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Longitudinal Control
Scenario Distance

Stationary > sensor
range

Moving > sensor
range

Braking closest
setting

Cut-in closest
setting

Cut-out closest
setting

Test Speed

vuT Target

50-130 km/h 0 km/h
80-130 km/h 20, 60 km/h

50, 80, 50, 80,
[130] km/h [130] km/h
50,130 km/h 10, 80 km/h
70, 100 km/h 50, 80 km/h
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Lateral Control Distance Test Speed

Scenario VUT Target

Steering capabilities

(highway radius) 90-130 km/h -

Lane change (ELK) closest 72km/h 72 km/h
setting 80 km/h 72 km/h

Override effort

Speed Control Test Conditions

Speed Limit Detection Weather Time, Distance, Arrows,
Vehicle Category, Implicit Speed
Limits, Dynamic Speed Limits,
[Advisory Speed Limits]

Speed Control Test Speed Limit Detection Test

Traffic Sign Lane closure, Warning signs, Traffic
Recognition lights etc.
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« Field Operational Tests Longitudinal scenarios

Turning scenarios
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A wholistic approach is needed for the definition
of validation scenarios for ADAS and AD

e Special emphasis is needed for safety critical
scenarios (accidentology)

* PROSPECT has compiled a relevant database of
scenarios for VRUs
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These projects are co-founded by the European Union's Horizon 2020 Research and Innovation
Programme under the following Grant Agreements: No. 634149, No. 635895 and No. 635975
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1ANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR KIND ATTENTIO
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