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1. Interview Explanation – FMAVC005 / Annual Budget Exceeded 
(AVAC) 
If the interviewer asks: 

"How did you troubleshoot a scenario where a user received an 'Annual budget 
exceeded' error (FMAVC005) when creating a Purchase Requisition, but the department 
manager claimed they just uploaded the budget?" 

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

BUSINESS SCENARIO 
A procurement user was trying to create a Purchase Requisition (ME51N) for $50,000 for 
IT hardware. When they clicked save, the system threw a hard red error: "Annual budget 
exceeded by $5,000 for document item 010. FM Account Assignment: IT_FUND / CC_IT / 
CI_HARDWARE." The requisition was blocked. The IT Director insisted the $50,000 
budget was uploaded yesterday via FMBB. 

STEP 1: VERIFY THE BUDGET BALANCE (FMAVCR01) 
First, I checked the Active Availability Control (AVAC) ledger to see the actual math SAP 
was using. 

Checked in: 

FMAVCR01 (Display Annual Values of Control Objects) 

Verified: 

✓ Control Ledger (e.g., 9H for Payment Budget or 9G for Commitment Budget) 

✓ Fund, Funds Center, Commitment Item 

Found issue: 

☑ The report showed: 

• Consumable Budget: $50,000 

• Consumed Amount: $55,000 (Actuals + Commitments) 

• Available Amount: -$5,000 

The math matched the error. The issue wasn't the budget upload; it was the 
consumption. 

STEP 2: ANALYZE THE COMMITMENT LINE ITEMS (FMRP_RW_COVR) 
Then I drilled down to see what was eating the budget. 
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Checked in: 

FMRP_RW_COVR (FM Document Journal / Consumption Report) 

SAP Logic: 

$$\text{Available Budget} = \text{Budget} - (\text{Actuals} + \text{Commitments})$$ 

Found issue: 

X I found an old, open Purchase Order for $5,000 created three months ago. The vendor 
delivered the goods, but the invoice was short-paid by $5,000 due to a dispute. Because 
the PO was never flagged as "Delivery Completed / Final Invoice," it left a $5,000 "ghost 
commitment" parked on the Funds Center. 

STEP 3: RECONSTRUCT THE AVAC LEDGER (FMAVC_REBUILD) 
Next, I resolved the data lock. 

Fix: 

1. Instructed the Purchasing team to close the old PO in ME22N by checking the 
"Final Invoice" and "Delivery Completed" indicators. 

2. The commitment dropped to zero. 

3. Crucial Step: Sometimes AVAC buffers get stuck. I executed T-Code 
FMAVC_REBUILD (Reconstruct Availability Control) to force the FM engine to 
recalculate the totals from the line item tables (FMIOI / FMIT). 

FINAL RESOLUTION 
After correcting: 

✓ Closing the stale PO 

✓ Rebuilding the AVAC ledger 

The Available Budget returned to $50,000. The user re-saved the Purchase Requisition 
in ME51N, the AVAC engine validated the funds, and the document posted successfully. 

KEY LEARNING 
In AVAC Budget Exceeded issues: 

Root cause is usually related to: 

✓ Stale "ghost" commitments tying up budget because logistics users forget to close 
old Purchase Orders. 

✓ AVAC buffer index getting out of sync with actual line items. 

As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is: 
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✓ FMAVCR01 is your source of truth for the AVAC engine. Always check commitments 
before assuming the budget upload (FMBB) failed. 

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING 
"I diagnosed the budget block by analyzing the FMAVCR01 availability control report. 
While the budget had indeed been uploaded, a stale $5,000 commitment from an 
unclosed legacy Purchase Order was silently consuming the funds. By guiding the 
procurement team to finalize the old PO and reconstructing the AVAC buffers, I freed up 
the trapped budget and unblocked the new requisition." 

2. Interview Explanation – FMDERIVE Overwriting Manual Entries 
If the interviewer asks: 

"Why did a user enter a specific Funds Center on an FI journal entry, but after posting, 
the document displayed a completely different Funds Center?" 

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

BUSINESS SCENARIO 
An accountant was posting a manual journal entry in FB50 for a cross-departmental 
expense. They manually typed Funds Center FC_SALES onto the line item. However, 
after the document posted, they checked FB03 and noticed the Funds Center had 
magically changed to FC_CORP. Because of this, the budget was consumed from the 
wrong department. 

STEP 1: VERIFY THE POSTED DOCUMENT 
First, I checked the document to confirm the overwrite. 

Checked in: 

FB03 -> Line Items 

Found issue: 

☑ The document definitely posted to FC_CORP. The user insisted they typed FC_SALES. 
This indicates a dynamic derivation overwrite. 

