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Common Global Implementation Market Practice Group: Who We Are.

In total 150 Institutions are the CGI-MP Members

5 Working Groups

WG1 Credit Transfer & Payment Status Report

WG2 Cash Management Reporting

WG3 Direct Debit & Mandates

WG4 Bank Account Management

WG5 Bank Services Billing
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Background

“A corporate can use the same message structure for all their payments with 

all of their transaction banks reaching any payment system across the globe.”

• The key driver: the shift from the legacy MT messages to the rich & structured ISO 20022 messages.

• MIs are adopting the newer versions of ISO 20022, providing a further incentive for the corporate 

community to migrate from existing pain.001 V03 to the newer version (V09).

• CGI-MP began in 2020 to review the ISO 2019 version release to align with the industry initiatives 

where the consensus within the group to upgrade from ISO 2009 version to 2019 version.

• The review of Appendix B and a broader pain.001 message provides the opportunity to remove 

some of the current frictions and proprietary workaround exist in the ISO 2009 versions.
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Poll Question 1

For the Corporate participants, are you aware of the potential file format changes linked to the 

global Swift MT to MX migration in the cash management space and have you already received 

any information about the new ISO 20022 version 2019 (pain.001.001.09 – Version 09 etc.)?

1. No, this would be a new topic for our organization. 

2. I am aware of the global MT-MX migration, but the 2019 ISO version is a new topic.

3. Yes, I am aware of both the global MT-MX migration and the new 2019 ISO version.
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Results of Poll Question 1

For the Corporate participants, are you aware of the potential file format changes linked to the 

global Swift MT to MX migration in the cash management space and have you already received 

any information about the new ISO 20022 version 2019 (pain.001.001.09 – Version 09 etc.)? 
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Poll Question 2

Whilst there is currently no formal requirement for corporates to migrate onto the XML V09, 

which is the single greatest benefit which will provide additional motivation to consider a 

migration from your current format? 
 

1. Greater standardisation and simplification of the current multi-banking payment file format. 

2. Improved structured remittance information to help accelerate reconciliation. 

3. Consistent use of structured fields for local requirements (like regulatory reporting). 

4. Potential for greater bank portability. 

5. Greater transparency of payment tracking.
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Results of Poll Question 2

Whilst there is currently no formal requirement for corporates to migrate onto the XML V09, 

which is the single greatest benefit which will provide additional motivation to consider a 

migration from your current format? 
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1. Bank flavored Implementations

• Significant implementation timelines

• Multiple flavors of pain.001 e.g.,

o Payment Type Codes

o Initiating Party Identification

o Address Logic

o Reference Information

o Batching rules

2. Data-Overpopulation 3. Unstructured Data Fields

• The core principles to accept and 
ignore excess data

• Challenges in banks accepting 
excess data

• Resulting in greater implementation 
complexity on the corporate side

• Low usage of structured data tags

• High usage of unstructured data tags 

• Low standardization across the banks 
e.g., regulatory reporting 

CGI pain.001 V03 Implementation 

Challenges – Lessons Learned

1
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1. Bank Standard Implementations

• Reduce implementation timeline
• Reduce implementation complexity
• How ? 

• More prescriptive logic
• Standardised Payment Codes
• Standardised Regulatory reporting
• Structured Postal Address logic

2. Provision of Additional Data 3. Structured Data

• Potentially accept additional data 
subject to bilateral agreement:

• Initiating Party Identification
• Category Purpose
• Structured Remittance Info
• Non-conflicting data (e.g., 

Agent BIC & clearing code)
• Does not apply to proprietary 

codes.

• Structured data first principle going 
forward 

• Corporates to get richer Remittance 
Information for auto-reconciliation 
(if supported by clearing) 

• Opportunity for the banks to 
provide value add services, e.g., 
Remittance advice service

CGI pain.001 V09 Implementation 

Approach – “Change of Mindset” 

11
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A Big Thank You to All 

Contributors to the XML V09 

Implementation Guidelines ! 

