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International Civil Aviation Organization
Twelfth Meeting of the FANS Interoperability Team – Asia (FIT-Asia/12)
Video Teleconference, 25 – 28 July 2022
Agenda Item 4:
Review of ADS/CPDLC Operations and Performance
DATA LINK PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR (STATE/ORGANIZATION)
(Presented by NAME OF STATE/ORGANIZATION)

	SUMMARY

This paper presents data link performance data for YYYY for the [FIR 1]  [FIR 2] [etc..], and information on actions taken to identify and rectify the causes of performance issues 


NOTE:  This template is provided to assist States in providing the results of their investigations into data link performance data issues, and corrective actions taken, to the FIT-Asia meeting.  
Relevant excerpts of data that did not meet the RSP180 and/or RCP240 performance criteria may be copied from the annual data provided in the Data Link Performance Report Template – ANSP to FIT, and pasted into the tables in this template.

The template is intended to assist State compliance with Conclusion RASMAG/24-2:  Continuous Data Link Performance Monitoring, which urged States to provide narrative information on efforts made to determine the causes of poor data link performance, action taken to rectify performance, and the results of that action.
1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Tables X to X summarize Automatic Dependent Surveillance – Contract (ADS-C) and Controller-Pilot Data Link Communications (CPDLC) performance where the Required Surveillance Performance (RSP) and Required Communications Performance (RCP) criteria stipulated in ICAO Doc 4444 – Procedures for Air Navigation Services – Air Traffic Management (PANS-ATM)  were not met.  Actions taken to address performance not meeting the criteria are discussed, together with the outcomes of such actions.
1.2 TEXT

2. DISCUSSION

XXXX FIR ADS-C RSP180 Performance – Media Type, RGS and GES
2.1 Table 1 summarizes overall ADS-C performance per media type, Remote Ground Station (RGS) and Ground Earth Station (GES) for downlinks sent within the XXXX FIR during YYYY, where performance did not meet the RSP180 performance criteria.  
	FIR
	[FIR Name}

	Criteria
	RSP180

	Period
	Jan-June YYYY
	July-December YYYY

	[image: image2.png]




	Message Counts
	95%
	99.90%
	Message Counts
	95%
	99.90%

	
	
	% < = 90sec
	% <= 180sec
	
	% < = 90sec
	% <= 180sec

	    By Media Type

	  SATCOM
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	  VHF
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	  HF
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	  ALL
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	  By Remote Ground Station (RGS) Ground Earth Station (GES) 

	Designator
	Type
	(only RGS/GES with message counts >100 recorded)

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



Table 1: XX FIR ADS-C Downlink Latency per Media Type, RGS and GES
2.2 [EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
2.3  [INFORMATION ON CAUSES OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
2.4 [INFORMATION ON ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
2.5 [INFORMATION ON RESULTS OF ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
XXXX FIR ADS-C RSP180 Performance – Aircraft Operator/Type
2.6 Table 2 summarizes overall ADS-C performance per Aircraft Operator/Type for downlinks sent within the XXXX FIR during YYYY, where performance did not meet the RSP180 performance criteria.  
	FIR
	{FIR Name}

	Criteria
	RSP180

	Period
	Jan-June YYYY
	July-December YYYY
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Table 2: XX FIR ADS-C Downlink Latency per Aircraft Operator/Type
2.7 [EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
2.8  [INFORMATION ON CAUSES OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
2.9 [INFORMATION ON ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA, INCLUDING A SUMMARY OF NON-COMPLIANCE REPORTS SUBMITTED TO RMA]
2.10 [INFORMATION ON RESULTS OF ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RSP180 CRITERIA]
XXXX FIR CPDLC RCP240 Performance – Media Type, RGS and GES
2.11 Tables 3A and 3B summarize overall CPDLC performance per Media Type,  RGS and GES for messages sent within the XXXX FIR during YYYY, where performance did not meet the RCP240 performance criteria.  
	FIR
	{FIR Name}

	Criteria
	RCP240

	Period
	Jan - Jun YYYY

	[image: image4.png]ICAC






	Message Counts
	95%  benchmark
	99.9%  Benchmark
	95%

	
	
	ACP
	ACTP
	ACP
	ACTP
	PORT

	
	
	% < = 180sec
	% <= 120sec
	% < = 210sec
	% <= 150sec
	%<60secs


	    By Media Type
	

	  SATCOM
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	  VHF
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	  HF
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	  ALL
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	  By Remote Ground Station (RGS) Ground Earth Station (GES) 
	

	Designator
	Type
	(RGS/GES with message counts >100)
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	


Table 3A: XX FIR CPDLC Performance Latency per per Media Type, RGS and GES – Jan-Jun YYYY.

	FIR
	{FIR Name}

	Criteria
	RCP240

	Period
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Table 3B: XX FIR CPDLC Performance Latency per per Media Type, RGS and GES – Jul-Dec YYYY. 

2.12 [EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
2.13  [INFORMATION ON CAUSES OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
2.14 [INFORMATION ON ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
2.15 [INFORMATION ON RESULTS OF ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
XXXX FIR CPDLC RCP240 Performance – Aircraft Operator/Type
2.16 Tables 4A and 4B summarize overall CPDLC performance per Aircraft Operator/Type for messages sent within the XXXX FIR during YYYY, where performance did not meet the RCP240 performance criteria.  
	FIR
	{FIR Name}

	Criteria
	RCP240

	Period
	Jan - Jun YYYY
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Table 4A: XX FIR CPDLC Performance Latency per Aircraft Operator/Type – Jan-Jun YYYY
	FIR
	{FIR Name}

	Criteria
	RCP240

	Period
	Jul - Dec YYYY
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Table 4B: XX FIR CPDLC Performance Latency per Aircraft Operator/Type – Jan-Jun YYYY

2.17 [EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
2.18  [INFORMATION ON CAUSES OF PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
2.19 [INFORMATION ON ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA, INCLUDING A SUMMARY OF NON-COMPLIANCE REPORTS SUBMITTED TO RMA]
2.20 [INFORMATION ON RESULTS OF ACTION TAKEN TO RECTIFY PERFORMANCE NOT MEETING RCP240 CRITERIA]
Additional Information

2.21  [ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AS RELEVANT]  

3. ACTION BY THE MEETING

3.1 The meeting is invited to: AMEND AS APPROPRIATE
a) note the information contained in this paper; and

b) discuss any relevant matters as appropriate.
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