
SUMMARY OF THE WEB CONFERENCE IN FOLLOW UP TO THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
THE NEW FLIGHT PLAN FORMAT IN THE SAM REGION 

 
(15 March 2012) 

 
 
Participants  
 
Argentina  Omar Goaurnalusse (absent at the conference, but sent information by e-mail on 

progress made in the implementation of the new flight plan format)  
Brazil  Alessander Santoro 
Colombia  Mauricio Díaz and Oscar Bravo 
Paraguay  David Torres  
Peru  Paulo Vila, Víctor Martinez, Raúl Anastasio Granda and Leonardo Orejuela 
Panama The focal point was absent from the web conference, but sent an e-mail with 

information on the progress made in the implementation of the new flight plan 
format.  

Uruguay  Rosanna Baru and Marco Vignolo 
Venezuela  Absent at the conference, but sent information by e-mail on progress made in the 

implementation of the new flight plan format) 
ICAO  Onofrio Smarrelli 
 
Agenda 
 

1. Current status of the national plans for the implementation of the new flight plan format 
(plans signed by aeronautical authorities  

2. Updating of the list of focal points  
3. Updating of national ATS documentation / Publishing of the national AIC for the 

dissemination of the new flight plan format  
4. Status of implementation of the changes in the AMHS and automated systems at the ATS 

units involved with FPL 2012 (domestic trials and between adjacent States) 
5. Analysis of the safety assessment in the national implementation of the new flight plan format  
6. Status of implementation of the national training plan for the new flight plan format  
7. Considerations adopted for the current and new flight plan to operate without problems 

during the transition period  
8. Updating of the ICAO FITS Web site  
9. Other matters  

 
 
Item 1:  Current status of the national plans for the implementation of the new flight plan 

format 
 
1.1 With regard to this item, all participating members have drafted their national action 
plans. Of these, only the action plans of Chile, Peru and Paraguay have been approved and signed by their 
aeronautical authority.  Colombia informed the meeting it would examine the content of its action plan 
and send it to the SAM Regional office.  The Colombian action plan would contain a contingency plan, in 
the event of not implementing all changes in the automated systems at the date of validity of 
Amendment 1 to Doc 4444, 15th Edition. 
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Item 2:  Updating of the list of focal points  
 
2.1 The list of focal points was updated, with changes in Panama.  Appendix A to this 
summary presents the updated list of focal points.   
 
 
Item 3: Updating of national ATS documentation / Publishing of the national AIC for the 

dissemination of the new flight plan format 
 
Updating of national ATS documentation  
 
3.1 Participating States indicated they had already started with the updating of their national 
documentation, and that same would be ready and circulated once Amendment 1 becomes valid. 
 
Publishing of national AIC for the dissemination of the new flight plan format  
 
3.2 Argentina and Venezuela indicated that by the end of March 2012 they would be 
publishing the AIC to disseminate the contents of Amendment 1.  In addition, Colombia informed the 
AIC would be published once they had drafted their national contingency plan. 
 
3.3 The situation on this topic remains the same as since the last conference -- only Brazil, 
Chile, panama, Paraguay and Uruguay have published the AIC. 
 
3.4 In this regard, SAM States who have not yet done so, are urged to publish the AIC as 
soon as practicable.  In accordance with regional agreement, the AIC should have been published at the 
latest by 1 August 2011 [Conclusion SAM/IG/7-7 - Publication of an AIC for a broad dissemination of 
Amendment 1 to the 15th Edition of ICAO PANS ATM (Doc 4444)]. 

 
 
Item 4:  Status of implementation of the changes in the AMHS and automated systems at the 

ATS units involved with FPL 2012 (domestic trials and between adjacent States) 
 
4.1 In follow up to Conclusion SAM/IG/6-11 - Changes in the AMHS systems and in the 
FDP for the implementation of Amendment 1 to the PANS/ATM, States provided information on the 
activities conducted for the making of the changes in the indicated systems.  In accordance with the 
Conclusion, the changes related with the AMHS had to be implemented by the end of December 2011, 
and the changes in the FDP, for the end of March 2012. 
 
Argentina  
 
4.2 Argentina informed they would be completing by 20 March 2012 the pre-trials on the 
new flight plan format in the AMHS and FDP simulator installed at their civil aviation training centre 
(CIPE), with the presence of all parties involved.  
 
4.3 The new software would be installed from April to 30 June 2012 at the national AMHS 
operational terminals, permitting the operator fill in the flight plan with the new and current format.  Also, 
in April the new Indra software will be installed in the simulators at Ezeiza and Cordoba (for general 
training, in June installation will be made to the operational systems). 

 
4.4 In this manner, Argentina could complete changes in all national AMHS and FDP 
terminals during the transition 3 phase (1 July to 14 November 2012). 
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Colombia  
 
4.5 Colombia indicated that once the contingency plan was completed, they would have an 
idea on the changes to make.  
 
Chile 
 
4.6 Chile informed it had completed the technical/administrative agreements with Thales 
(France) on the changes to make in its AMHS and FDP systems.  Changes will start in mid-2012. 
 
Paraguay  
 
4.7 Paraguay informed that RADIOCOM had already started making the corresponding 
changes to the new flight plan format in its AMHS terminals and that same would be completed by the 
end of March 2012. As to the changes in the FDP, negotiations continued with Indra in order to arrive to a 
convenient technical/administrative agreement.  
 
Panama 
 
4.8 Panama informed that the changes in the current AMHS system, as well as in the FDP at 
Panama ACC, would not be made, since new AMHS, FDP and RDP systems would be installed in the 
new Panama ACC, but these new systems would operate accepting the new flight plan format by the end 
of the first semester of 2012.  In this respect, panama would take all contingency measures to accept the 
new flight plan format (manual procedure) on 15 November 2012. 
 
Perú  
 
4.9 Peru informed it had implemented and tested the new flight plan format in its new AMHS 
terminal (COMSOFT). In addition, it had made the changes of the new flight plan format in the new 
INDRA FDP system in the Lima ACC. Tests to the new flight plan format had been made between the 
AMHS terminal and FDP, operating successfully. In this manner, Peru successfully completes the tests 
and is ready to operate with the new and current flight plan format during the transition period, and with 
the new format as of 15 November 2012.  Peru would be ready to carry out tests with other States of the 
Region.   
 
Venezuela  
 
4.10 The Delegate of Venezuela informed it had implemented and tested the new flight plan 
format template at a RADIOCOM AMHS terminal, and that it would start with the implementaion at all 
national AMHS terminals.  It currently has the possibility of sending the new and current flight plan 
format through one AMHS terminal.  
 
4.11 With regard to the changes in the automated systems installed in the ATS units, 
information was received coordinations had been made with ATECH on the changes to be made at the 
Maiquetia ACC automated systems. With respect to the automated systems in the domestic APPs, 
indications were received that coordinations had started with SELEX regarding the seven APPs installed.  
The aeronautical authority has still to sign with ATECH and SELEX the contracts for the carrying out of 
the changes.  
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4.12 The meeting was informed of a document drafted by Eurocontrol to carry out tests with 
the new flight plan format between Eurocontrol States, and in which other ICAO Regions could 
participate.  Copy of the document is shown in Appendix B to this summary. 
 
