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Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK10][bookmark: OLE_LINK11]At the previous meeting, RAN5 has discussed the possibility of introducing a generic section for RedCap UEs. In this discussion paper, we share our view on the structure of RedCap test cases. 
Discussion
In the last meeting, the structure of RedCap test cases has been discussed [1 – 4] without finding an agreement which blocked the progress of RedCap test cases. 
It was proposed to introduce generic sections for the RedCap test cases in [2, 3]. We think that such approach makes it more difficult to identify which test cases are applicable for a RedCap UE. For example, CA test cases do not apply to RedCap UEs.
In LTE RAN5 decided to introduce separate test cases for Category 1bis UEs, which are analog to RedCap NR UEs with respect to the reduced capabilities. In this way, the common structure of test cases, i.e., test purpose, test applicability, minimum conformance requirements, test description and test requirements is kept consistent throughout the specification.
Observation 1: In LTE separate test cases have been introduced for Category 1bis UEs.
Separate test cases are future proof since they provide the flexibility for individual updates when more requirements are specified in future Releases. For Release 18 there is already an enhancement work item in place for RedCap devices (NR_redcap_enh), so updates to the test cases will be needed in future. If the testing is included in the standard test cases, this will increase those in complexity even further. Thus, standalone TCs are easier to maintain and update.
Observation 2: Separate test cases provide more flexibility for updates according to requirements from higher Releases.
In the Category 1bis test cases major parts of the test cases refer back to the ordinary test cases. In this way, the maintenance effort is minimal. 
Observation 3: Making use of references to other test cases, the maintenance effort for separate RedCap test cases is minimal.
We note that the draft work plan for the NR_redcap_plus_ARCH-UEConTest work item already contains separate TCs for RRM and that the same approach should be followed for RF.
Observation 4: The draft work plan for the NR_redcap_plus_ARCH-UEConTest work item contains separate TCs for RRM and, for consistency, the same approach should be followed for RF.
Therefore, we propose to introduce separate test cases for RedCap and not reuse existing test cases.
Proposal 1: Introduce separate test cases for Redcap and do not reuse existing test cases.
Proposal 2: Wherever possible, refer back to existing test cases.
	Conclusion
In summary, we have shared our view on the structure of RedCap test cases. 
Observation 1: In LTE separate test cases have been introduced for Category 1bis UEs.
Observation 2: Separate test cases provide more flexibility for updates according to requirements from higher Releases.
Observation 3: Making use of references to other test cases, the maintenance effort for separate RedCap test cases is minimal.
Observation 4: The draft work plan for the NR_redcap_plus_ARCH-UEConTest work item contains separate TCs for RRM and, for consistency, the same approach should be followed for RF.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 1: Introduce separate test cases for Redcap and do not reuse existing test cases.
Proposal 2: Wherever possible, refer back to existing test cases.
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