SAP S/4HANA Finance Asset Accounting (FI-AA)
Issues with Detailed Answers (Sample Copy)

1. Interview Explanation — Missing Technical Clearing Account
(F-90 / MIRO)
If the interviewer asks:

"Why did a user receive an error stating Account js not designated as a technical
clearing account' when posting a vendor invoice for an asset purchase?"

Explain the complete troubleshooting approach step by step, focusing on the S/4AHANA
New Asset Accounting architecture.

BUSINESS SCENARIO

An AP clerk was using Fiori "Create Supplier Invoice" (or classic F-90/ MIRO) to
purchase a $50,000 corporate vehicle, posting directly to the Asset subledger. The
system crashed with the error: "G/L Account 199000 is nhot a technical clearing account
for integrated asset acquisition." The invoice was blocked from posting.

STEP 1: ANALYZE S/4AHANA NEW ASSET ACCOUNTING ARCHITECTURE
First, | identified the fundamental S/4HANA architectural shift.
SAP Logic:

In legacy ECC, when you bought an asset from a vendor (F-90), SAP debited the Asset
(APC account) and credited the Vendor in a single ledger document.

In S/4AHANA New Asset Accounting, to seamlessly support parallel ledgers (IFRS,
Local GAAP), SAP completely split this transaction into two physical pieces:

1. Operational part: Credit Vendor, Debit Technical Clearing Account. (Posts
globally).

2. Valuation part: Credit Technical Clearing Account, Debit Asset (APC account).
(Posts ledger-specific valuations).

STEP 2: VERIFY FS00 MASTER DATA
Then | checked the G/L account being used to bridge this gap.
Checked in:

FSO00 -> Control Data Tab for G/L Account 199000.
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Found issue:

XThe "Control Data" tab has a specific field in S/4HANA: "Recon. Account for Acct
Type". The user had left it blank. It must be set to 'Assets’, but more importantly, a
specific configuration in SPRO must formally tag this account.

STEP 3: VERIFY SPRO TECHNICAL CLEARING CONFIGURATION
Next, | checked the backend SPRO mapping.
Checked in:

SPRO -> Asset Accounting -> Integration with General Ledger -> Define Technical
Clearing Account for Integrated Asset Acquisition

Found issue:

The configuration table was empty or missing this specific account determination.
Account 199000 was never formally declared as the Technical Clearing Account.

STEP 4: CONFIGURE THE ACCOUNT
Fix:

1. Verified with the Finance team that 199000 is.indeed the intended clearing
account.

2. Navigated to the SPRO configuration -node.

3. Assigned G/L account 199000 for the specific Chart of Accounts and Account
Determination group.

4. Saved andtransported.
FINAL RESOLUTION
After correcting:
v The Technical Clearing Account mapping in SPRO

The AP clerk re-ranthe vendor invoice. S/4HANA successfully intercepted the posting,
utilized the clearing account to bridge the operational vendor payload, and posted the
parallel ledger asset valuations flawlessly across the Universal Journal.

KEY LEARNING
In S/4HANA Integrated Asset issues:

Root cause is usually related to:
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v Missing Technical Clearing Account configuration—an absolute, mandatory
requirement in New Asset Accounting.

As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is:

v You cannot bypass the technical clearing account in S/4HANA. Itis the core engine
that allows one vendor invoice to translate into multiple different asset values across
different accounting principles.

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING

"I diagnosed the error as a missing pillar of S/4HANA New Asset Accounting
architecture. The system requires a designated Technical Clearing Account to split the
operational vendor invoice from the ledger-specific asset valuations. By officially
designating the G/L account in the Asset Integration configuration, | unlocked the
automated split and allowed the integrated acquisition to post successfully."

2. Interview Explanation - Legacy Data Transfer (ABLDT
replaces AS91)
If the interviewer asks:

"How did you resolve a scenario where a user could not enter historical takeover values
when creating a legacy asset via AS91 during a system migration?"

Explain the complete troubleshooting approach step by step like a real consultant.

BUSINESS SCENARIO

During an.S/4HANA greenfield implementation, the data migration team was loading
legacy assets. In ECC, they wereused to using T-Code AS91 (Create Legacy Asset) to
build the master data and enter the historical APC (Acquisition and Production Costs)
and accumulated depreciation values all on the same screen.

In S/4HANA, they opened AS91, created the asset, but the "Takeover Values" button was
completely disabled or greyed out.

STEP 1: ANALYZE S/4AHANA LEGACY DATA TRANSFER LOGIC
First, | explained the architectural change to the migration team.
SAP Logic:

In legacy ECC, AS91 updated the asset subledger tables (ANLC) directly without
creating a true Fl journal entry right away, leading to massive reconciliation issues.