Item 5: Analysis of the safety assessment in the national implementation of the new flight 

plan format 
 
5.1 Under this item, States informed they had started analysing the respective safety 
assessment.  In this regard, States who had not yet done so, were urged to carry it out shortly in order to 
comply with regional agreement [Conclusion SAM/IG/7-8 - Safety assessment for the implementation of 
Amendment 1 to the 15th Edition of ICAO PANS ATM (Doc 4444)], which requested States to send their 
safety assessment analysis by 30 November 2011. 
 
 
Item 6:  Status of implementation of the national training plan for the new flight plan format 
 
6.1 States have informed they are implementing their training plans, in follow up to 
Conclusion SAM/IG/7-9 - Development of the training programme for the implementation of 
Amendment 1 to the 15th Edition of ICAO PANS ATM (Doc 4444). 
 
6.2 In this regard, information received by Chile should be highlighted upon, indicating that 
as of April it will have available free on-line training courses on Amendment 1 for its national 
aeronautical community and for the Region. The Secretariat, once it receives from Chile the exact dates of 
these on-line courses, will inform all focal points. 
 
 
Item 7: Considerations adopted for the current and new flight plan to operate without 

problems during the transition period 
 
7.1 Under this item, information was provided on some considerations to take into account 
during the period which the new and current plan would be available.  Copy of these considerations is in 
Appendix C to this report. 
 
 
Item 8:  Updating of the ICAO FITS Web site 
 
8.1  States were again urged to interact and extensively use the FITS available in 
http://www2.icao.int/en/FITS/Pages/home.aspx.  
 
8.2 It is important that States use this page and inform of any updating required in same.  In 
this respect, any change to be made is to be informed to this office to Messrs. Celso Figueiredo 
cfigueiredo@lima.icao.int, Roberto Arca rlarca@lima.icao.int or Onofrio Smarrelli 
osmarrelli@lima.icao.int. 
 
 
Item 9: Other matters  
 
9.1 In follow up to agreements reached at SAM/IG/8 meeting, the newt Web teleconference 
will be tentatively held on 24 May 2012. The Secretariat will make the corresponding invitation through 
the Go To Meeting application. 

http://www2.icao.int/en/FITS/Pages/home.aspx
mailto:cfigueiredo@lima.icao.int
mailto:rlarca@lima.icao.int
mailto:osmarrelli@lima.icao.int


APPENDIX A / APENDICE A 
 

PUNTOS FOCALES PARA LA COORDINACIÓN DEL FORMATO DE PLAN DE VUELO / 
FOCAL POINTS FOR THE COORDINATION OF THE FLIGHT PLAN FORMAT 

 
 

Estado/State 
Organization 

Autoridad / Authority 
E-mail T / F 

Area Nombre y título / 
Name and Title 

1 2 3 5 6 

Argentina CNS  

 Omar GouarnalusseDepartamento 
CNS de la  Dirección Nacional de 
Servicio de Navegación Aérea y 
Aeródromo, ANAC  

ogouarna@faa.mil.ar T: + 54 11  4317 6667 

Bolivia ATM Miguel Castillo Ochoa 
Jefe Unidad ATM/SAR, DGAC mcastillo@dgac.gob.bo 

T: +591 2 2444450/2114465 
C:+ 591 72046745 
F: +591 2 2114465 

Brasil  
CNS 

Alessander de Andrade Santoro 
Oficial CNS  
Departamento de Control del 
Espacio Aéreo, DECEA 

ddte7@decea.gov.br 
 
T:+ 5521 2101 6209 
 

Chile ATM 
Marcial Vidal Arriagada 
Controlador de Tránsito Aéreo, 
DGAC 

mvidal@dgac.cl T: +56 2 290 4709 

Colombia AIM 

Mauricio  Diaz Villabona  
 mauricio.diaz@aerocivil.gov.co 

T:  + 571 2962571  
F:  +57 1 2962800 
 

Oscar Arturo Alfonso Bravo oscar.alfonso@aerocivil.gov.co T:  571 2963887 

Ecuador AIM Carlos Delgado Toledo, DGAC carlos_delgado@dgac.gob.ec 
karlyn_1966@yahoo.com Tel:  +5932 223 1008 

French 
Guiana  

Jean Jacques Deschamps 
Head, Technical Department for the 
ANSP in French Antilles and 
Guyana, DIRAC 

jean-
jacques.deschamps@aviation-
civile.gouv.fr 

TLF  33696 961107 

Guyana 
ATM 

Chaitrani Heeralall 
Director Air Navigation Services, 
CAD 

dans@gcaa-gy.org T: +592 261 2217 
F: +592 261 2293 

ATM Rickford Samaroo 
Manager ATS Operations, CAD satcori@hotmail.com T: +592 261 2564 

F: +592 261 2279 

Panamá AIM 
Hector Gonzalez  
Chief of Aeronautical 
Telecommunication 

hgonzalez@aeronautica.gob.pa 

T: +507 501 9825/501 9826 
F: +507 501 9848 
 
 

Paraguay 

ATM 
Liz Rocío Portillo Castellanos 
Sección Normas y Reglamentos, 
DINAC 

nyrlrpc@dinac.gov.py 
lizroportillo@gmail.com T: +595 21 205 365 

CNS 
David Ricardo Torres 
Sección Terminales AMHS/GTE, 
DINAC 

dr.torres33@gmail.com 
T: +595 21 645707/08 
 +595 21 205365 
F: +595 21 645598 

mailto:ddte7@decea.gov.br


Estado/State 
Organization 

Autoridad / Authority 
E-mail T / F 

Area Nombre y título / 
Name and Title 

1 2 3 5 6 

Perú AIM 
Victor Martinez Serna 
Gerente de Operaciones 
Aeronáuticas, CORPAC 

amartinez@corpac.gob.pe T: +511 630-1150/630-1151 
F: +511  

Suriname 

AIM 
Lunette Rinelda Edam 
AIS/Maps and Charts and 
Communication, CAD 

ais@cadsur.sr; 
edamlunette@hotmail.com 

T: +597 498-898 
F:+ 597 498-901 

AIM 
Doris Kranenburg 
AIS/Maps and Charts and 
Communication, CAD 

ais@cadsur.sr; 
do12burg@hotmail.com 

Tel.: +597 498-898 
Fax:+ 597 498-901 

Uruguay ATM 
Rosanna Barú Banchieri 
Encargada Departamento de 
Servicios Aeronáuticos, DINACIA 

rbaru@dinacia.gub.uy 
rocbb17@gmail.com 

T: +5982 604 0408 – 
Ext. 4461 

Venezuela 

ATM Henry Iván Rodríguez Manrique henryr_1970@hotmail.com Tel: +0414 261 1888 
Fax: +0212 355 2216 

CNS 
Vicente Fiore 
Jefe de MMTO Radar Maiquetía, 
INAC 

v.fiore@inac.gob.ve T: +58 416 6235 643 

AIM 
Benjamín Uquillas 
Jefe Subcentro Comunicaciones 
Maiquetía, INAC 

buquillas@gmail.com T: +58 412 721 5068 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This Test Plan defines the purpose, scope, procedures and schedule of activities for the 
Operational Testing of new or amended features in IFPS associated with Amendment 1 to 
PANS-ATM. 
 
The intended audience of this Test Plan are the ICAO 2012 EUR Task Force members, all 
EUR region States, Aircraft Operators and all other ANSPs, Regions and Organisations 
involved in the operational deployment of Amendment 1 to PANS-ATM. 

