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lMocrbedra usmjeHa:
08.08.16.

Cepxa oBoOr caBsjeTogaBHOr MaTepujana je Aa ynyTu aepogpoMcKe ornepartope y u3pagy
aepoHayTuyke cTyamje, Te MNpUKaxe BaXKHOCT M 3Ha4Yaj aepoHayTuyke CTyauvje y uurby
CMareHa pu3nka 40 nNpuxeaTibUBOr HMBOA 6e36jeaHOr oaBujakba NeTavykux akTMBHOCTU Ha
aepogpomy M HavvH n3gasana usyseha.

MNMojmoBwu:
aepoHayTuyKa  nodpasymujesa cmydujy npobnema kojuma ce udeHmugbukyje u epwu odabup moayhux
cTyavja pjewersa Koja cy npuxeamsrbusa, a Hehe Hapywumu 6e36jedHocm
nponucu rnodpasymujesajy 3aKkoOHCKe U rnod3akoHcKe akme Koju ce objaerbyjy y CryxbeHom
enacHuKy buX, a koju ce oOHoce Ha umnnemedmayujy ICAO Cmardap0da u npernopyyeHe
npakce u umnnemMeHmauujy nponuca cadpxaHux y ECAA criopasymy, AHekc | ca ceum
He208UM U3MjeHaMma u GorlyHama Koje cy Ha cHa3u. [lponucu y cmucily oge 00nyKe He
nodpasymujesajy EC Ypedbe (EC regulation) koje ce npumjersyjy OupekmHo.
CkpaheHuue:
AGA Aerodromes, air routes and ground aids - Aepodpomu, 8a30ywHU ymeesu U 3eMarbCcKa
cpedcmea
AlIP Aeronautical Information Publication — 360pHUK 8a3dyx0ono8HUX UHGhopMayuja
ANAD Air Navigation and Airport Division - CexTop 3a Ba3ayxOnfioBHy HaBurauujy 1 aepoapome
BHDCA Bosnia and Herzegovina Directorate of Civil Aviation - upekuuja 3a LMBUNHO
Ba3ayxonnoBcTBO bocHe n XepuerosuHe
DG BHDCA Director General- 'eHepanHu gupektop BHDCA
ICAO International Civil Aviation Organization - MeflyHapoaHa opraHv3aumja uMBUNHor
Ba3gyXxomnnoBCcTBa

e [lpaBunHWK O ycrioBMMa W HadvHy usgaBaka NOTBpAE aepoipOMCKOM onepaTopy,
UamjeHe n ponyHe [lpaBunHWKa O ycrnoBMMa W HavvHy Wu3gaBakba noTBpae
aepoapoMCKoM onepaTtopy

e Opanyka O BUCMHM HakHada 3a ycnyre u3 HagnexdHoctn [dupekumje 3a UMBUITHO
BasayxonnoscTeBo buX

e [lpaBunHWK 0 aepogpomMuma
¢ Manual on Certification of Aerodromes — ICAO doc.9774 AN/969
e Safety Management Manual — ICAO doc.9859
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AepoHayTudka cTyauja je cTyguja npobnema kojuma ce uaeHTMdukyje u Bpm ogabup
moryhux pjeluemna koja cy npuxeatribuea a Hehe HapywunTn 6e3bjegHoct. (ICAO doc.9774).

AepoHayTudka cTyaouvja je nMMcaHW OOKYMEHT Y KOjeM ce Ha OCHOBY Baehmx 3aKOHCKUX
nponuca, Te Hay4YHUX U CTPYYHUX NPUPYYHUKA MPUMjEHOM jegHe unn Buwe oaroBapajyhunx
Hay4YHUX MeToda of CTpaHe oBnawheHor MHXewepa TEXHOoNoruje BasgylwHor caobpahaja

yTBphyje:

e [la nu, y KojeM cTeneHy W Ha Koju HauduH, ogrosapajyhe oacTtynawe of Baxehux
3aKOHCKMX nponuca ytnye Ha 6e36jeqHOCT onepauuja Ba3ayxonsoBa, Te ako yTuye

e Moryhe antepHaTuBHe Mjepe M MNOCTynke y uwby o6e3bjefuBaa MakcumanHe
6e3bjeqHOCTM onepaumja Ba3gyxonnoBa, Kao 1

e CreneH edurKacHOCTU CBake o MNPeasIoOKEeHWX Mjepa W MoCcTynaka, YCMjepeHuUX Ha
cMmarwene yTuuaja Ha 6e36jeaHoCT, y3pOKOBaHOr aHanuMavMpaHum O[CTynakem Of
Bakehux nponuca.