In S/AHANA, the Universal Journal demands real-time reconciliation. Because of this,
SAP disabled value transfers in AS91. AS91 is now strictly used to create the empty
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master data shell. You must use a separate transaction to post the actual financial
values into ACDOCA.

STEP 2: VERIFY LEGACY TRANSFER STATUS
Then | checked if the migration parameters were open.
Checked in:

SPRO -> Asset Accounting -> Asset Data Transfer -> Parameters for Data Transfer ->
Define Transfer Date and Retained Earnings Account (or App: Make Company Code
Settings - FAA_CMP).

Verified:

v Legacy Data Transfer (LDT) segment was created and set to status "In Preparation" or
"Ongoing".

STEP 3: USE THE NEW S/4HANA UPLOAD TRANSACTION (ABLDT)
Next, | guided the user to the correct S/4HANA transaction.
Fix:
1. Instructed the user to continue using AS91 to create the master data shell.

2. Instructed them to take the newly created Asset Number and go to T-Code
ABLDT (Post Legacy Data) or use the Fiori App "Post Transfer Values - For
Legacy Asset".

3. In ABLDT, enter the historical APC, Accumulated Depreciation, and the offsetting
legacy GL migration account (e.g., 999999).

FINAL RESOLUTION
After executing:
v The data transfervia ABLDT

The system successfully posted a Universal Journal document (ACDOCA). This instantly
updated the Asset subledger AND the General Ledger simultaneously, ensuring perfect
reconciliation between Fl and FI-AA from day one.

KEY LEARNING
In S/4AHANA Asset Migration issues:
Root cause is usually related to:

v Data migration teams relying on outdated ECC playbooks.

Do not copy or sell this material, as it is the copyrighted property of www.sapsolutionlab.com (Sample Copy)


http://www.sapsolutionlab.com/

As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is:

v Value entry in AS91 is dead. ABLDT is mandatory. S/4HANA treats legacy asset loads
as actual financial journal entries, not just subledger table updates.

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING

"The migration team was blocked because S/4HANA fundamentally changed legacy
asset loads to enforce real-time Universal Journal reconciliation. | explained that AS91
is now restricted to creating the master data shell only. | redirected them to use the new
ABLDT transaction to post the historical values, which seamlessly generated the
required ACDOCA documents and kept the subledger perfectly tied to the General
Ledger."

3. Interview Explanation — AFAB Depreciation Run Missing

Batch Session

If the interviewer asks:

"Why did a user panic during their first S/4HANA month-end close because the AFAB
depreciation run didn't generate a Batch Input Session (SM35) like it did in ECC?"

Explain the complete troubleshooting approach step by step like a real consultant.
BUSINESS SCENARIO

During the first month-end close post S/4HANA Go-Live, the Controller ran AFAB
(Depreciation Posting Run)in-background mode. The job finished successfully in SM37.
The Controller then went to T-Code SM35 to release the Batch Input Session to actually
post the Fl documents, but SM35 was completely empty. They raised an urgent P1 ticket
claiming the depreciation failed to post.

STEP 1: ANALYZE S/4HANA DEPRECIATION ARCHITECTURE
First, | calmed the user down and explained the S/4HANA architectural shift.
SAP Logic:

In legacy ECC, the depreciation run (AFAB) was a clumsy two-step process: it
calculated the numbers, created a Batch Input Session (SM35), and then you had to
manually or automatically run the session to post the Fl documents.

In S/4AHANA New Asset Accounting, the Batch Input Session methodology has been
completely eliminated.

STEP 2: VERIFY THE UNIVERSAL JOURNAL POSTINGS

Then | proved to the Controller that the postings actually happened.
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Checked in:

FAGLLO3/ AWO1N (Asset Explorer)

Verified:

v GL Account for Depreciation Expense

v GL Account for Accumulated Depreciation
Found issue:

The system was working perfectly. The AFAB program is now deeply integrated with
the Universal Journal. When AFAB finishes its calculation in the background, it posts the
accounting documents directly into ACDOCA in real-time.

STEP 3: EDUCATE ON S/4HANA AFAB CHANGES
Next, | provided a brief upskilling session on the other AFAB changes.
Fix / Training:
1. No SM35: Confirmed they never have to use SM35 for depreciation again.

2. No "Repeat" Run: In ECC, if you changed an asset mid-month, you had to select
"Repeat" run in AFAB. In S/4HANA, the "Repeat" radio button is gone. If values
change, you just select "Unplanned Posting Run" or let the next period's normal
run catch it up.