Contributors Institutions
Kerstin Schoenwitz Deutsche Bank, WG1 Lead

Mark Sutton Zanders, Subgroup Lead

Mike Pawlisz CGI-MP Co-Convener, JPM

Peter Noonan Electrolux Group, WG3 Lead

Gherri Dinnocenzo Siemens

Francois Lemaire Biotos

Michaël Vander Elst BNP Paribas

Chandhana Dias 

Abeyesinghe

Citi

Mariya Sanders Citi

Justyna Senderek-Ferreira Credit Suisse

Hardi Mandiro Deutsche Bank

Martin Noeth Deutsche Bank

Christian Schwinghammer Efisswiss

Anand Sampath First Abu Dhabi Bank

Dhananjaya Samaraweera First Abu Dhabi Bank

Mahesh Nagavalli First Abu Dhabi Bank

Kamalraj Kotian HSBC

Contributors Institutions
Hong Boon Tew HSBC

Ankush BHATNAGAR HSBC

Cyrus Z Y GUAN HSBC

Pascal Spittler IKEA

Annemarie Bona ION

Chung, Benjamin JPM

Carsten Pedersen Nordea

Mario Reichel CGI-MP Co-Convener, PPI

Rasmus Lundquist SEB

Martin Walder Six Group

Dinesh Kumar Standard Chartered Bank

Raja Raman Mahalingam Standard Chartered Bank

Rajesh Vedantham Standard Chartered Bank

Shamim Shaikh Ahemad Standard Chartered Bank

Volker OPPERMANN Uni Credit

Adrian McPhun Swift

Kiyono Hasaka Swift
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• Over 40 countries covered by a regional view with the key datapoints required by the clearing systems

• Clear definition of Service Level Codes to be used to identify the payment type

• Deeper dive into more complex data requirements   

Appendix B: The Country Level Detail
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• New approach to capture 
Regulatory reporting 
information

• New codes invented to help 
standardise regulatory 
reporting information

• Additionally include 
inbound reporting, e.g., 
China and UAE

Appendix B: Regulatory Reporting – A Global 

Structured Approach 
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• New approach to capture proxy

• New Service Level Code “INST” for Instant Payment Service (except for SEPA) 

• Standardised way of providing proxy type codes, e.g., mobile number, email address

Appendix B: Proxy/Tokenisation: 

Supporting the Rise of Instant Payments
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• Remove the frictions between the banks.

• Reduce costs by more standardised implementation. 

• Corporates - Richer data enable better reconciliations (STP/STR*).

• Banks - Higher payment automation and compliance check processing rates.

• Potential greater portability due to the bank-agnostic format.

• Dedicated tags for Regulatory Reporting, Tax, UETR, LEI, Proxy.

• Improved AML compliance and counter-terrorist financing (CTF) screening.

• Structured Remittance Information as supported by the Banks & Market Infrastructures 
End to End.

*Straight Through Processing (STP) / Straight Through Reconciliations (STR)

Key Benefits to the Corporate and 

Banking Community
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All Important Views from the Corporates:
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CGI-MP Rules 

and Guidelines 

are available for 

community 

adoption 

MyStandards

MyStandards: https://www2.swift.com/mystandards/#/group/CGI-MP

CGI-MP Guidelines

User Handbook

New way of accessing the CGI-MP Guidelines 

on MyStandards

20

https://www2.swift.com/mystandards/#/group/CGI-MP


• Includes comments and rules to 

prescribe the usage of the tags

• The pain.001 International and Urgent 

Domestic Payments Guideline must be 

used in conjunction with Appendix B 

• More guidelines to come (domestic ACH 

payments, SEPA during 2024) 

New CGI Implementation Guidelines 

e.g. pain.001 V09 International and Urgent Domestic 

Payments (link) 
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• Greater clarity around the end-to-end 

workflows

• Clarification of different status codes and 

sequence

• More examples of pain.001 and pain.002 

usage guidelines  
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Considering the presentation content, what are your current plans around adopting XML V09? 

1. We plan to implement as soon as our partner banks are ready to proceed. 

2. We are currently planning to implement by Nov 2025 (hybrid address is available).

 

3. We are currently planning to implement by Nov 2026 (end of unstructured address). 

4. We are information gathering and have no plans to migrate at this stage. 

Poll Question 3
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Considering the presentation content, what are your current plans around adopting XML V09? 

Results of Poll Question 3
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International and Urgent Domestic Payments 

Hybrid Postal Address from November 2025
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Poll Question 4

Considering the address options available and considering how you currently have your vendor master 

data set-up, which of the options below relates to your preferred approach? 

1. No changes – we already have full structured address data set-up for our vendors. 

2. No changes – we are already using a hybrid-based approach with our banking partners.

3. We will support the full structured address option and master data changes will be required. 

4. We will support the hybrid option and master data changes will be required.

5. We need to investigate this topic further. 
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Results of Poll Question 4

Considering the address options available and considering how you currently have your vendor master 

data set-up, which of the options below relates to your preferred approach? 
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Questions?
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