STEP 2: TRACE THE DERIVATION ENGINE (FMDERIVER) 
Then I investigated the brain of Funds Management derivation. 

Checked in: 

FMDERIVER (Trace FM Derivation) / FMDERIVE (Maintain Derivation Strategy) 

SAP Logic: 
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FMDERIVE executes a top-down sequence of rules (Move, Clear, Derivation Rule, Table 
Lookup) to populate FM account assignments. By activating the Trace function 
(FMDERIVER), I can simulate the exact posting to see which step is firing. 

Verified: 

✓ Activated the Trace. 

✓ Simulated the FB50 entry with FC_SALES. 

Found issue: 

X The trace showed that Step 15 (e.g., "Derive Funds Center from Cost Center") was 
executing. The Cost Center on the line item was mapped to FC_CORP. 

More importantly, Step 15 was overwriting the user's manual entry because the rule 
attributes were configured too aggressively. 

STEP 3: ADJUST DERIVATION RULE ATTRIBUTES 
Next, I resolved the configuration flaw. 

Fix: 

1. Navigated to FMDERIVE. 

2. Opened Step 15 ("Derivation Rule: Cost Center to Funds Center"). 

3. Clicked the "Attributes" tab for that step. 

4. Found that the checkbox "Overwrite with new value" was ticked. 

5. Unticked the box, and instead ticked "Do not overwrite if field is already filled." 

FINAL RESOLUTION 
After correcting: 

✓ The overwrite attribute in FMDERIVE 

I instructed the user to reverse the incorrect document and re-post. This time, Step 15 
saw that FC_SALES was already manually filled by the user, bypassed the overwrite 
logic, and the document successfully posted to the exact Funds Center the user 
requested. 

KEY LEARNING 
In FMDERIVE Overwrite issues: 

Root cause is usually related to: 

✓ Consultants building aggressive derivation rules and forgetting to protect manual user 
inputs on the Attributes tab. 
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As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is: 

✓ FMDERIVER (The Trace tool) is the single most powerful transaction in FI-FM. It will 
show you exactly which line of configuration changed your data. 

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING 
"I traced the dynamic data overwrite to an aggressive rule within the FMDERIVE strategy. 
The derivation step linking Cost Center to Funds Center was configured to 
unconditionally overwrite the field. I refined the rule's attributes to explicitly protect 
manually entered data ('Do not overwrite if already filled'). This restored user control 
while maintaining automated derivation for blank entries." 

3. Interview Explanation – Missing Commitment Item Derivation 
If the interviewer asks: 

"How did you resolve a scenario where an MM or FI posting crashed with the error 
'Commitment Item is mandatory', even though the user didn't know what a Commitment 
Item was?" 

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

BUSINESS SCENARIO 
A warehouse clerk was posting a Goods Issue (Movement 201) to a Cost Center. The 
transaction aborted with a hard red error: "Commitment Item is mandatory for G/L 
Account 400500." The clerk was confused because they don't use Funds Management 
screens in MM. 

STEP 1: ANALYZE FI-FM INTEGRATION 
First, I analyzed the architectural requirement. 

SAP Logic: 

If Funds Management is active for a Company Code, every P&L posting (and relevant 
Balance Sheet posting) must derive an FM account assignment (Funds Center and 
Commitment Item). A Commitment Item represents the G/L account within the FM 
ledger. 

STEP 2: VERIFY G/L MASTER DATA (FS00) 
Then I checked if the G/L account was natively mapped. 

Checked in: 

FS00 (Display G/L Account) -> FM/CA Tab (or Control Data in ECC) 

Verified: 
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✓ Commitment Item field 

Found issue: 

X The "Commitment Item" field in the G/L master record for account 400500 was 
completely blank. 

Because of this: 

Since the master data was blank, the system looked to FMDERIVE to find a 
Commitment Item. 

STEP 3: CHECK FMDERIVE RULES 
Next, I checked the derivation strategy. 

Checked in: 

FMDERIVE 

Found issue: 

X There was no active derivation step linking G/L accounts to Commitment Items (e.g., 
an empty "G/L Account -> Commitment Item" derivation rule table). 

STEP 4: ESTABLISH THE COMMITMENT ITEM MAPPING 
Fix: 

You have two choices to fix this: Master Data or Derivation Strategy. 

1. Master Data (Best Practice for 1:1 mapping): 

o Instructed the Master Data team to create a Commitment Item via FMCIA 
(e.g., CI_400500). 

o Assigned the Financial Transaction (e.g., 30 - Material/Expense) and Item 
Category (3 - Expense). 

o Went to FS00 and populated the "Commitment Item" field with 
CI_400500. 

