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Project’s Objectives







2. HARMONISE

Harmonisation of 
existing testing and 
validation approaches

1. IDENTIFY

Create a dynamic 
catalogue

3. DEFINE & DEVELOP

Define and develop test, 
validation and certification 
methodologies and procedures for 
CAD functions 

4. DEMONSTRATE
Demonstrate the developed 
methodologies, procedures 
and tools through the testing

5.  REACH CONSENSUS

Create consensus through the creation and 
management of an expert network



Technical Results up to M18

Extension of the common methodology for the HEADSTART 

KETs

CRF

Virtual Vehicle
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HEADSTART Methdology approach
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Open Scenario – Open Drive
Layer 6

Layer 5

Layer 4

Layer 3

Layer 2

Layer 1

Digital information
e.g. V2X information on traffic signals, digital map data

Environmental conditions
e.g. Light situation, weather (rain, snow, fog)

Moving Objects (4a  Ego ; 4b  Others)
e.g. Vehicles, pedestrians, other moving objects

Temporal modifications and events
e.g. Road construction, traffic cones, fallen trees

Road furniture and Rules
e.g. Traffic signs, railguards, lane rules, bot dots

Road layer
e.g. Road geometry, road unevenness, lane logic



KETs within the methodology





















KETs within the methodology



KETs within the methodology
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Process vs. Procedure





https://blog.triaster.co.uk/blog/procedure-vs-process-what-is-the-difference


High-Level Process





















Methodology and procedure in a nutshell
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Conclusions



















Next Steps



Cooperate with HEADSTART project

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•







http://www.headstart-project.eu/


Stay connected with HEADSTART











http://www.headstart-project.eu/
mailto:info@headstart-project.eu
https://lists.iccs.gr/wws/subscribe/headstart-news
https://twitter.com/HEADSTART_EU
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Thank you!

Any questions?

Álvaro Arrúe

Project Manager

Alvaro.arrue@idiada.com