1.1. Scope 

The testing activities described in this document are intended to address the flight planning 
changes introduced within the EUR region as a result of Amendment 1 to PANS-ATM. The 
main emphasis therefore is upon IFPS related processes and procedures.  
 
This document describes only the testing activities involving external participation where 
stakeholders are encouraged to participate. It does not include the various internal testing 
activities i.e. Acceptance Testing, Regression Testing and Integration Testing. 
 
The Operational Testing described in this document will permit participants to evaluate the 
impact of the modifications on procedures and systems. 

1.2. Co-ordination 

Overall co-ordination of 2012 Testing activities will be achieved via the 2012 Task Force and 
described within this document. Any change to the testing schedule, objectives or scenarios 
described in this document will be notified via amendment to: 

a) 2012 Task Force members; 
b) Test Coordinators - those having registered their participation to the OPT testing 

activities using the forms provided.  
 
The practical execution of the different test activities described in this document will be 
performed by the System Acceptance Team (SAT) of Network Operations, referred 
throughout this document as the ‘Test Team’. 

1.3. Release Content 

The functionality to support ICAO 2012 will be implemented within two release cycles of the 
CFMU development process, CFMU 15 in March 2011 and CFMU 16 in March/April 2012. 
 
The CFMU 15 release contained the majority of functionality related to ICAO 2012 and 
agreed by the Task Force in June 2010. The CFMU 16 release will contain the additional 
changes agreed by the Task Force in November 2010 in addition to the implementation of 
changes to the CFMU profile calculation resulting from ICAO 2012 modifications e.g. DLE 
processing. 
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55

Not available until CFMU 16

• REG syntax increase

• Modification of CFMU profile due to:
• DLE
• DEPT/, DEST/ location

• AFTN line limit support

• NONRNAV � RNAVX

• Use of NAV/, COM/, DAT/ for 
exemptions instead of EUR/

• Use of EUR/ for PROTECTED indicator

• Clarified treatment of duplicate Field 18 
Indicators

• Modified translation of some New STS 
indicators & modified Old/New decision 
logic

• Incorporation of additional 
indications within Mode S and B-RNAV 
checking algorithms

•Clarified priority treatment for  STS 
indicators MEDEVAC & FFR

• Acceptance of Old and/or New 
format messages for the same FPL

• Update of SUR eqpt via AFP 
(EQCST)

• RPL acceptance of New before 15 
Nov

 

Figure 1 - CFMU 16 Content 

1.4. Release Planning 

CFMU 16 will be available for testing purposes from November 2011.  
 
CFMU 16 will be available on the operational platforms IFPUV + IFPS from March 2012.  

1.5. Documentation 

There are three main reference documents for testing purposes which describe the CFMU 
implementation: 
 
 CFMU 2012 Requirements (URD)  
 CFMU Interface Manual for ICAO 2012 (UID) 
 IFPS & RPL Dictionary of Messages (DOM) 
 
The URD describes all necessary changes, related to ICAO 2012 implementation, to be 
made to the CFMU systems. It is by definition a document that relates primarily to the CFMU 
systems. Some of the exchanges and data items described in the URD concern only CFMU 
and ANSPs making the URD a more suitable reference for ANSP stakeholders. 
 
The UID describes the necessary changes from an external readers perspective and 
although it includes exchanges exclusive to CFMU/ANSPs it is nevertheless a better 
reference document for Aircraft Operators and flight plan originators generally. 
 
The DOM is primarily an engineering document providing a detailed syntactic description of 
all CFMU related message exchanges in both ICAO and ADEXP formats.  Unlike the URD 
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and UID it provides a complete description of the IFPS & RPL data exchanges, not just the 
2012 related changes.  
 
These documents are available via : 
http://www.cfmu.eurocontrol.int/cfmu/public/standard_page/nos_work_programme_fpl_2012_impl_det
ails.html 

 

The IFPS User Manual  has not yet been updated to reflect 2012 procedures. However, 
participants may have the need to consult current procedures. The IFPS User Manual is 
available via the CFMU Library under ‘Handbook & Guides’: 
http://www.cfmu.eurocontrol.int/cfmu/public/standard_page/library_handbook_supplements.html 

1.6. Objectives 

1.6.1. General Objectives 

The overall objectives of 2012 testing are to: 

a) demonstrate the new software functionality; 

b) enable the new functionality to be tested against client systems; 
c) enable knowledge to be gained of new procedures; 

d) enable familiarisation of client staff and CFMU staff with the new functionality. 

1.6.2. Main Functional Objectives 

a) Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to correctly identify and validate New format flight plan 
and associated messages; 

b) Demonstrate the ability of flight plan originators to create New format flight plan and 
associated messages; 

c) Demonstrate the ability of ATC units to accept New format flight plan and associated 
messages; 

d) Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to accept and correctly distinguish between Old format 
and New format flight plans and related messages; 

e) Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to translate New format into Old format; 

f) Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to provide a transition from Old format to New format 
when required by the recipient and indicated via an environment setting specific to that 
recipient; 

g) Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to ensure that flight planning indicators specific to the 
CFMU and used to communicate between IFPS and client systems are not distributed to 
non-client addresses. 

1.7. Test Activities 

There are four main types of testing activities foreseen : 
  

Activity Main Participants 
FPL Creation (IFPUV) AO, ARO, CFSP 
Static / Bulk Testing (Test Data) ATC, AO, ARO, CFSP 
Operational Testing (OPT) ATC, AO, ARO, CFSP 
Passive Testing ATC, AO, ARO, CFSP 
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2. FPL CREATION (IFPUV) 

The IFPS Validation facility (IFPUV) is available via several different means (see below) and 
can be used for two main purposes: 

a) to determine the validity of a New (or Old) format FPL message; 
b) to assist in finding a valid route or route portion within the CFMU area. 

 
The IFPUV has been available since March 2011 for testing the validity of NEW format FPL 
messages, while at the same time continuing to support OLD format. In addition to the new 
error messages resulting from the new 2012 syntax, warning messages have been added to 
the application to ensure users are aware that New format should not be provided to the 
operational IFPS system until it is ready to accept New format in Spring 2012.  
The function within the IFPUV to provide a valid route can be useful in the preparation of test 
FPL data. However, the route finding function is only available to those with secured 
(Protected) access to the CFMU portal.  

2.1.  Considerations 

1. It should be noted that not all 2012 related syntax changes will be supported by IFPUV 
until the CFMU 16 release in March 2012 (see Figure 1 - CFMU 16 Content). 
 
2. IFPS will accept and automatically correct some errors. Therefore a message accepted 
by IFPUV/IFPS as ‘valid’ is not always an accurate reflection of the message that IFPS will 
distribute to ATC units. For example, IFPS/IFPUV will accept Field 18 indicators in any order 
but will provide them to ATC units in the correct order.   

2.2. Non-CFMU / External Users 

Most 2012 changes are syntax related. As syntax errors are the first to be reported by 
IFPUV a valid route, even a route within the CFMU area, is not necessary to test the validity 
of a New format FPL. If the Dept, Dest and route do not penetrate the CFMU area of 
operations a ‘No Errors’ result will never be achieved however, once the error ‘Not relevant 
to IFPS’ has been reported (or any other route related error) the message has already 
passed the syntax. 