AepoHayTudka ctyguja ce uspahyje y unroy:

a) [okasumBawa ga cy Beh uarpaheHn nnm nnaHmpaHu (HoBM) OBjeKTM Ha aepoapoMy U y
HEroBOj HENOCpPedHOj OKOMWHW, Te Mpenpeke y NpoCTopy, Yy CKnagy ca Baxehum
3aKOHCKMM nponucuma, nunm

b) YTtephuBawa ga nu, y KojeM CTeneHy M Ha Koju HayuH, oAaroBapajyhe oacTtynakwe oA
Bakehnx 3akoHCKMX nponuca ytude Ha 6e3b6jedHOCT onepaumja Basgyxonnosa, T€ ako
yTnde

c) HedwuHucawa moryhux antepHaTUBHMX Mjepa M MNocTynaka y uurby o6e3bjefhuBara
MakcumanHe 6e3bjegHoOCTM onepaumja Ba3ayxonnoBa, Kao U1

d) [detarbHe npoujeHe edurKkacHOCTM CBake o0f NpPeanoXeHux Mjepa W nocTynaka
yCMjepeHUx Ha CcMamewe yTuuaja Ha 6e36jegHocT y3pokoBaHor oarosapajyhum
nsysehem.

AepoHayTuyka ctyauvja ce uspahyje yBujek kaga:

o Ce nnaHupa uarpagha HOBOr UV HagorpagHka uUnuM pekoHCTpykumja nocrojeher objekTa
Ha aepoapoMy 1 Y heroBoj 6nuanHu, Te kKaga

e 3060r ogpeheHnx 0BjeKTMBHUX YMkeHuua Huje Moryhe nowToBaTu Baxehe 3akoHcke
nponuce, a y uurby nobusana crbegehmx gokymeHata og BHDCA:

1. Pjewete 3a ynotpeby aepogpoma,
2. TlMotepay 3a aepogpom,

3. TlNocebHo opobpene (carmacHOCT) 3a NpojeKTOBawe, rpaakwy WM O3HavyaBahe
aepoapoma u gpyrmx objekarta koju mory ytmuatn Ha 6e36jegHOCT Ba3ayxonsoBa,

4. TlpeTxogHe carnacHoCTU 3a U3rpafky W NMOCTaBIbake BasdyxOMSOBHUX Mpenpeka
n3BaH obracTu aepogpoma Koje npernase nponvcaHy BUCKHY,

5. CarnacHocTM Ha MpeanoXeHe KOPEKTMBHE Mjepe Yy Uuby OTKNakama
HeycknaheHocTn yTBpheHWX TOKOM pefoBHWX W BaHPeOHWX Haz3opa orepatopa
aepogpoma.
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AepoHayTU4Ky CTyaujy MoXe M3paguTyu aepoapoMCKu onepaTtop unm osnawheHo ousnyko
W1 NPaBHO NKULLE KOje je KOMNETEHTHO N CTPYYHO Y 06nacTu UMBUNHOr Ba3gyxonnoBCcTBa.

AepoHayTuyka cTyamja nogpasymuvjeBa cMCTEMATCKM U LOKYMEHTOBaHM NpucTyn npobrnemy
KOju ce MoXxe n3paguTn Kpos 9 Kopaka, a To Cy:

Onuc npobnema n unrbeea

Opabup npoueaypa, MeToga 1 n3sopa nogartaka
WpoeHTndukaumnja HexeroeHnx gorahaja

AHanmsa y3po4Hux cakTtopa, 036urbHOCT 1 BjepoBaTHoha
Onwuc pusnka

MaoeHTudukaumja moryhmnx mjepa yonaxaeara

MpoujeHa edhekTMBHOCTM Mjepa ybnaxkaBama

N36op mjepa ybnaxaBara

Manarawe pesynraTa.

