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v'Support global harmonization between the FAA’s
EXCOM and EU's implementation of ICAO concepts/
technologies

v'Assist with the coordination of deployment
v'Planning and implementation activities.

v Promote harmonization and interoperability

CCOM - -~ DCOM
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CommON PROJECT ONE REG.
(EU)N.116/2021

Federal Aviation
Administration

COMMISSION IMPLEMENTING REGULATION (EU) .../..
of X

on the establishment of the Common Project One supporting the implementation of the
European Air Traffic Management Master Plan provided for in Regulation (EC) No
550/2004 of the European Parliament and of the Council, amending Comumission
Implementing Regulation (EU) No 409/2013 and repealing Commission Implementing
Re gulation (EU) No 71612014

(Textwith EEA relevance)

THE EUROPEAN COMMISSION.

Having regard to the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union,

Having tegard to Regulation (EC) No 5502004 of the Ewopean Parliament and of the

Council of 10 March 2004 on the provision of air navigation services i the single European

sky (the service provision Regulation)!, andin particular Article 15athereof.

Whereas

(1)  The Siogle Ewopean Sky (‘SES) aims at modernising the Ewopean air traffic
management (‘ATM') by improving its safety and efficiency. It contributes to the

reduction of greenhouse gas cmissions. The Single European Sky Air Traffic
Management Rescarch and Development (‘SESAR’) project constitutes the

technological pillar of the SES.
(2)  Modernisation should be steered to achieving the Esopean ATM Master plan’s vision
of a digital European sky
(3)  Effective ATM: isati timely i ion of innovative ATM
i Those i i be based on i

fevels of automation. cyber-secure data sharing. and connectivity in ATM Those
technologies should also increase the levels of virtualisation of the European ATM
infrastructure andair traffic service provision in all types ofairspace.

(4)  Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 40020137 establishes a framework
for SESAR deployment setting out fhe requizements for the content of common
projects, for their setup, adoption. implementation and monitoring.

(5)  Common projects should only inchike ATM functionalities that are ready for
implementation, that require synchronised implementation and that contribute
significantly to achieving Union-wide performance targets.

(6)  Common projects are i through projects by the
manager in with the deploy:
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SESAR DEPLOYMENT
PROGRAMME

[

SESAR

Deployment
Programme

Delivering ATM modernisation in Europe together

Exropean lnion

FF-ICE mandate in Europe

Geographical Scope

All IFR GAT AUs operating in the EATMN
Airspace are mandated by the CP1 regulation

Ground mandate

“"ANSPs must upgrade their ground systems to
process and receive the eFPL, but also to make
operational use of it.

EATMN in CP1 = EU+ Switzerland & Norway
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Airspace Users

= Fewer rejected flight plans

= Better trajectories

= Fly closerto optimal desired
trajectory

= More efficient flow planning

= |Improved planning services

Federal Aviation
Sesar Why FF-ICE? - Benefits

B ]
‘\ BENEFlTs | Ground
“q— - — = More efficient surface movements
= More informed decision making
v = |mproved predictability for sector-sector
Im[?r ove.d. and ANSP-ANSP coordination
predictability » Increased data accuracy

v Improved efficiency = |mproved Flow Management
v' Flexibility
v’ Cost efficiency
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Additional information driving TBO through the eFPL
eFPL

FPL2012
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Limited information

51 FPL2012 information elements
Manual process
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Richer and digital information

30 New eFPL information elements
4DT for improved Flow
Management
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Computer flight plan service ATC FlightPlan
Providers (CFSP) J . eFPL

International Flight Plan
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Collaboration & Stakeholder Engagement
Continued information sharing with other - L
forums, to share progress and receive feedback
Filed eFPL
from AUs e | = e
:zg:z:lr:iec?::nrﬂle:sb::zﬂ:Ieedn?ged,-’ revisited = “ N - 2 ;f-::=
) ir:r:n :r \r-:icjs:irnilr.::l:i‘;n:eropperspccti\rc ? - . ::;;
(draft) DCOM FF-ICE Workplan ==

Planned Activities and Objectives .
[...]
Understand differences between implementations in the United States
and Europe. PR — ——

FORTY THIRD WORKING CROUP MEETING
Moatréal, 1317 November 2023

Facilitate harmonization and interoperability between the United States

and Europe. F P F D E T F I

SUNDMARY

Establish a global outreach strategy to engage with other ANSPs and e
AUs on FF-ICE R1 implementation il

!
bsted foy
- mplemestation practices actoss ANSPa worldwide, how o handle the trasslatics fom FPL2012
et 10 v,
Deliverables T —
Juiss FDOM CCB | CFSPs interchange meetings about FFICER] & FDOM implementations aspects. The
X FIXM CCB
A mumber of these topics, bowever, have been picked up by the US / EU Deployment
L fedination Committes (DOOM) that discusses, among otbers, the coordmated deploymest of FF-ICERI
ices This specifs FPICER] Services ofthe
— ——
S . = : e 3 a 5
- .