2. Derivation (If using 1-to-N mapping): 

o Built a derivation rule in FMDERIVE mapping the G/L Account range to the 
specific Commitment Item. 

FINAL RESOLUTION 
After correcting: 

✓ The FS00 Commitment Item mapping 
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The warehouse clerk re-executed the Goods Issue. The system successfully derived the 
Commitment Item from the G/L master data, satisfied the FM completeness check, and 
the document posted successfully to both FI and FM. 

KEY LEARNING 
In Missing Commitment Item issues: 

Root cause is usually related to: 

✓ Finance teams creating new G/L accounts but forgetting the FI-FM integration step 
(FMCIA/FS00). 

As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is: 

✓ A Commitment Item is the FM version of a G/L account. You cannot post an expense 
in an FM-active company code without one. 

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING 
"The logistics movement failed because the underlying expense G/L account had not 
been linked to a Commitment Item, a mandatory requirement for Funds Management 
integration. I resolved the architectural gap by generating the required Commitment 
Item in FMCIA and mapping it directly to the G/L master record in FS00. This ensured 
automated derivation and unblocked the supply chain posting." 

4. Interview Explanation – FM Period Lock (FMIR vs OB52) 
If the interviewer asks: 

"Why did an AP clerk receive a 'Posting period closed' error for an FM account 
assignment when the FI periods in OB52 were wide open?" 

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

BUSINESS SCENARIO 
On the 3rd day of the new month, an AP clerk was attempting to post a backdated 
vendor invoice into the previous month (Period 04) using FB60. The FI Posting Periods in 
OB52 were confirmed to be open for Period 04. However, when they hit save, the system 
threw a hard error: "Period 04/2026 is locked for Funds Management." The FI posting 
was blocked. 

STEP 1: VERIFY FI POSTING PERIODS (OB52) 
First, I double-checked the FI layer just to be absolutely certain. 

Checked in: 

OB52 
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Verified: 

✓ Account Type 'K' and '+' for Period 04 

Found issue: 

☑ OB52 was perfectly open. This confirmed the lock was coming from the FM subledger. 

STEP 2: ANALYZE FM PERIOD CONTROL ARCHITECTURE 
Then I analyzed the independent nature of Funds Management. 

SAP Logic: 

While FI uses OB52, the Funds Management (FI-FM) module has its own highly granular 
period lock tables. It locks specific FM value types (e.g., Budgeting, Invoices, Purchase 
Orders) independently of FI to enforce strict public sector/budgetary closing schedules. 

STEP 3: CHECK FM PERIOD LOCKS (FMIR / FMJ2) 
Next, I checked the FM-specific period locks. 

Checked in: 

FMIR (Open/Close FM Posting Periods) 

Verified: 

✓ FM Area 

✓ Fiscal Year (2026) 

✓ Value Type (e.g., 54 - Invoices) 

Found issue: 

X The Budget Controller had gone into FMIR and locked Period 04 for Value Type 54 
(Invoices) and 51 (Purchase Orders). 

Because of this: 

The Controller locked the FM budget to finalize reporting, completely unaware that AP 
still had lagging invoices to post. Even though FI was open, FM physically blocked the 
transaction. 

STEP 4: UNLOCK FM PERIODS 
Fix: 

This is a business process conflict, not an IT break. 

1. Contacted the Budget Controller and explained that AP cannot finish the FI close 
because FM is locked. 
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2. The Controller went to FMIR, located the intersection of Period 04 and Value 
Type 54, and opened the period. 

3. (Alternatively, the AP clerk must change the Posting Date to Period 05). 

FINAL RESOLUTION 
After correcting: 

✓ The FMIR period lock 

The AP clerk re-saved the FB60 invoice. The system successfully passed the FI check 
(OB52) and the FM check (FMIR), consuming the budget and posting the FI document. 

KEY LEARNING 
In FM Period Lock issues: 

Root cause is usually related to: 

✓ Misalignment between FI closing schedules and FM budget closing schedules. 

✓ Budget controllers locking FMIR too early. 

As a Functional Consultant, the important thing is: 

✓ FI-FM is fiercely independent. OB52, OKP1 (CO), and FMIR (FM) are three distinct 
locked doors. All three must be open for a cross-module posting to clear. 

STRONG INTERVIEW ENDING 
"Even though the FI ledger was open in OB52, the posting failed because the Funds 
Management module operates on an independent period lock system. The error 
explicitly indicated that actual invoice postings were frozen in FM. I coordinated with the 
Budget Controller to temporarily unlock Value Type 54 in FMIR, allowing the delayed 
vendor invoice to post successfully against the budget." 
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