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A proposal for the Definitions of Automated Driving under WP.29 and the General Principles for developing a UN Regulation

O The following table reflects the general principles for automated driving systems as WP.29. These principles will be treated as guidelines for developing a new regulation related

to automated driving systems at WP.29.

* The control systems that intervening in case of emergency (AEB, ESC, Deadman, etc.) are not included in these definitions of automated driving.
* The control functions that avoid dangers caused by unpredictable traffic conditions \(goods/luggage dropping, frozen road, etc.) or other drivers’ illegal driving behaviors are not

considered in this table.

O The regulation on automated driving needs to have new specific performance requirements and verification tests under various conditions depending on each level.
O In discussing system requirements, it is desirable to organize them by level as well as by road way type (1: limited space; 2: motorway; 3: urban road).
O The following table shows the distinguish way of level of automated driving under WP.29 at this present considering the results of discussions so far and the assumed use cases.

This table should be reconsidered appropriately in accordance with each concept of automated driving system to be placed on the market in the future.
O To identify the organizations that requested the modification in color: OICA in Red, EU in Blue, MLIT in Green
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System for ACSF, EDR, etc.)
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0

(Necessary if the information communication in connected vehicles, etc. affects the vehicle control)

Summary of the current conditions and the issues to be discussed (specific use cases)
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the amendment of
Conventions by
WP.1 taken into
account

To be discussed with the amendment
of Conventions by WP.1 taken into
account

a4 2 b [AL28]: B1 including ACC.

Otherwise Level 1.

a4 bk [AL29]: B2 and E could be
seen as level % depending on the
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