CoNoOhRWNE
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MpaBo NpuxeaTtakwa Unu oabvjara pesynrtata aepoHayTU4Ke CTyauje NoYMBa UCKIbYYMBO Ha
perynaropy.

MN3ysehe ce ogHocu Ha TO [a onepaTop aepogpoma MoXxe OACTYNUTU o oapeheHnx
cTaHAapaHuX MponucaHnx ycrnosa v npoueaypa, Koju ce Mory noctuhv Ha Opyru HaudviH, a
npu ToMe ce He HapyLiaBa 6e36jegHOCT onepauuja.

OpcTtynarwe onepartopa je yCNoBrbEHO TMME Aa onepaTop pagu y ckragy ca ycrioBuma u
npouenypama ogpehenum y notepan, 6yayhu ga je To og 6utHor nHTepeca 3a 6e3bjegHocT
onepauuja Ha aepoapomy.

Onepatop aepogpoma je, y3 3axTjeB 3a usysehe, obasesaH gocrasutn y BHDCA n gokas o
ynnatu pagu nposoherwa noctynka ogobpasawa u3yseha, a y cknagy ca ynaHom 45. ctas
(1) Oponyke o0 BMCMHM HakHaga 3a ycryre u3 HagnexHoctn [upekuuwje 3a UMBUITHO
BasgyxonnosctBo buX. Ha 3axTjeB onepatopa aepogpoma, BHDCA MoXe, HaKOH YKYMHO
npoBedeHor NocTynka, ogobpuTtn ogrosapajyhe nsysehe y nucmeHom obnuky.

Opobperwe 3a u3ysehe op Baxehux nponmca goHocu BHDCA Ha ocHoBy wuspaheHe
aepoHayTWyKe CcTyaumje n notnucaHe of osnawheHor MHXewepa TeXHONornje BasayLUuHor
caobpahaja, y cnyyajy Kaga je npegnoXxeHnm antepHaTtMBHMM MjepamMa u/vnu noctynuuma
o6e3bunjehena Hajpeha 6e36jegHocT onepauuja Basgyxonnosa. Ogobpewe 3a u3dysehe of
Baxkehux nponnca BHDCA moxe nsgatu:

® Ha ogpeheHn BpeMeHCKM Nnepuoa, ca orpaHM4eHnM poKOM Tpajarsa, unu
® TpajHo.

Ha ocHoBy nagator ogobpera Kojum onepatopy aepogpoma BHDCA ponywta oactynamwe
of Baxehumx 3aKOHCKMX Mponuca, onepatop aepogpomMa je obase3daH y 300pPHUKY
Ba3ayxonnoBHUX MHgopmaumja (AUP) aa objasu crbegehe:

e CaxeT onuc oacTynaka oA nponuca 3a Koje je usgato ogobperse,

® BpeMmeHCKM poK y KojeM je OACTynawe 04 3aKOHCKUX npornuca ogobpeHo,

e Mjepe 1 noctynke 4uja je NnpumjeHa obaBes3Ha y UuIby OTKNakwama nocroegumua Koje
ofobpeHo oacTynawe Moxe umatum no 6e3bjeqHOCT onepauuja Basgyxonnosa,

e C(CBe eBeHTyanHe onacHocTu no 6e36jegHOCT onepauuvja Basgyxonnosa Koje Mory
HacTaTy NpUMmjeHOM oJoBpeHuX anTepHaTUBHUX Mjepa W MocTynaka, ogobpeHux y

UMIby OTKNakaka OMacHOCTM, Y3poKoBaHe OA0OpeHVMM oacTynaweM of Baxkehux
3aKOHCKUX nponuca.
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AERONAUTICAL STUDY
FROM
AEROPORTS DE PARIS (AdP)
ON
RUNWAY AND SHOULDER WIDTH

A380 ACCOMMODATION
AT
PARIS CHARLES DE GAULLE AIRPORT (CDG)
ON
RUNWAY 1 (09R/27L) AND RUNWAY 2 (08L/26R)