2.3. Access 

a) Internet (CFMU Portal): 
https://www.public.cfmu.eurocontrol.int/PUBPORTAL/gateway/spec/index.html 
(the IFPUV is on the lower right hand side of the portal) 
 

Note : depending upon your browser settings the IFPUV application may not appear, 
particularly if you are using Internet Explorer versions 8 & 9. If this happens you will 
need to enable ‘Compatibility mode’, via the ‘Tools’ tab of your browser, and then re-
start your browser session. If this does not resolve the problem please contact the 
CFMU Technical Helpdesk at: +32 2 7451997 

 
b) AFTN Address: EUCHZMFV 

 
c) SITA Address:  BRUEY7X 
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d) B2B   Dedicated access chain for 2012 test system1.  

3. STATIC / BULK TESTING 

Static testing involves the sharing of input/output test data in the format of a file delivered via 
e-mail (see §6. CONTACTS). Messages are processed off-line in batch mode and results 
provided also via file format. 
 
Static testing provides the following advantages: 

a) being able to test the complete suite of messages (eg. 
FPL�DLA�CHG�CNL); 

b) being able to create a large test file well in advance; 
c) being able to analyse the results off-line taking whatever time may be needed; 
d) being able to easily repeat the tests following some modifications and compare 

results 
e) no need for complex synchronisation of systems, test addresses, timing etc. as 

necessary for on-line testing 
 
Care should be taken in the creation of the test data, in particular: 

- any use of the DOF indicator vis-à-vis the date/time the tests are being 
performed; 

- test data should be consistent with current environment data. 
 
See also 4.5.2 & 4.8.  

3.1. ATC Units 

The IFPS Test Team has available a file of valid 2012 messages, primarily FPL and CHG 
messages, which can be used in the testing of ATC systems. Initially this file contains 
relatively simple examples of the more straight forward syntax modifications but as time 
progresses this file will increase in terms of test scenarios, adding more complex examples 
such as DOF changes etc. 
 
The IFPS Test team will also make available a file containing examples of invalid test 
messages. 
 
It should be noted that while an effort has been made to ensure the test data referred to 
above is relevant (penetrates the airspace) of as many ACCs as possible, the Test Team 
does not have the resources to provide dedicated static test data specific to each individual 
ACCs or airspace. However, as the route is generally of little consequence to the test 
objectives, which are primarily syntax related, it is not difficult for recipients of the test data 
to modify the Dept/Dest and Route in order to make it relevant to the system concerned. If 
necessary the IFPUV can be used to find valid routes.  

3.2. Flight Plan Originators 

In addition to the use of IFPUV (for FPL messages only), flight plan originators are 
encouraged to provide the CFMU Test Team (see CONTACTS) with a file containing 

                                                
1 Those interested in obtaining B2B access for the first time should consult the following brochure for further 
information and access application. 
http://www.cfmu.eurocontrol.int/cfmu/gallery/content/public/library/services/service_leaflets/leaf_b2b_latest.pdf 
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representative samples of all New format messages eg. FPL�DLA�CHG�CNL. The Test 
Team will process the file and provide the resultant IFPS output. 

3.3. Non-CFMU / External Users 

ANSPs located outside the IFPS area of operations and flight plan originators (Aircraft 
Operators, Flight Plan Service Providers, AROs) can participate in the exchange of static 
flight plan data. The only constraint is that the flights must have at least one portion of route 
within the IFPS area of operations.  

4. OPERATIONAL TESTING (OPT) 

On-line testing via normal networks using a dedicated CFMU test platform and supported by 
IFPS Operators. All OPT test session will include a pre-determined test scenario or test 
configuration which simulates the 15th Nov switch-over date. A detailed description is 
provided in § 4.14 and 4.15.  
 
The OPT test sessions enable the complete suit of messages (FPL, CHG, CNL, DEP, DLA,  
RQP, RQS, AFP, APL, ACH, ACK, MAN, REJ) to be tested involving both flight plan 
originators (AOs, AROs, CFSPs) and ATS units (ACCs, UACs, APPs, TWRs, AROs). 

4.1. Non-IFPS / Non-EUR Participation 

4.1.1. Flight Plan Originators / Aircraft Operators   

Flight Plan originators not normally operating into the IFPS or European region can 
participate but should be aware of the following: 

a) flight plans must contain at least one portion of the route within the IFPS area of 
operation; 

b) the result of the IFPS processing of each test message is provided via the 
appropriate ACK, MAN or REJ messages (see the IFPS User Manual for details)  
and will be returned to the address from which the test message was received. 

4.1.2. ANSPs / ATC Units  

An ANSP or ATC Unit located outside the IFPS area of operation can participate to an OPT 
session however in order to ensure that IFPS will send the resultant message to the unit 
concerned the test flight plan data must be submitted making use of the ‘Re-addressing’ 
feature of IFPS.  
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39

Re-Addressing by IFPS

FF EUCHZMFP EUCBZMFP
250920 EGLLZPZX
AD ADDRESS1 ADDRESS2
(FPL-ABC123-I/S
...
...)

Aircraft Operator

IFPS

AD Line Addressing

 

Figure 2 IFPS Re-Addressing Function (AD Line addre ssing) 

For example: If Hong Kong ATC wishes to participate, using the test address ‘VHHHZQZT’ 
they should ensure test FPLs are submitted such as; 
 

FF EUCHZMFT    IFPS test address 
AD VHHHZQZT    Hong Kong test address provided via re-addressing mechanism 
(FPL-VHH01XX-IS    callsign using ‘XX’ to identify it as a test message 
-B744/H-SXDE1GHIJ4J5RWYZ/SB2   ‘New’ format  
-EGLL1125       relevant to IFPS 
-N0480F310 BPK7F BPK M185 CLN UL620 ARNEM UP147 RKN UL980 
 PENEK UM994 DENKO UN858 OSKUD/N0488F330 UN858 LAVAR UM874 
 ASKIL/K0902S1010 B102 UK R11 FV G3 AL B365 BK B923 
 GUTAN/K0888S1010 A368 URL G3 AKB A360 NALIK/K0880S1110 A360 
 ERULA/K0883S1130 A360 REVKI A460 KCA L888 SADAN Y1 OMBON B330 
 POU R473 SIERA 
-VHHH1110 ZGSZ 
-PBN/B2B3B4B5L1D2D3D4 NAV/RNVD1E2A1 EET/EHAA0021 EDVV0041 EDUU0100 
EPWW0115 EYVL0154 UMMV0205 UUWV0228 UWPP0318 UWWW0340 UATT0359 
UACC0454 UAAA0538 ZWUQ0633 ZLHW0732 ZPKM0851 ZGZU0957 VHHK1043 
SEL/ADHJ REG/BHOT)  

 
To assist with the creation of test messages which are relevant to the ATC unit concerned, it 
is highly recommended that an ATC unit participates together with its local Aircraft 
Operators and/or ARO.  
 
It should however be noted that: 

c) flight plans must contain at least one portion of the route within the IFPS area of 
operation; 

d) the result of the IFPS processing of each test message is provided via the 
appropriate ACK, MAN or REJ messages (see the IFPS User Manual for details)  
and will be returned to the address from which the test message was received. If 
these messages are not needed or cannot be received this must be indicated via the 
Registration Form. 
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4.2. Test Schedule 

The following on-line test sessions (OPT) are foreseen between February 2012 and 
November 2012.  All sessions will use the CFMU 16 software release which means that all 
2012 functionality will be available. 
 
