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WRA Campaign

Lidar Verification Test 
 Confirm data accuracy of 

lidar unit compared to 
results from  lidar type 
tests

Lidar Performance 
Sanity Check 
 Confirm that there are 

no large errors in lidar 
performance

Fixed platform 
(RP 91)

Pre-deployment verification options of a FLS used for a WRA campaign

FLS Verification Test 
(RP 90)
 Confirm data accuracy of FLS 

unit compared to results 
from trial of FLS type

 Design according to trial but 
with focus on accuracy (and 
not availability)

Lidar Verification Test 
 Confirm data accuracy of 

lidar unit compared to 
results from  lidar type 
tests

FLS Performance Sanity 
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platform
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Lower uncertainty Higher uncertainty
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Check (RP 93)
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FLS Performance Sanity 
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performance

Risk based approach
(RP 92)
 In case of low resources and 

operational considerations
 Depending on FLS maturity, 

FLS unit specifics and 
appetite for uncertainty 

 User decides which 
mitigations to perform 
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