TABLE OF CONTENT

1-SCOPE

a) Site, aircraft and infrastructures
b) Proposed provisions

2 - REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

a) Planning of new facilities: ICAO Annex 14 and French Regulation (Technical
Instruction on Civil Aerodromes - ITAC)

b) Regulations for upgrading existing facilities
c) Technical elements recommended by the National Civil Aviation Authority
d) AACG Recommendations

e) Aircraft certification

3 -0OBJECTIVE AND METHOD

a) Safety Objective
b) Method

4 — RISK ASSESSMENT

I Runway lateral veer-off
Il Structural damage to the aeroplane during passage on runway shoulder in the
Il event of a runway lateral veer-off
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IV RFF (Rescue Fire Fighting) ground vehicles unable to use the runway shoulder
V to by-pass aircraft

VI Difficulties of snow removal due to the position of the runway edge lights

VIl Damage of the runway edge lights, if not embedded, due to jet blast at take-off

VIII Erosion of the side of the runway by jet blast, resulting in a subsequent risk of ingestion
5 - CONCLUSION

EFFECTS ON THE USE OF THE RUNWAYS
1 - SCOPE
a) Site, aircraft and infrastructures

This safety study is focused on the way the A380, a code F aircraft according to
ICAO Annex 14 definitions, is expected to come into service from 2006 at Paris
Charles De Gaulle Airport (CDG).

The study shows the justifications of the differences between the ICAO code F
specifications and the provisions planned to accommodate the A380 on Runways
1 and 2 (respectively 09R/27L and 08L/26R).

b) Proposed provisions

Provisions proposed by Aéroports de Paris (AdP) for the A380 accommodation
on these runways comply with the recommendations of the “A380 Airport
Compatibility Group (AACG)” or even exceed them in specific areas (see points
below in italics):

- A minimum central 45m of pavement of full load bearing strength (see
AACG recommendations, Annex 1 - Part 2.2).

- Shoulders width of 15m on both sides of the runway, being capable of
supporting the occasional passage of the aeroplane without inducing
structural damage to the aeroplane; of supporting ground vehicles, which
may operate on the shoulder; and of providing protection against
erosion. The total paved surface width including these shoulders is
therefore 75 meters, thus complying with the overall width specified for
Code F. The width capable of supporting the occasional passage of the
aeroplane is 15m on both sides thus exceeding AACG recommendation
(Annex 1 - Part 2.2), which only require that capabilty on the first 7,5m
(inner shoulders).

- The runway edge lights to be embedded (see Annex 3 - Part 5 for work
performed on lighting).

- Runways 3 and 4 do not require a specific study for A380 accommodation, having recently
been built in accordance with code F specifications.

2 - REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

a) Planning of new facilities: ICAO Annex 14 and French Regulation (Technical
Instruction on Civil Aerodromes - ITAC)

In ICAO Annex 14, the runway width is a recommendation.
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b) Regulations for upgrading existing facilities

The usual process is to make reference to the provisions as specified in ICAO Annex 14 and
in the ITAC, which are considered, in this context, as the state of the art. But should that be
impossible to comply with, adaptation of the provisions is permitted. In case there are
provisions that are not covered by any international publications, the approval of such
provisions and of safety aeronautical studies they are justified by, is of the responsibility of the
National Civil Aviation Authority.

The ICAO Circular on Operations of New Larger Aeroplanes (NLAs) at Existing Aerodromes
(Cir 305) recognizes this practice and provides guidance, based on worldwide aeronautical
studies available?, to National Civil Aviation Authorities responsible for approval of provisions
taken by each airport.

c) Technical elements recommended by the National Civil Aviation Authority

The French Civil Aviation Authority, the DGAC, has not yet published a technical document
relating to the operations of A380s or NLAs at existing airports. However, the DGAC favorably
considered the AACG analyses and indicated it would consider the inclusion of the AACG
specifications into the national regulation®. Therefore, Aeroports de Paris (AdP) considered that
such analyses and recommendations of the AACG could be used as a basis for this study.

d) AACG Recommendations

The Common Agreement Document of the AACG (final version from participating Authorities in
December 2002 and January 2003) recommended:

- In Chapter 1ll.2, Item "Runway width": "a minimum central 45m of pavement of full
bearing strength shall be provided" based on "the A380 certification on 45m wide
runways".

