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CN1 thanks T1 for their liaison T1-000163 (received as N1-001168) on CC timers accuracy. 

The following question is quoted from the liaison:

Before removing these extra tolerances, and allowing +/- 10% tolerance on all CC timers, T1 SIG would ask CN1 if there is still any reason to maintain the original values. If CN1 see a reason to use the GSM 11.10 values, TSG-T1 would like an explanation of the motivation for these values so their use in the test cases can be clarified.

CN1 would like to mention that :

- the test equipment can only observe what happens on the air interface and bases its timers on the transmission/reception of messages on the air interface. But the CC entity in the MS has usually no knowledge when a message is actually sent or received on the air interface. The CC entity in the MS typically starts its timers when requesting to lower layers for the message to be sent or when receiving a message in a primitive from lower layers. Layer 2 retransmissions and layer 2 send queue means that some delay can exist between the moment when a message is sent or received on the air interface and the moment when CC starts the timer.

- the limited processing power in the MS and the task switching times of the real time operating system creates extra delay

However if CC tests of the MS always take place in very good radio conditions (i.e. no layer 2 retransmission take place), and in a defined message sequence (i.e. the layer 2 queue of messages to be sent is empty), and no other processing load is placed on the MS at the time of testing,  CN1 opinion is that a +/-10% tolerance should be large enough to cover the delays mentioned above.

As indicated above, these represent tolerances for testing, and not tolerances for an implementation under real conditions. If it is considered necessary in the future to specify these (currently it is not), then these tolerances will be specified by CN1 in their documentation.

Note that in the event of any future testing of the network equipment, then these tolerances will not be the same as many different considerations will apply.

� Please write any action required from the groups in a clear way.





