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This flimsy summarises the discussion within WG3 and in breakout discussions with respect to validation of the WG3 SARPs.


Definition of Validation Objectives.


The definition used by WG2, as modified below, is agreed:


“VO s are statements which express the analysis, tests and evaluations required in order to declare the SARPs validated.”


Nature of VOs - 


VOs are not “super-shalls” that relate to some level of functionality for which no “shall” statement currently exists.  (The definition in paper WP 7-37 is rejected)


VOs are not inherently hierarchical - it is not the primary intention that achievement of a number of “lower” VOs automatically then fulfils any “higher” VO.


It may however be that, by coincidence, the a validation exercise devised to help achieve one VO also helps in the achievement of another VO.


It is possible to produce a “mapping” that shows which “shalls” are affected by a given VO.


Each of the “shalls” in the SARPs must be identified in at least one VO


VOs can be identified which address ALL the “shalls” in a given SARPs.


VOs can be “achieved” (in whole or in part) through validation exercises (as described in WP7-37).  


VOs are not “validated”, it is the “shalls” in the SARPs that are validated.


VOs may offer a comprehensible means for the WG3 rapporteur to present to ATNP/2 the approach to and results of validation.


VOs are defined at a high, generic level by WG3 - States, Organisations and sub-groups are free to decompose further the VOs as may be appropriate to a specific SARPs, to whatever level of detail is useful, either to carry out validation exercises or to analyse and compare results of such exercises.


High Level VOs


WP7-29 identifies a set of high level VOs, as derived by SG2 for Air-ground SARPs.  The annex of this paper gives an example of the further decomposition of the VOs in the context of a specific (FIS) SARPs, and shows the mapping to “shalls”.  This list of VOs is a good generic basis to agree at WG3 level, but the inference of a hierarchical relationship between SVO, FVO and TVO needs to be discounted.





Two additional high level VOs have been identified as below:-





Validate that the functionality described in the SARPs is implementable


Validate that independent implementations built in accordance with the SARPs will be able to interoperate.


Existing validation credits


Validation exercises have already been undertaken which establish a degree of validation credit, for example inspection by SGs, analysis using the Requirements Database tool, and Simulation of protocol state machines.  As many of these have been undertaken using earlier drafts of the SARPs, the results need to be mapped to the final drafts before they can be included in any validation report.