2 Aeronautical Studies also used by the AACG as a base.
3Letter DGAC: N°03/01/19 DG of January 27, 2003 addressed to the ICAO General Secretary

- In Chapter 111.2, Item “Width of Runway Shoulders”: on existing 45m wide runways, at
least 2x7.5m wide “inner” portion of runway shoulders so as to be capable of supporting
the occasional passage of the aeroplane without inducing structural damage to the
aeroplane; and additional 2 x 7,5m wide “outer” portion of runway shoulders, being a
transition between the paved surface and the runway strip, prepared for jet blast
protection, engine ingestion protection, and for supporting ground vehicles.

In addition, Annex 5 of the AACG document contains a risk analysis related to runway width
and runway shoulder width. This analysis is summarized in Part 2.3.

e) Aircraft certification
It should be noted (see Annex 2 - Part 1.2) that the specifications for aircraft certification

(EASA/FAR 25) traditionally base the certification process on a maximum lateral deviation of
30ft, whatever the code of the aircraft as defined by ICAO Annex 14. Hence, the correlation in
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Annex 14 between the increase of runway width from Code E to Code F (15m) and the
increase in wingspan (also 15m) does not appear to correspond to the design specifications of
aircraft.

The ability to use a runway of a given width (i.e. 45m or 60m) is related to the aircraft
performance and specifically its capacity to correct an accidental lateral variation (a function of
control surfaces’ aerodynamics, flight control efficiency, landing gear geometry, etc). This
forms part of aircraft design specifications and can, consequently, only be validated during the
design validation process i.e. the aircraft certification. Certification specifications are clarified in
Annex 2 - Part 1.

Furthermore, the aircraft manufacturer has indicated that the A380 will be certified for
operations on 45m wide runways”.

The European Aviation Safety Agency (EASA), taking over from the Joint Aviation Authorities
(JAA), will carry out the A380 certification according to EASA CS-25 rules. For certification
purposes, runway widths are not usually considered but in the A380 case, this will be the
subject of a “Certification Review Item” (CRI), the contents of which were presented by the
aircraft manufacturer and accepted by the EASA (see Annex 2 - Part 2 on the frame and
objectives of the certification).® References: Airbus letters addressed to the General Manager
of the Civil Aviation Authorities: BNEJ 823.04.96/01 dated Sept 14, 2001 and BNE
820.0190/01 dated August 23 2001

Certification validates aircraft handling qualities and performance in an environment
equivalent to the expected operating environment with a standard of piloting equivalent to that of
normal airline pilots. It will thus be appropriate — and this is one of the objectives of this study-
to check that the prevailing environmental conditions on Runways 1 and 2 at CDG are within
the bounds of those on which the certification is based.

3 — OBJECTIVE AND METHOD
a) Safety Objective

It is considered appropriate to evaluate the level of safety of the proposed provisions with
those resulting from Annex 14. If those provisions are at least equivalent to those of a generic
code E aircraft on a code E runway, then the level of safety for the A380 will be valid.

b) Method

The method consists in evaluating the safety objective for each risk identified by the AACG
study (“Common Agreement Document of the AACG", Annex 5) by using the methods of
analysis recommended by that document, and in certain cases by complementary relevant
analyses.

4 — RISK ASSESSMENT

The risks and the types of accidents considered by the AACG study are the following:
I  Runway lateral veer-off;

Il Structural damage to the aeroplane during passage on runway shoulder in the event of
a runway lateral veer-off;

Il RFF (Rescue Fire Fighting) ground vehicles unable to use the runway shoulder to by-
pass aircraft;

10/ 14
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IV Difficulties of snow removal due to the position of the runway edge lights;
VV Damage of runway edge lights, if not embedded, due to jet blast at take-off; and
VI Erosion of the side of the runway by jet blast, resulting in a subsequent risk of ingestion

The risks linked to runway strips and to bridges on Runways 1 and 2 were not treated in this
document since those two items comply with ICAO Annex 14 code F specifications.

i) Runway lateral veer-off

The AACG identifies this risk as Type A (controlled by the balance between
aircraft performance and infrastructure characteristics). The A380 will be certified
for 45m wide runways. This point is explicitty documented in the aircraft
specification process, which is a first in aircraft certification. The fact that this
point is monitored, from the design phase to the flight tests, allows to consider
that this risk of runway lateral veer-off from a 45m wide runway is as low as or
possibly lower than existing Code E aircraft that operate today on Code E 45m
wide runways.