OPT1:  30 January – 3 February 2012 
OPT2:  20 – 24 February 2012 
OPT3:  7 – 11 May 2012 
OPT4:  11 – 15 June 2012 
OPT5:  3 – 7 September 2012 
OPT6:  24 – 28 September 2012 
 
The first day (Monday) of each test session will primarily be a technical testing day (OPT-
TECH) enabling each participant to ensure that the test configuration is correct and that their 
addresses and parameter settings are correctly set.  
 
The following generic schedule will apply to each session: 
 
OPT-TECH (D-1, usually a Monday) 
One session:  0900 to 1200 UTC 
 
OPT SESSION (D � D+4, usually Tue-Fri) 
Morning Session: 0900 to 1200 UTC 
Afternoon Session: 1200 to 1500 UTC 

4.3. Environment Data 

The CFMU OPT test system will be loaded with the operational environment data at each 
AIRAC cycle. It will therefore remain consistent with current operations in terms of basic 
environment data. This is something that should be kept in mind by those maintaining test 
data. 
 
In order to participate to a test session it may be necessary (particularly for ATC 
participants) for the Test Team to modify some of the information held in the CFMU 
database for the unit concerned. Typically this will concern address data and some ‘flags’ or 
parameter settings, see §4.5. 

4.4. Registration 

Those intending to participate in an OPT session are required to complete and return the 
appropriate ‘Registration Form’, at annex. 
  
It should be noted that registration is required for each individual OPT te st session .  
Failure to register, even if having participated to a previous OPT session, will mean the 
necessary addresses will not be configured in the CFMU communications system. As a 
result no messages may be received from or sent to that address.  

4.5. Participant Configuration & Setup 

The settings described below, will be automatically maintained over AIRAC cycles and will 
therefore last until the end of all OPT testing or until otherwise modified in accordance with 
the registration data provided for a subsequent OPT session.  
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4.5.1. Participant Address Data 

Participants to the OPT testing sessions will be required to provide, via the Registration 
Form, an indication of: 

For flight plan originators (Aircraft Operators, AROs, CFSPs): 
1. the address from which test flight plans will be sent to IFPS; 
2. willingness to receive the resultant ACK, MAN, REJ at the address specified under 

1 above; 
For ATC Units: 
3. the operational unit or entity for which messages are requested to be received e.g. 

Amsterdam ACC, Brussels TWR, etc. 
4. the test address to be used i.e. the test address that IFPS will assign to the unit 

specified under 3; 
5. the information under 1 & 2 above in case the ATC unit also intends (or needs!) to  

submit test flight plans to the IFPS test system 

4.5.2. Participant Parameter Settings (IFPS States only) 

The following parameters will, by de-fault, be set by the IFPS Test Team for each participant 
in order to achieve the scenario described under §4.16 for all test sessions.  If a unit wishes 
to deviate from the planned scenario then they should indicate the appropriate settings they 
wish to achieve via the registration form. 
 
ICAO_2012_READY_DATE:  a new parameter allowing the unit to indicate the date and 
time after which New format output will be accepted.  Prior to the date/time specified, 
messages will be provided by IFPS in Old format only. After the date/time specified, 
messages will be provided in either Old or New format depending upon how they were 
received/accepted by IFPS.  
 
FPL_DIST_TIME : an ATC unit can indicate how far in advance it wishes to receive flight 
plan data. A large setting will cause flight plans to be sent by IFPS almost immediately 
allowing an instant analysis of test results. The Test Team will automatically set this 
parameter to 360 mins. (6 hours) for each participating unit.  
 
ICAO_ADEXP: the unit can specify whether ICAO or ADEXP format is required. The format 
specified in the Ops environment for the entity concerned shall be retained, unless otherwise 
specified. 

4.6. Technical Test  

A technical test exercise is scheduled the first day of the OPT session (see 4.2).  
 
During the time period allocated for technical testing (usually the Monday morning), 
input/output  to/from participating test addresses will be enabled. 
 
Participants to the OPT session are invited to check that test messages are received by the 
IFPS test system and that output from the IFPS test system arrives to the correct test 
address(es). Any anomalies should be reported to the Test Team. See CONTACTS. 

4.7. Reception of Test Messages 

The operational repetitive flight plans (RPLs) will also be generated on the IFPS test system. 
This means that a participant ATC Unit may receive a copy of the operational flight plans 
generated by the test system from RPL data (in Old format of course).  
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In addition it should be remembered that other participants are also generating test flight 
plans which may penetrate ‘your’ airspace. A participating ATC unit may therefore receive 
many different test messages from different sources. It is therefore very important to clearly 
distinguish your test messages, see 4.8 below. 

4.8. Test Flight Plans Identification 

Test flight plans should be clearly identifiable so that IFPS Operators and recipient 
addressees can quickly identify them as such and identify their source. 
It is strongly recommended that the callsign is modified to reflect the test nature of the 
message and the test participant. The following logic is proposed: 
 
firstly:   ICAO three letter designator of the AO or a three letter designator that 

is not one of the ones already allocated by ICAO (see ICAO Doc 
8585) for an ATS participant (ARO)  

followed by :  a two digit reference number 
followed by :  the letters 'XX' 
E.g. 
DLH01XX 01st test FPL from Lufthansa 
DDW14XX 14th test FPL from ARO Bremen 
 
By following this rule test messages should not accidentally associate to either operational 
messages copied from the operational system or to other test messages. 

4.9. Test Purpose Indication 

It is highly recommended that an indication is made in Field 18 of the feature being tested 
e.g. RMK/PBN TEST or RMK/F10B SYNTAX TEST. This will assist the Test Team, who will 
be monitoring the invalid queue of messages, to know whether a particular error may be 
integral to the test or whether it is irrelevant to the test and could therefore be manually 
corrected. 

4.10. Manual Message Processing  

The IFPS test system will not be manned to the same level as the operational system. 
IFPOs will give priority to the treatment of test messages, identified by the callsign, see 4.8. 
IFPOs will reject the message when an error is encountered which is considered to be the 
main purpose of the test but will correct any other errors considered to be incidental. In this 
way the originator of the message can 'see' the system reaction through the error message 
received.    
It should be noted that IFPO correction logic will, therefore, not be the same as under 
operational conditions. Telephone co-ordination will not normally be initiated and more 
manual rejections will result. 

4.11. CFMU Test System Addresses / Access 

Test messages may be sent directly to the test systems using the following addresses: 
 IFPS Test  :  AFTN : EUCHZMFT  SITA : ANREP7X 
 
Access to the test system will also be available via B2B.   
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4.12. IFPS Output 

The distribution of messages by IFPS (ACK, MAN, REJ to flight plan originators and FPL, 
CHG, etc. messages to ATC units) shall be limited to those having indicated their willingness 
to participate in the testing through completion of the registration process. 
 
Participants shall consider all messages that carry the IFPS test address (EUCHZMFT) as 
originator as having a non-operational status. 

4.13. Telephone support during OPT Sessions 

Test participants may contact the IFPOs (Test Team) during a test session for assistance 
when needed. As the Test Team may be very busy participants are encouraged to resolve 
their problems (and perhaps improve their own understanding in doing so!) and only contact 
the Test Team as a last resort, for example, when several corrections and re-submissions  
fail to provide the desired result. 