3. Showed them the new Fiori App: "Schedule Asset Accounting Jobs", which
provides a beautiful, transparent log of exactly what posted without needing to
hunt through SM37 spools.

FINAL RESOLUTION
After explaining:
v Direct posting to ACDOCA

The Controller checked the General Ledger and confirmed the multi-million dollar
depreciation expense was fully recorded. They closed the P1 ticket and adopted the
new Fiori scheduling app for future month-end closes.

KEY LEARNING
In S/4AHANA AFAB issues:

Root cause is usually related to:
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v Veteran ECC users panicking when legacy middle-man steps (like SM35 batch inputs)
disappear.

As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is:
v S/4HANA removes friction. AFAB is now a direct-to-database posting program.
STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING

"I diagnosed the missing batch session not as a system failure, but as a feature of
S/4HANA's modernized architecture. | explained to the Controller that the legacy SM35
batch input process was eliminated in favor of real-time Universal Journal integration.
By walking them through the GL line items and Asset Explorer, | proved that the AFAB
background job had already successfully posted the depreciation directly into
ACDOCA."

4. Interview Explanation - Parallel Depreciation Areas Not
Mapped to Ledger Groups
If the interviewer asks:

"How did you troubleshoot a scenario where an assetacquisition posted to the IFRS
ledger, but the Local GAAP depreciation area remained empty?"

Explain the complete troubleshooting approach step by step like a real consultant.
BUSINESS SCENARIO

A multinational company using Universal Parallel Accounting (UPA) created an asset.
They posted a $10,000 acquisition. When they checked the Asset Explorer (AWO1N),
Book Depreciation Area 01 (IFRS) showed $10,000. However, Depreciation Area 32
(Local GAAP) was entirely blank. The parallel valuation failed.

STEP 1: VERIFY THE FI JOURNAL ENTRY

First, | checked if the acquisition document actually split correctly in Fl.

Checked in:

FBO3 (General Ledger View)

Found issue:

The document only hit Ledger OL (IFRS). It completely missed Ledger 2L (Local GAAP).
STEP 2: ANALYZE NEW ASSET ACCOUNTING LEDGER MAPPING

Then | checked the brain of S/4HANA parallel valuation.
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SAP Logic:

In S/4HANA New Asset Accounting, delta areas are dead. You must map every single
posting depreciation area 1:1 to an Accounting Principle, which is then mappedto a
specific Ledger Group.

Checked in:

SPRO -> Asset Accounting -> Integration with General Ledger -> Define How
Depreciation Areas Post to General Ledger

Verified:

v Area 01 mapped to Accounting Principle IFRS -> Ledger OL.
v Area 32 mapped to Accounting Principle LOCL -> Ledger 2L.
Found issue:

X Depreciation Area 32 was created, but its "Target Ledger Group" field was blank, or it
was not assigned to the correct Accounting Principle. Furthermore, it might have been
set to "Area Does Not Post" instead of "Area/Posts in Real Time."

STEP 3: CONFIGURE PARALLEL VALUATION MAPPING
Next, | resolved the SPRO configuration gap.
Fix:

1. In SPRO, navigated to the Depreciation Area definition.

2. Ensured Area 32 (Local GAAP) was set to "Area Posts in Real Time". (In
S/4HANA, all parallel ledgers post in real-time; the old periodic posting programs
are obsolete).

3. Navigated to "Assign Accounting Principles to Depreciation Areas."
4. Mapped Area 32 to Accounting Principle LOCL.
5. Verified'LOCL is mapped to Ledger Group 2L.

FINAL RESOLUTION

After correcting:

v The 1:1 Depreciation Area to Accounting Principle mapping

The asset acquisition was reversed and re-posted. S/4HANA successfully recognized
the parallel rules, splitting the transaction and instantly populating the $10,000 value
into both Depreciation Area 01 (OL) and Area 32 (2L) in the Asset Explorer.
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KEY LEARNING

In S/4HANA Parallel Valuation issues:

Root cause is usually related to:

v Missing Accounting Principle mapping for new depreciation areas.

v Setting parallel areas to "Periodic Posting" (an ECC relic) instead of "Real Time."
As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is:

v In S/4HANA, Accounting Principles are the glue between the Asset Depreciation Area
and the UniversalJournal Ledger. Break that link, and the subledger stops talking to Fl.

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING

"The Local GAAP valuation was blank because the parallel depreciation area was not
mapped to an Accounting Principle. In S/4HANA NewAsset Accounting; every posting
area must have a 1:1 linkage to a Ledger Group via an Accounting Principle. By
correcting this mapping in SPRO and setting the area to postin real-time, | restored the
Universal Parallel Accounting split, ensuring acquisitions valuated correctly across all
ledgers."
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