Runways 1 and 2 do not present any particularities, which could invalidate
studies and tests that are carried out in the frame of the aircraft certification:

- The longitudinal slopes comply with regulations and recommendations
(<1%, and locally 1,25%; <0,8% in the first 900 meters);

- The transverse slopes of up to 2% exceed the ICAO recommendations
(i.,e. <1,5%) on the central 30m on a portion of Runways 1 and 2.
Resurfacing, carried out with decreasing thickness from the axis towards
the edges, leads to slopes of up to 3% (Runway 2) and 3,5% (Runway 1)
beyond the 30 meters central band. Details of this excess on specific
portions of the runways are shown in Annex 3 - Parts 3.2 and 3.3.
It should be noted that, since its first overlay with this type of transverse
slopes, there have been more than 71,000 B747-400 movements on the
runway in all weather conditions without incident.

Slopes specified by ICAO and by ITAC are recommendations, not
standards, and neither document indicates if, and up to what point, slopes
in excess of the recommendation may have an impact. Chapter 5 of
Annex 2 includes an Airbus note* indicating the impact in the case of the
A380 (load on and structural behavior of the landing gear, capacity to
correct yaw, braking). For the points reviewed, Airbus considers the
slopes acceptable (up to 2% in the centre and 3,5% on the edges)*. Risks
of grip loss, in case of runway contamination, due to increased slope are
mitigated by the changes in the procedures of snow removal linked to the
runway edge lights being embedded instead of elevated (i.e. earlier
execution of the snow removal operations).

* Note of the translator: based on the data available at that time
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- At CDG on Runways 1 and 2, there are no curved approaches or
departures.

- Prevailing weather conditions in Paris are moderate, and no extreme
phenomenon® were recorded over the 5 last years, which would lead to
frequent exposure to the certification limit (see Annex 3 - Part 3.4).
Furthermore the certification process should take into account all
operating conditions which the aircraft will meet, including climates that
are much more extreme than those experienced in the Paris region; and

- Procedures, ensuring the quality of the pavement surface, comply with the
international regulations or recommendations (inspection, warning to pilots
in the event of snow removal / rubber removal, etc).

Consequently, the A380 certification on 45m wide runways according to CRI Bl1l
and K3 specifications will guarantee that the risk of an A380 from veering off one
of the Runways 1 or 2 (09R/27L or 08L/26R respectively) will not be greater than
for an existing code E aircraft on those runways.

ii) Structural damage to the aeroplane during passage on runway
shoulder in the event of a runway lateral veer-off

Accident studies show a residual probability of runway excursion for all aircraft,
independent of their certification basis. Mitigation of this residual risk is one of the
functions of the runway shoulder, which should be capable to support the
occasional passage of an aeroplane without damaging the aeroplane, which
could be caused either by the shoulder itself or by the runway edge lights.
With regard to paved surfaces, structures of the inner and outer shoulders of
Runways 1 and 2 (09R/27L or 08L/26R respectively) were compared (see Part
3.1 of document “Justified Parameters”) with those tested by the STBA* in
Toulouse (the test carried out by the STBA is summarized in Annex 3 - Part 2;
the final report of this experimentation should be published soon). The structures
on Runways 1 and 2 are identical to or more constraining than the “type 1”
structure tested by the STBA in the framework of the Pavement Experimental
Programme conducted with Airbus in Toulouse. It resisted to a static load of a
simulated A380 dual tandem landing gear (Wing Landing Gear — WLG) over 18
hours without apparent damage. The dual tandem landing gear (WLG) is the
external gear of A380 and therefore is the most likely to veer onto the shoulders
and also in principle the most penalizing for the paved surfaces.