4.14. Test Configuration for IFPS States (inc. ‘Cop y’ Addressees) 

The creation and management of the necessary settings to achieve the type of migration 
testing described below for different participants at different times throughout each of the 
test sessions would be extremely difficult to manage and chaotic to work with.  
 
It is therefore planned to create a standard test scenario for every test session which  
will apply to all participants .  
 

10

Standard Test Configuration – IFPS States

“00:00 UTC 15 Nov”
IFPS Switch (‘S’)
Wed. 07:00 UTC

“12:00 UTC 16 Nov”
2012 Ready Date (‘R’)

Thur. 11:00 UTC

Note: If a mixture of both Old + New is required by an ATCU then the ‘2012 Ready’ 
parameter must be set to an earlier date/time for that unit.  To be requested via 
Registration Form.

IFPS acceptance of Old + 
New

IFPS acceptance of New 
only

Old only received by ATCUs � reception of IFPS 
translation.

New only received by 
ATCUs

28 hrs

 

Figure 3 Test Configuration for IFPS States 

 
The standard scenario sets the ‘2012 Ready Date’ parameter to a setting 28 hours after the 
IFPS switch, thus allowing a clean switch from Old to New without the need for a period of 
mixed reception of both Old and New formats. 
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If an ATC Unit wishes to receive New format earlier than the de-fault setting, and therefore 
receive both Old and New formats, this must be indicated via the Registration form. 

4.15. Test Configuration for Non-CFMU States 

Non-CFMU States, including non-EUR States, can participate to the test sessions via use of 
the Re-Addressing function (‘AD-line Addressees’), see § 4.1. 
 
The ‘2012 Ready’ parameter is not available to non-IFPS States. The IFPS processing for 
AD-line addressees is therefore different and as a result the scenarios , as shown below, for 
these States with regard to the ‘Transition’ and ‘Rollover’ tests are slightly different.  
 
During the 2012 operational roll-over period IFPS will distribute FPLs to AD-line addressees: 

- in Old format only prior to 00:00 UTC on 15 Nov 2012 
- in New format, plus some residual Old format, from 00:00 UTC on 15 Nov 2012 

onwards  

12

Test Configuration – Non-IFPS States

“00:00 UTC 15 Nov”
IFPS Switch (‘S’)
Wed. 07:00 UTC

IFPS acceptance of Old + 
New

IFPS acceptance of New 
only

Old only received by non-IFPS ATCUs �

reception of IFPS translation.
New + some Old received by non-IFPS 
ATCUs

 

Figure 4 Test Configuration for non-IFPS States 

4.16. OPT Test Cases 

The main test areas can be categorized as follows: 
a) Message Syntax 
b) Transition and Translation 
c) Ops Date Rollover -  IFPS acceptance of New only 

4.16.1. Message Syntax 

There are many basic syntax and semantic checks that can be performed on each of the 
impacted fields and within each of the different message types. 
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Most of these tests are simple to create meaning that no specific setup or configuration of 
the environment data, parameters etc., is required. Participants are therefore free to engage 
in syntax testing throughout any or all of the test sessions, as required. 
 
It should be noted that, in accordance with configurations described above : 

a) IFPS acceptance of New format messages can be tested throughout the complete 
session; 

b) IFPS refusal of Old content can only be tested after 07:00 UTC on Wednesday; 
c) Reception by ATC units within the IFPS area (and Copy addresses) of New format can 

only be achieved after 11:00 UTC on Thursday; 
d) Reception by ATC units outside the IFPS area of New format can only be achieved 

after 07:00 UTC on Wednesday; 
e) Reception by ATC units within the IFPS area (and Copy addresses) of Old format 

messages translated from New can only be achieved prior to 11:00 UTC on Thursday; 
f) Reception by ATC units outside the IFPS area of Old format messages translated from 

New can only be achieved prior to 07:00 UTC on Wednesday. 

4.16.1.1. DOF 

Care needs to be taken in the creation of test data designed to test the DOF functionality.  
The inclusion of a DOF coupled with the date/time at which the test is to be performed and 
taking the parameters described in 4.5.2 into consideration, may have an impact upon the 
outcome and achievement of the desired objective.  

4.16.2. Transition and Roll-Over  

4.16.2.1. Test Case Description for IFPS States 

Example Scenarios: 
Reference TRANSLATION_OLD (TO) 

Objective 1. Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to convert New format into Old 
format in accordance with ICAO_2012_READY_DATE parameter 
setting of the addressee 
2. Demonstrate the ability of an ATC unit to process Old format 
converted from New format. 

Pre-requisites 
(see §4.5.2) 

<IFPS_SWITCH> set to ‘New only’ at time ‘S’ 
<ICAO_2012_READY_DATE> set to time ‘R’ (R = S + 28hr)  
<FPL_DIST_TIME> set to 6hr 
<MAX_FILING_TIME> set to 24hr 

Test Data C1. Valid New format messages relevant to the ATC unit concerned 
and with an entry time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) before 
‘R’  

Expected Result C1. Old format messages provided by IFPS to the ATC unit 
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Translation Test Case – IFPS States
“00:00UTC 15 Nov”
IFPS Switch (‘S’)
Wed. 07:00 UTC

“12:00UTC 16 Nov”
2012 Ready Date (‘R’)

Thur. 11:00 UTC

= FPL submission time & format (N=New, O=Old)

= FPL distribution time & format (N=New, O=Old)

= EOBDT (Off Block Date & Time)

<6 hrs

O

N TO_C1

TO_C1 = Test Case reference

 

Figure 5 Translation Test Case for IFPS States 

 
Reference TRANSITION_NEW (TN) 

Objective 1. Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to provide New format in 
accordance with ICAO_2012_READY_DATE parameter setting of 
the addressee. 
2. Demonstrate the ability of an ATC unit to process New format. 

Pre-requisites 
(see §4.5.2) 

<IFPS_SWITCH> set to ‘New only’ at time ‘S’ 
<ICAO_2012_READY_DATE> set to time ‘R’ (R = S + 28hr)  
<FPL_DIST_TIME> set to 6hr 
<MAX_FILING_TIME> set to 24hr 

Test Data C1. Valid New format message sent to IFPS after ‘R’ with an entry 
time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) less than 6hr in the future 
C2. Valid New format message sent to IFPS before ‘R’ with an entry 
time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) less than 6hr in the future 
C3. Valid New format message sent to IFPS less than 1 hr before ‘R’ 
with an entry time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) greater than 
7hr in the future 

Expected Result C1. New format messages provided by IFPS to the ATC unit 
C2. Old format messages provided by IFPS to the ATC unit 
C3. New format message provided by IFPS to the ATC unit 6 hr 
before EOBDT. 
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Translation (TO) + Transition (TN) Test Cases
– IFPS States

“00:00UTC 15 Nov”
IFPS Switch (‘S’)
Wed. 07:00 UTC

“12:00UTC 16 Nov”
2012 Ready Date (‘R’)

Thur. 11:00 UTC

= FPL submission time & format (N=New, O=Old)

= FPL distribution time & format (N=New, O=Old)

= EOBDT (Off Block Date & Time)

<6 hrs

O

N TO_C1

TO_C1 = Test Case reference

<6 hrs

N

N TN_C1

<6 hrs

O

N TN_C2

>6 hrs

N

N TN_C3

=6 hrs

 

Figure 6 Translation & Transition Test Cases for IF PS States 

 
Ops Date Rollover 
At a given time (Operations = 00:00UTC on 15 Nov 2012) a switch can be set in IFPS to 
indicate that Old format messages processed from that moment onwards will no longer be 
accepted.  
An ATC unit can achieve a clean switch from Old to New (no period of mixture of both Old 
and New) 36 hrs or more after IFPS stops accepting Old but for the purpose of testing we 
will use a period of 28 hrs. 
 
