[bookmark: _Hlk95995305]UNECE GRSP Informal Working Group 
on Deployable Pedestrian Protection Systems 
(IWG-DPPS) 
Official Minutes of the 15th meeting, 9-10 of February 2022, 
1. Chair welcomed all participants.
2. Agenda was reviewed and approved.
3. Minutes of the 14th meeting were reviewed and approved.
4. UN/WP.29/GRSP News : Chair
Chair reported to Dec GRSP22 about ph1 and ph2 DPPS draft text, where in ph1 the HIT determination would be done by numerical simulation, with provisions in the preamble of equivalency of other physical or simulation tool from Japan and space holder of a generic method from USA. GRSP requested the IWG-DPPS to present a draft for May22 GRSP.  The idea is to send an official working document for 11th of February with some […] and use the time (next IWG meeting in April) until May GRSP to solve some of the issues and add an informal document replacing some brackets.
Phase 2 DPPS would deal with the remaining discussions on the alternative HIT determination methods. 
5. Follow-up discussion on open topics and drafting. 
i. Drafting
The IWG focused on reviewing the draft technical requirements, in order to send a working document to UN-GRSP.
Subgroup meetings dealing with following topics will be scheduled:
 
· Deployed position : on 24th of Feb, 10am-11h30 (CET)
 
· US - OICA detection area : 
 
· Simulation subgroup: to continue their meetings!
Yanaoka-san will check the documents in the small group. (Annex 3)

· Drafting group: review the preamble: March -tbd
 
· Action: Please double check the working document (IWG-DPPS-15-04) and prepare comments: All
 
ii. Flow-chart: 
Oliver Zander proposed a flow-chart reflecting the different CP options and steps for decision of the DPPS certification.
Mary Versailles (NHTSA) mentioned that a note could be added in front of the flowchart, to clarify that the chart outlines the decision process when a CP allows options other than the default option of the dynamic test (done in the working doc).
· Action: add a right column with all references of the text: ID/OZ/MV, May GRSP (informal doc).
 
iii. Detection Area
The detection area definition width as proposed by O. Zander – with the OICA specific geometric condition - was agreed by Japan, and a common preamble was drafted and included in the main Preamble Proposal.
Chair asked CPs their opinion:
· agreement: J, K, G, NL, UK, Fr, 
· Spain: no objection for IDIADA, need to officially confirm with Spain
· USA: keep […] until April, & ID to prior organize a technical Teams meeting with OICA
"3.12.1.	"Bumper test area for DPPS detection (BTA-detection)" means either the front vehicle fascia between the left and right corner of bumper as defined in paragraph 3.16., minus the areas covered by the distance of 42 mm inboard of each corner of bumper, as measured horizontally and perpendicular to the longitudinal median plane of the vehicle, [or between the outermost ends of the bumper beam as defined in paragraph 3.10. (see Figure 5D), minus the areas covered by the distance of 42 mm inboard of each end of the bumper beam, as measured horizontally and perpendicular to the longitudinal median plane of the vehicle, whichever area is wider]."
3.20.		"Detection area" is the area designated to detect a pedestrian in order to initiate the activation of the deployable system. The width of the detection area shall be the relevant vehicle width, minus a distance from each side of max of 12,5 per cent of the relevant vehicle width, but not more than 250mm. The detection area must not be smaller than the bumper test area (BTA) as defined in paragraph 3.12.1. [The detection area must not be smaller than the area between the corners of bumper - 42mm.]

O. Zander mentions that the BTA for detection definition is a specific one, not deleting the BTA for leg testing. This will be discussed on 6th April 2022 (IWG-DPPS-16).
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iv. HIT determination (IWG-DPPS-15-03 _human_body_model_qualification)
A. Besch presented the draft proposal (to be included in Annex 2). He explained the principle of the HBM qualification procedure, limited to the purpose of pedestrian Head Impact Time (HIT) and Wrap Around Distance (WAD) calculation, but not suited for injury assessment in regulation. The qualification is made in 2 steps: 
· HBM vs. GV simulation: A computer simulation provides evidence that the specific Human Body Model simulation is comparable with reference simulations and shows consistent results for HIT and WAD calculations. The reference simulations are based on validated models.
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						Generic Vehicle Model

· HIT-Determination simulation: A computer simulation calculates the HIT over WAD in the “real” DPPS vehicle model.

· Action: “flow-chart” of Annex 2, based on OZ’s one (with a column referencing the § no): A Besch

6. Next meeting: 5-6 April 22, TEAMS 11h-14h(CET)
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