Considering that the foreseeable operational conditions will be less demanding
than the experimental conditions of the STBA tests, it is justifiable to consider
that the shoulders of Runways 1 and 2 are capable, over the entire width, of
supporting an A380 passage without damaging it. The total width of the paved
runway and its shoulders (75m) complies with code F specifications.

® Excluding the storm of December 26 1999 which paralyzed air traffic at CDG

* Note of the translator: The STBA -now named STAC- is the Technical Service of the
French CAA (DGAC)

The decision of embedding the runway edge lights on Runways 1 and 2 removes
the risk of damaging the aircraft by the top of the elevated lights.
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The risk of an aircraft structural damage due to the passage on the runway
shoulder in the event of a lateral veer-off beyond the runway width for which the
aircraft will be certified will not be higher than that of a generic Code E aircraft on
Code E runways®.

iii) RFF (Rescue Fire Fighting) ground vehicles unable to use the
runway shoulder to by-pass aircraft

As far as this risk is concerned, Runways 1 and 2 comply with code F
specifications thanks to the 75m paved surface width, which is capable of
supporting these vehicles.

iv) Difficulties of snow removal due to the position of the runway
edge lights

The existing Code E aircraft have their outboard engines within a 45m runway
width, but the A380 will not. Therefore snow removal must be carried out at least
up to the position of the outboard engines to avoid the snow ingestion i.e.
Runways 1 and 2 will be cleared beyond their full bearing strength width.

There is no risk of damaging the runway edge lights by snow removal equipment
because such equipment can pass over the embedded lights.

The situation (in terms of risk of damaging the top of the edge light or in terms of
ingestion) will be thus equivalent to that of today.

v) Damage of the runway edge lights, if not embedded, due to jet
blast at take-off

With embedded lights, this risk is not significant.

vi) Erosion of the side of the runway by jet blast, resulting in a
subsequent risk of ingestion

Runways and shoulders provide jet blast protection up to 75m wide, complying with
Code F specification.

6 The total runway+shoulder width on which the aircraft can operate without being damaged is
75m, equivalent to Code F.

5- CONCLUSION

Items (iii) and (vi): the objective described in 4a) is achieved since they comply with Code F
specifications.

Item (iv): the provisions of embedding the runway edge lights will be taken so that the risk is
controlled.

Item (v): embedding the runway edge lights eliminates the risk.
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Items (i) and (ii): the risk is not higher (and even lower thanks to the certification process) than
for generic Code E aircraft on Code E runways. The provisions taken on the Runways 09R/27L
or 08L/26R thus appear adequate for the accommodation of A380s.

6 — EFFECTS ON THE USE OF THE RUNWAYS

A certain number of points discussed above have consequences on the use of Runways 1
and 2. The principal ones are:

- Checking the state of runway shoulders in the event of occasional runway lateral veer-
off: the overall shoulder structure is (see Annex 3 - Part 3) at least equivalent to that
which STBA' identified to support a passage of an A380 dual tandem landing gear
(WLG) without apparent damage. In this case, inspection may not be done
immediately and will be done during regular procedures. In comparison to current
practice with respect to paved surfaces, these inspections will be more frequent and
extended to visual and technical examination of the shoulders (e.g.: deflection
measurements, radar, core sampling) to ensure the durability of the shoulder (current
and future measurements are presented in Annex 3-Part 4).

- Consequences resulting from the choice of embedding the runway edge lights:

o More frequent cleaning of the embedded lights, which will become dirty more
quickly than the elevated runway edge lights;
o Earlier execution of snow removal operations, as the embedded lights are likely to be
covered more quickly in the snowfall; and

" See Annex 3 - Part 2

o In addition, during the preparation of the ICAO Circular on NLA Operations at
Existing Aerodromes (Cir 305), pilots’ representatives stressed that embedded lights
are bi-directional, and that it was , in some cases, useful (e.g. for visual reference
to the airport in a downwind leg) to maintain the omni-directional guidance. At CDG
airport, Runways 1 and 2 are respectively close and parallel with Runways 3 and
4 (384m apart), which will keep elevated lights. Thus elevated lights of Runways 3
and 4 will still be available for guidance.
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