Reference ROLLOVER_SWITCH (RS) 

Objective 1. Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to switch from accepting both Old 
and New formats to accepting New format only. 
2. Demonstrate the ability of an ATC unit to achieve a clean switch 
from Old to New format. 

Pre-requisites 
(see §4.5.2) 

<IFPS_SWITCH> set to ‘New only’ at time ‘S’ 
<ICAO_2012_READY_DATE> set to time ‘R’ (R = S + 28hr)  
<FPL_DIST_TIME> set to 6hr 
<MAX_FILING_TIME> set to 24hr 

Test Data C1. Valid Old format messages sent to IFPS before ‘S’ with an entry 
time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) less than ’R’. 
C2. Valid New format messages sent to IFPS at any time with an 
entry into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) less than ’R’ 
C3. Valid Old format messages sent to IFPS before ’S’ with an entry 
into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) after ‘R’ 
C4. Valid Old format messages sent to IFPS after ’S’ 

Expected Result C1. Reception from IFPS in Old format, at EOBDT-6 hrs 
C2. Reception from IFPS in Old format, as translated by IFPS, at 
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EOBDT -6hrs i.e. prior to <ICAO_2012_READY_DATE> time 
C3. Error – EOBDT outside acceptable range (<24hr in advance) 
C4. Error – Old format not accepted 
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Translation (TO) + Transition (TN) + Rollover Switc h (RS) Test Cases
– IFPS States

IFPS Switch (‘S’)
Wed. 07:00 UTC

2012 Ready Date (‘R’)
Thur. 11:00 UTC

<6 hrs

O

N TO_C1 <6 hrs

N

N TN_C1

<6 hrs

O

N TN_C2

>6 hrs

N

N TN_C3

=6 hrs

>6 hrs

O

O RS_C1

=6 hrs

>6 hrs

O

N RS_C2

=6 hrs

<6 hrs
REJ

O RS_C4

>24 hrs

O RS_C3

REJ

28 hrs

 

Figure 7 All Migration Test Cases for IFPS States 

 

4.16.2.2. Non-IFPS States 

Reference AD-Line (AD) 

Objective 1. Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to switch from accepting both Old 
and New formats to accepting New format only. 
2. Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to distribute to AD line addressees 
in Old format only ahead of the IFPS Switch date/time. 
3. Demonstrate the ability of IFPS to distribute in New format 
following the IFPS Switch date. 

Pre-requisites 
(see §4.5.2) 

<IFPS_SWITCH> set to ‘New only’ at time ‘S’ 
<FPL_DIST_TIME_FOR_AD ADDRESSEES> set to 6hr 
<MAX_FILING_TIME> set to 24hr 

Test Data C1. Valid New format message sent to IFPS before ‘S’ with an entry 
time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) before ‘S’. 
C2. Valid Old format messages sent to IFPS before ‘S’ with an entry 
time into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) after ’S’. 
C3. Valid New format messages sent to IFPS before ‘S’ with an entry 
into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) after ‘S’ 
C4. Valid Old format messages sent to IFPS before ’S’ with an entry 
into the ATC units airspace (EOBDT) > 24hr in the future 
C5. Valid Old format messages sent to IFPS after ’S’ 

Expected Result C1. Reception from IFPS in Old format 
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C2. Reception from IFPS in Old format, at EOBDT-6 hrs 
C3. Reception from IFPS in New format at EOBDT -6hrs  
C4. Error – EOBDT outside acceptable range (<24hr in advance) 
C5. Error – Old format not accepted 
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Transition + Rollover Test Cases – Non-IFPS States

IFPS Switch (‘S’)
Wed. 07:00 UTC

<6 hrs

O

N AD_C1

>6 hrs

O

O AD_C2

=6 hrs

>6 hrs

N

N AD_C3

=6 hrs

<6 hrs
REJ

O AD_C5

>24 hrs

O AD_C4

REJ

 

Figure 8 Transition & Roll-Over Test Cases for Non- IFPS States 

5. PASSIVE TESTING 

Passive testing refers to the ability of a stakeholder to continue to use the IFPS test platform 
outside the formal OPT test sessions.  
No support however will be available in the form of manual intervention by the Test Team 

5.1. Configuration 

Normally the environment setup (addresses, parameters, etc.) that existed following the 
previous OPT session will remain and will be maintained across AIRAC cycles. This means 
the system will normally be in post-Nov 2012 mode i.e. IFPS acceptance of New only. 
Participants will therefore able to send test 2012 format messages and receive the 
automated IFPS response.  

It should be noted that the IFPS test system normally receives a copy of all operational 
messages (except during formal OPT sessions when it will be disabled). This means that, if 
you participated to OPT using an operational address, during Passive testing you will receive 
duplicate messages concerning these copied operational messages.  

5.2. Participation 

The IFPS test platform can be made available between OPT sessions to those having 
already registered and having participated to the previous OPT session. 
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The Test Team should be contacted 24 hrs in advance to determine whether or not the test 
platform is available and to ensure the correct addresses are configured in the CFMU 
communications system.  Modification of parameter settings will only be possible if workload 
and test system usage for internal purposes permits.   

6. CONTACTS   

All testing related queries and requests : 
 
 Test Team: 
 
 E-Mail:   dnm.fpl2012@eurocontrol.int 
 

Phone:   +32 2 7299785



EUR 2012 Test Plan  
 

Registration Form for 2012 Operational Evaluation ( OPT) 
 

- FLIGHT PLAN ORIGINATOR -  

 

Version: 1.0  FLIGHT PLAN ORIGINATOR 
 

 
This form should be used by: 

 Aircraft Operators; 

 Aerodrome Reporting Offices (AROs); 

 Flight Plan Service Providers; 

 Others engaged in the creation of flight plans. 
 

Note: One form should be returned for each unit/address wishing to participate. 
 

Please complete using block letters and return as an e-mail attachment to: 

 
SAT Team, 

Operational Requirements & Acceptance 

E-mail: dnm.fpl2012@eurocontrol.int 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
DO NOT USE THIS FORM IF YOU WILL PARTICIPATE AS AN ATC UNIT 
 

A) Company Name :   ICAO Designator : 
     

B) Contact Person Name :   

 Telephone :    

 Fax : 

 E-mail : 

C) Indicate the session(s) in which you want to participate by inserting an 'X' in the 
appropriate space in the table below. 

