
TA-14  |  Independent collaboration concept  |  Not an approved AIRsana partnership 1

TA-14 / INDEPENDENT EXPLORATION / 02 NOVEMBER 2026

AIRsana + TA-14
From environmental intelligence to evidence-backed decisions and verifiable outcomes

Purpose. Present a substantive collaboration concept for AIRsana and its customers in Italy: combining
AIRsana's verified environmental capabilities with TA-14 methods for evidence integrity, decision
justification, authorization, and outcome examination. This is a proposal for discussion, not an existing
integration or endorsed partnership.

The opportunity for AIRsana
Environmental technology can reveal conditions, inform choices, and support healthier buildings. But
customers increasingly need to answer a second set of questions: Can the measurements be reconstructed?
What changed between observation and action? Who was permitted to intervene? Did the intervention work?
Can the result withstand independent examination?

TA-14 proposes to make that decision-to-consequence journey visible. The opportunity is not to replace
AIRsana technology or assert deficiencies in its products; it is to test whether a governance and evidence
framework could add value to AIRsana offerings and customer relationships.

Three complementary capabilities

TA-14 capability What it adds to an environmental application

Environmental Integrity Governance
(EIG)

A declared method for examining observations, interpretation, intervention
thresholds, decision rights, conflicts, accountability, and post-action review.

Atmospheric Integrity Records (AIR) A time-aware record of source, location, instrument context, quality
limitations, operating state, changes, actions, and subsequent environmental
conditions.

Admissible Execution Architecture
(AEA)

A proposed consequence is checked for Admissible Evidence, Applicable
Authority, and Established Standing at commitment NOW, with ALLOW / HOLD
/ DENY / ESCALATE under defined rules.

Why these belong together
EIG defines how an environmental decision should be examined. AIR preserves the record needed to
examine it. AEA tests whether a specific proposed consequence may proceed. Together they create a
potential pathway from measurement to accountable action and verifiable result.

The complete evidence-to-outcome chain
REALITY → RECORD → CONTINUITY → ADMISSIBILITY → BINDING → COMMIT → EXECUTION → OUTCOME
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Each link answers a different question. A valid sensor reading does not automatically make a proposed
operational command authorized. A historically authorized action is not necessarily authorized after
conditions change. A favorable later reading alone does not prove that an intervention caused the
improvement.

What AIRsana customers could gain

Customer setting Potential practical benefit to test

Schools and education Document indoor conditions, decisions and follow-up; distinguish a reported concern
from an authorized intervention.

Hospitals and care settings Support traceable environmental decisions while respecting clinical, infection-control
and facility requirements; avoid treating a dashboard as permission.

Commercial buildings and
portfolios

Compare pre/post intervention conditions with provenance and limitations; provide
an auditable decision history across sites.

Public authorities and institutions Make the evidence, decision-maker, applicable rules, and measured outcomes
independently examinable.

Service and facilities teams Connect a detected condition to diagnostic determination, approved work, and
post-work verification rather than a score alone.

Illustrative scenario: a building proposes a ventilation change
1. Observe: An environmental application identifies a condition in a defined occupied area. 2. Preserve:
Capture timestamps, location, measured variables, sensor metadata, data quality, and relevant operating
context. 3. Examine: Evaluate whether the record supports the proposed response, including uncertainty and
missing coverage. 4. Authorize: Check building requirements, limits, and the actor's standing at that
moment. 5. Decide: ALLOW, HOLD, DENY, or ESCALATE. 6. Verify: Record what actually executed, what
changed, and what remains uncertain.

Example: A favorable IAQ score is followed by an energy-saving proposal to reduce outside air. EIG asks
whether the recommendation is justified; AIR preserves the conditions and provenance; AEA tests authority
and standing before execution. The demonstration can show a HOLD when required evidence or
authorization is missing.

Benefits worth validating - not promises
For AIRsana: a differentiated demonstration of responsible environmental intelligence; a richer technical
narrative for institutional customers; potential evidence-backed service or reporting opportunities; and a
repeatable framework for customer conversations about trust and accountability.

For customers: clearer records of why action was taken; better visibility into data gaps; stronger internal
review and change control; defensible documentation for stakeholder scrutiny; and a way to evaluate
whether an intervention produced the intended result.
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For both parties: a bounded way to assess interoperability and commercial interest before committing to
implementation. Any measurable savings, health outcomes, compliance effects, or legal defensibility must
be demonstrated rather than assumed.

Proposed bilingual interactive showroom
An unlisted Italian/English teaching experience, with eight short visual lessons and narration, could walk
Marco and AIRsana colleagues through: (1) environmental reality; (2) measurement and limits; (3) AIR
provenance and continuity; (4) EIG decision examination; (5) the proposed consequence; (6) AEA
evidence/authority/standing checks; (7) ALLOW/HOLD/DENY/ESCALATE and revalidation; (8) execution,
post-intervention verification, and a possible pilot.

The showroom would clearly label all hypothetical data and interfaces. No AIRsana specifications, customer
outcomes, endorsements, or integrations would be represented as verified without AIRsana review.

A practical collaboration path

Phase Mutual decision / deliverable

01 Confirm use case AIRsana selects a real application and supplies approved technical claims and
constraints.

02 Map evidence Define what is measured, recorded, uncertain, and necessary for a proposed
intervention.

03 Build demonstration TA-14 prepares an unlisted bilingual concept showroom for joint technical review.

04 Evaluate value Agree on audience, success criteria, implementation feasibility, ownership, and
customer relevance.

05 Scope funded pilot If there is mutual interest, document commercial terms, responsibilities, data
permissions, IP, verification and review rights.

Questions for Marco and the AIRsana team
Which AIRsana application best demonstrates the measurement-to-decision journey? What technical data
and limitations can be shared? Which customer audience would benefit most? Which interventions, if any,
are currently informed by that information? What would make a pilot commercially and technically
meaningful?

Boundaries and next conversation
TA-14 offers a governance architecture and demonstration methodology, not a claim of certified
independent auditing, legal or medical compliance assurance, proven health improvement, or deployed
automatic enforcement in AIRsana systems. Applicable Italian and EU obligations would need separate,
qualified assessment. No technical partnership is implied until both parties agree.
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Suggested next step: a focused conversation with Marco to select one scenario, confirm accurate AIRsana
representations, and authorize development of the unlisted concept showroom.

TA-14 Exchange: www.ta14exchange.com    |    Contact: ta14admissibleexecution@gmail.com


