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1
Introduction

In [1], an update of the LTE SIG work plan was proposed where:

-
inter-RAT test cases in section 8.4 are focused on testing various combinations of RATs and Radio configurations after and before handover (as transmitted in the MobilityFromEUTRACommand message and the RRCConnectionReconfiguration message sent from another RAT

-
a number of "multi-layer procedures" in section 13

Though there was a general agreement about section 8.4, the work plan was not updated due to the need for more time to review. Similarly, there was not enough time to discuss the full proposal for section 13.

In order to progress now, it is proposed to make an update according to [1] for higher priority GCF test cases according to [2].

2
Inter-RAT handover
According to [2], the following test cases have GCF priority 2:
-
8.4.1.4 Inter-RAT Handover / from E-UTRA to UTRA(PS) / Data
-
8.4.1.6 Inter-RAT Handover / from E-UTRA to UTRA(HSPA) / Data
-
8.4.2.4 Inter-RAT Handover / from UTRA(PS) to E-UTRA / Data

-
8.4.2.6 Inter-RAT Handover / from UTRA(HSPA) to E-UTRA / Data
-
8.4.3.3 Inter-RAT Cell Change Order / from E-UTRA RRC_CONNECTED to GSM_Idle/GPRS Packet_Idle
Therefore, it is proposed to clarify the TC scope for all these test cases in order to capture the source and target configurations used for these test cases namely:

-
for E-UTRA, a configuration with one DRB using RLC-AM associated with the default EPS bearer context

-
for UTRA(PS), .Interactive or background / UL:64 DL: 64 kbps / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH according to TS 34.108 subclause 6.10.2.4.1.26 (this is supported in R99)
-
for UTRA(HSPA), Interactive or background / UL:64 DL: [max bit rate depending on UE category] / PS RAB + UL:3.4 DL:3.4 kbps SRBs for DCCH" according to TS 34.108 subclause 6.10.2.4.5.1 (this is supported in Rel-5)
These configurations are simple, suitable for most networks and applicable to the largest possible number or UEs..

3
Multi-layer procedures

3.1
FDD & TDD

Before considering individual test cases, it is noticeable that unlike other sections of the work plan, separate test case numbers are used for FDD and TDD. 

In general, we don't see any particular reason for this specific handling especially:

-
multi-layer test cases are aimed at checking overall behaviours including user plan and control plane, where the distinction between FDD and TDD is likely to be even less considered than in MAC or RRC test cases

-
for NAS layers, there is no difference at all

-
for FDD to TDD interworking, there is no problem to define specific test cases

Therefore, we propose to merge identical FDD and TDD test cases in an single test case.

3.2
Definitions

According to [2], the following test cases are priority 1:

-
13.1.1/2 Call Setup in E-UTRA FDD/TDD
-
13.1.3/4 Activation and deactivation of additional radio bearer in E-UTRA FDD/TDD
-
13.2.1 RRC connection reconfiguration in E-UTRA FDD/TDD
The following test cases are priority 2:
-
13.4.1.1/3 Intra-frequency mobility; E-UTRA FDD/TDD to E-UTRA FDD/TDD packet
-
13.4.1.2/4 Inter-frequency mobility E-UTRA FDD/TDD to E-UTRA FDD/TDD packet (priority 3 for FDD but 2 for TDD)

-
13.4.2.1/4 Inter-system mobility; E-UTRA to UTRA packet (priority 3 for FDD but 2 for TDD)

-
13.4.2.2/5 Inter-system mobility - E-UTRA to GPRS packet (priority 3 for FDD but 2 for TDD)

These scenarios are similar to scenarios in other subsections, so it is questionable whether different conformance requirements can be covered, hence some changes to the normal test case template could be needed.

In general, our understanding of these test cases is that they will be similar to test cases in other sections but the user plane will be tested.

However, we would like to point out that:

- 
the priority 2 test cases are explicitly aimed at packet services, while it is not explicit for the priority 1 TCs

-
13.1.1/2 seems the same like service request for uplink data

-
for all the other test cases, typical RRC configurations should be defined

We would like to ask RAN5 if the same configurations like for inter-RAT handover test cases are supposed to be used or not. Depending on the answer, the information can be added to the TC scope.

3
Conclusion
It is proposed to:
-
capture E-UTRA and UTRA configurations in the TC scope column for the priority 2 test cases in section 8.4

-
indicate "packet" in the titles of priority 1 test cases of section 13

-
merge FDD and TDD test cases in section 13

-
Clarify the difference between TCs of section 13 and the matching TCs in other sections. Possibly, in the "comments", a TC from section 13 can refer to a TC in another section that is the same scenario.

-
capture the intended E-UTRA and UTRA configurations in the TC scope column
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