INTRODUCTION

La July 2023, 3 meeting A
FDXM CCB 1 Sve CFSPy m crder 80 exchange views about particulas aupects of tha emplemestation of
Services. T hallenges' faced by CFSPs

Documentation recommending best practices for FF-ICE R1 B e
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Administration = T, 0 The need for an aligned approach globally to FF-ICE

 Flight plans received in Europe filed from more than 50 different
countries

» Different processes from country to country and AU to AU

* More than 900 operationally active Airspace users worldwide

Monthly Scheduled carrier traffic:

* ~190 Commercial Carriers
filing in the US

« ~385 Commercial Carriers

~ filing in Europe A
+ ......... ’ ‘.‘4
Nonh@ * Europe o, @
, Atlantic Y - AR LAl AN Y ‘R
Region Average.d by AwE A %2019 . \)‘ R 710 Asia/Pacific
flights  week year SO HE L e
Inra-Europe 18877 5% t5% ¢ 6% X ' & i MidleEast
Europe + Asia/Pacific 735 ¢ 3% 4 #25% ¢ 2% s ' North-A fnc%
Africa Eurcpe < Mid-Atlantic 199 ¢ 1% +2% +4% MicAtantic {
48 ! ;
| § Europe < Middle-East 1228 % ¢ 4% ¢ 3% . ,
o Europe < North Atlantc 93 4 M% 4 H6% 4 10% SoutfAtiantic i
Europe «* North-Africa 034 % 4 H11% 4 +15% Southern Africa
Mexih
Caribbean 4 Europe « Other Europe 29 ¢ 0% ¥ 1% ¥ -10%
2345 ; Europe < South-Atlantic 181 ¢ -1% +12% +4%

South Europe = Southemn Africa
4@l America
‘ 827 Non Intra-Europe



Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
FAA Source: FAA Traffic Flow Management System (TFMS) via Office of Performance Analysis



»
[N

AdmlnIStratlon DEPLOYMENT MANAGER

B mplementation ongeing
B Coordination ongoing
[ Coordination’initiated

Federal Aviation §OGA[ General FF-ICE Global Harmonization Needs

Not only a flight plan format
change

Various exchange
mechanisms in place now
(AFTN, AMHS, SWIM)

FF-ICE introduces enhanced
information

Alignment between US and
Europe not enough

Benefits only achieved if
implemented globally

How do we push forward the
rest of the global FF-ICE
implementation?
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Joint Timeline and Common Approach to FF-ICE
PROGRAM CY 2020 CY 2021 CY 2022 CY 2023 CY 2024 CY 2025 CY 2026 CY 2027 CY 2028 CY 2029 CY 2030

o |62 |62 |ae o |oe|ee|oe]| o |ae|as|os far o2 e |oe o |ae|ae |ae | o |oe oo s o |ee|ao]ae o |oe |ce|os|cn|ae|as|oe | an|ae|ao|oe |on | a2 ae|as

RRA FlightPlanning & Filing Ris'f I?educti(l)n
Activity-Jan 23 Ph110C1- Q3'28 M@ my Ph110C2- Q129

Phase 1: Flight Data Sharing, Flight Plan Filing, Trial Service

FF-ICEin US
Phase 2: Preliminary Flight Planning & add’l enhancements

NM NM 24.0 NM 25.0 NM 26.0 NM 27.0 iNM
Transition to FIXM 4.3.0 . FF-ICE CP1 Mandate In Europe
EATMN Q223 My Q126 ALL EU ANSPs fully
transitioned to eFPL
Phase 1: Filing Service, Trial Service, Flight Data Request Service Q132

FF-ICEin Phase 2: Notification Service, eFPL
Europe
Phase 3: Planning Service, Consolidated feedback, EUR ANSPs feedback to NM
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v'Pre-departure trajectory negotiations via a SWIM environment, using FF-ICE/R1 and supporting data sharing
services drives us closer to the ICAO TBO vision where the flown flight path is as close as possible to the
user-preferred flight path. Resolving demand/capacity imbalances earlier and more efficiently.

v'Goal for Harmonization of eFPLs, to have a single format of eFPL that AUs can send to any eASP with
respective extensions (extensions can be ignored to avoid FP rejections)

v'Globalisation in terms of ATC system collaborations underlines the need for global coordination both on filing
and distribution point of view of FF-ICE Flight plans.

Richer flight Improved Improved Improved flow
Information Planning decision-Making management

Towards trajectory exchanges
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