situations and conditions that the ADS will encounter including how 

the following aspects are covered: 

(a)          The selection of sufficient scenarios in which the ADS needs to initiate a fall-back response 

(e.g. approaching the ODD limits), 

(b)          Reasonably foreseeable [scenarios/situations] that are not deemed to be preventable by the 

ADS (e.g. related to unsafe behaviour by other road users or by infrastructural failures), and 

 

7.3.2.18.            The safety case shall describe how the manufacturer has determined the suitability of 

processes, resources and competent personnel in place to: 

(a)          Design and undertake the testing that produces the evidence supporting the ADS safety case, 

(b)          To select and combine static and dynamic elements of a test track for correctly reproducing the 

conditions of the situations scenarios selected to for track testing,  

 

(c)          To identify test routes that capture predictable aspects of the ODD (e.g., road types and 

geometries), elements found in the related nominal [situations] (e.g., other road users, signs, and 

signals), and typical dynamic conditions (e.g., high/low traffic densities). The test routes shall also 

enable verification of nominal requirements for the safety of user interactions, including prior to, at the 

time of, and after entering and exiting the ODD of an ADS feature, 
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7.3.2.19.            The safety concept shall include the following information: 

(a)          Verification and validation plans including metrics and targets: 

(i)           An explanation how [scenarios and situations] are selected as part of verification and validation 

to provide reasonable coverage of the ODD and its boundaries, -  

(ii)          Methodology, metrics and targets used to determine reasonable ODD coverage, 

(iii)         Any analysis comparing the performance of an ADS feature to that of a manually driven 

vehicle of comparable category (e.g. category M1 or category 1-1) in situations within the ODD of the 

feature and, 

 

8.3.2.2.3.           The approval authority or its designated technical service 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. This includes covering reasonably foreseeable 

situations and conditions that the ADS will encounter during its real-world operations. In particular the 

approval authority or its designated technical service shall verify that the set of [scenarios and situations] 

selected as evidence to support the ADS safety case includes:  

(a)          Scenarios in which the ADS needs to initiate a fall-back response (e.g., approaching the ODD 

limits), and 

(b)          Reasonably foreseeable [scenarios and situations] that are not deemed to be preventable by the 

ADS (e.g., related to unsafe behaviour by other road users or by infrastructural failures).  

 

 

 