 
Test Session Participation  

 (Please place an ‘X’ if you wish to 
participate) 

OPT1 :  30 January – 3 February 2012  

OPT2 : 20 – 24 February 2012  

OPT 3 : 07 – 11 May 2012  

OPT 4 : 11 – 15 June 2012  

OPT 5 : 03 – 07 September 2012  

OPT 6 : 24 – 28 September 2012  
 



EUR 2012 Test Plan  
 

Registration Form for 2012 Operational Evaluation ( OPT) 
 

- FLIGHT PLAN ORIGINATOR -  

 

Version: 1.0  FLIGHT PLAN ORIGINATOR 
 

D) Indicate the address from which you will send messages to the IFPS Test system : 

 

 

E) Is the address given in D) your operational address? YES / NO 
 
Note :  If YES care should be taken to ensure that the ACK, MAN, REJ messages from 
the IFPS test system are NOT used operationally. 

 

 

 

 



EUR 2012 Test Plan  
 

Registration Form for 2012 Operational Evaluation ( OPT) 
 

- ATC UNIT - 

 

Version: 1.0  ATC UNIT 
 

This form should be used by: 

 ATC Units (ACC, UAC, TWR, APP, ARO) wishing to receive flight plan data. 
 

Note: One form should be returned for each unit/address wishing to participate. 
 

Please complete using block letters and return as an e-mail attachment to: 

 
SAT Team, 

Operational Requirements & Acceptance 

E-mail: dnm.fpl2012@eurocontrol.int 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
DO NOT USE THIS FORM IF YOU WILL PARTICIPATE AS AN AIRCRAFT OPERATOR 
OR  FLIGHT PLAN SERVICE PROVIDER 

A) State : 

B) ATS Unit:     

C) Contact Person Name :    
 
 Telephone :    
 
 Fax :    
 
 E-mail :    

D) Indicate the session(s) during which you wish to participate by inserting an 'X' in the 
appropriate space in the table below 

 
Test Session Participation  

 (Please place an ‘X’ if you wish to participate) 

OPT1 :  30 January – 3 February 2012  

OPT2 : 20 – 24 February 2012  

OPT 3 : 07 – 11 May 2012  

OPT 4 : 11 – 15 June 2012  

OPT 5 : 03 – 07 September 2012  

OPT 6 : 24 – 28 September 2012  

E) Indicate the address where flight planning messages from the IFPS Test system are 
requested to be received: 

 



EUR 2012 Test Plan  
 

Registration Form for 2012 Operational Evaluation ( OPT) 
 

- ATC UNIT - 

 

Version: 1.0  ATC UNIT 
 

 

F) If the address given in E) is a test address, indicate the operational address(es) or unit(s) 
it replaces or simulates for the purpose of testing: 

 

G) If you intend to send test messages to the IFPS test address indicate the address you 
will use i.e the address from which IFPS will receive these messages: 

 

Do you wish to receive ACK, MAN, REJ messages ?  Yes  /  No 

H) If you are an IFPS State the standard test configuration will provide you with a clean 
switch (no mixed reception of both Old & New formats) from Old to New format at 11:00 
UTC on the Thursday of each test session. 
 
If you wish to change this configuration please indicate when you want to allow reception 
of New format messages: 
  Day:  Time (UTC): 
 
 
Note: If you change the standard configuration then the test data descriptions provided in 
this document (EUR Test Plan) concerning ‘Transition’ will not be applicable.    

 

 

 

 



 
 

CONSIDERACIONES  DURANTE PERIODO DE 
TRANSICION 

 

  FASE DE TRANSICION 1   
1 ENERO 2012       31 MARZO DE 2012  

            PRUEBAS NACIONALES  FORMATO DE PLAN DE VUELO ENTRE DEPENDENCIAS ATS  

                    AMHS/AFTN   
                     FDP 

FASE DE TRANSICION 2  
 
1 ABRIL 2012       30 JUNIO 2012 
    
      PRUEBAS REGIONALES O INTERREGIONALES ENTRE DEPENDENCIAS ATS  
  AMHS/AFTN 
  FDP  
                                           FASE DE TRANSICION 3  
1 DE JULIO 2012    14 NOVIEMBRE DE 2012  
 PRUEBAS CON  USUARIOS  
  PLAN NUEVO 
  PLAN ACTUAL 



CONSIDERACIONES DURANTE EL PERIODO DE 
TRANSICION  

CONSIDERACIONES EN LA CODIFICACION DEL SOFTWARE  

 DOF (PRESENTACION PLAN DE VUELO 120H EN ANTELACION) 

      NO TODOS LOS ESTADOS LO VAN A IMPLANTAR  
         DOF NO ES NECESARIO AIDC  
  SE MANEJA COMO UN MENSAJE CON ERROR  SI SE CONSIDERA EN EL LAPSO 24H 

   DEFINICIONE S CASILLA 10  a    
 
       CAMBIO EN LA DEFINICION DE S   EN  LA CASILLA 10 a NO ES IGUAL  SU ALCANCE  CON EL NUEVO FORMATO 
       QUE EN EL ACTUAL 
        LOS ESTADOS QUE NO HAN IMPLANTADO  LOS CAMBIOS  AL NUEVO PLAN DEBEN INTRODUCIR EN 
       LA CASILLA        10 LA LETRA F SI TIENE INSTALADO ADF. 
       CONSIDERACIONES CASILLA 10 a  y PBN  CASILLA 18  
         SI SE INTRODUCE B1,B2, C1,C2, D1 D2 O1 O2  AGREGAR G CASILLA 10 a  
  SI SE INTRODUCE B1,B3, C1,C3, D1 D3 O1 O3  AGREGAR   D CASILLA 10 a  
  SI SE INTRODUCE B1,B4  AGREGAR G CASILLA 10 a AGREGAR O, S y D  
  SI SE INTRODUCE B1,B5, C1  AGREGAR  I CASILLA 10 a  
  SI SE INTRODUCE C1,C4,  D1 D4  O1 O4  AGREGAR  D e I  CASILLA 10 a   
 
 
 
 



CONSIDERACIONES  DURANTE PERIODO DE 
TRANSICION 

 
• LA CONVERSION DURANTE EL PERIODO DE TRANSICION ES DEL NUEVO AL ACTUAL FORMATO SOLAMENTE  
• DIFERENCIACION ENTRE EL NUEVO Y ACTUAL FORMATO DE PLAN DE VUELO 
 SI EL FPL ES LLENADO ANTES QUE UN ANSP  ACEPTE EL NUEVO FORMATO  ASUME QUE EL FPL ES 
 EL ACTUAL 
 SI EL ANSP HA ANUNCIADO QUE ACEPTA EL NUEVO FORMATO DE PLAN DE VUELO ASUME QUE EL 
 PLAN DE VUELO ES ACTUAL SI : 
 Casilla 10 a  los indicativos E, J , M o P  están sin valores numéricos  
 Casilla 10b  el indicativo D  sin valor numérico  
 Casilla 18   elementos  después del indicativo  STS / que no está en el NUEVO formato 
 Casilla 18  Si después del indicativo PER/  hay mas de una letra  
  SI EL ANSP HA ANUNCIADO QUE ACEPTA EL NUEVO FORMATO DE PLAN DE VUELO ASUME QUE EL 
 PLAN DE VUELO ES NUEVO  SI : 
 Casilla 10 a  A, B,E1, E2,E3, J1,J2,J3, J4,J5,J6,J7,M1.M2 , M3 ,P1-P9 
 Casilla 10b  E, H,L,B1,B2,U1,U2,V1,V2,D1 or G 
 Casilla 18  PBN/ SUR/ DEL/ TALT/ 
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