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Objectives

UC2.1 focuses on validating AD behavior
by optimizing the workflow from scenario
creation (Query & Concretise), execution T
(Execute), evaluation (Test Evaluation), to Figure 4. Exemplary Cut-In scenario in three different test environments

ensure robust collision avoidance against The evaluation of the tests was based on
challenges like cut-ins and VRUs. metrics and pass/fail criteria defined in UN

SAF blocks demonstrated Regulation No. 157.
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Figure 1. Overview of Use Case 2.1
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Figure 5. Exemplary test data from proving ground testing (cut-in scenario)

Test case setups
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Key take aways

« The SUNRISE SAF provided

meaningful guidance on CCAM safety
validation.

e — - Black-box testing of an SAE level L3

smavande ey [ P ] production vehicle shows the SAF's

tion « Controls Dummy (e.g. leg

s / e scalability and versatility from the
DGNSS perspective of an authority or

’ @ consumer testing entity.
« The test setups for simulation, proving
ground and public road ensured
validation In various test environments

INn robust and repeatable conditions.
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Figure 3. Test case setups for simulation, proving ground and public road

This use case involves multiple partners References

and includes simulation, proving ground, « SUNRISE Deliverable D3.3
and public road testing. Demonstration «SUNRISE Deliverable D4.6
scenarios reflect highway traffic jams and .« SUNRISE Deliverable D7.2
follow UN Regulation No. 157. « UN Regulation No. 157
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For more information, please contact:
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