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1. UTRA ASP extension mechanism
R5w120301 - UTRA ASP extension mechanism, presented by Virginie
R&S pointed out that this will only be implemented if the Rel-10 test cases are implemented in TTCN3.
R&S also asked what happens if we need, for example, Rel-10 features in Rel-11 as the proposed solution is for a choice.  Virginie replied that we will do the same as we are doing today for DPCH_Info.
Anite asked if we intended also to freeze the NAS and CSN.1 structured types and if this will be proposed at the next RAN5.  TF160 replied that as R&S mentioned, this is all subject to approval of moving UTRA Rel-10 to TTCN3.  However, if this happens, then NAS structured types can be frozen, and also CSN.1, where possible, but in general CSN.1 messages are more likely to change in the middle of the message, rather than at the end.

At the moment this is for information only and at this time we are unsure about the timing of when this will be formally proposed; but as said earlier, this is all subject to agreement of the way forward for UTRA Rel-10.
2. RSRQ
R5w120302 – RSRQ White Noise Discussion, presented by Virginie
R5w120305 – RSRQ Calculation Sheet, presented by Rasheed
Anritsu agrees with the calculations presented, but believes that more work needs to be done: especially to cover uncertainties, the OCNG transmission and to cover the multiple time period.  This spreadsheet is not usable in its current form.
R&S agree with Anritsu and think that the test cases will not be stable, but prefer to use dynamic values of OCNG, rather than static, as suggested by Anritsu.  They pointed out that the signalling tests should not be more challenging than the RF tests for the UE meet.
As these tests are very similar to RF/RRM tests, Anritsu suggests that these issues should be taken to RAN5 to ask the RF experts for their advice how these tests can be made repeatable.  Another solution would be to try to move these tests to the RF group, as they have all the tools to support them.  They suggest that they can arrange a sidebar with the RF group to discuss these tests.

Virginie commented that Shicheng’s intention is to present a prose CR at the RAN5 meeting, therefore would like to start the discussion now.

Anritsu request that the spreadsheet already used by RF/RRM tests be used instead of the one presented today.

R&S pointed out that the test requirements are not the same in signalling tests, therefore this spreadsheet can be used for cross-checking, but not used directly.

Anite stated that GCF is currently working on including these tests in a Rel-9 package.  Therefore if we want to move these to RRM, we need to do this before the next RAN5.  The original assumption was that these tests were not complicated to produce.  If AWGN and OCNG are now needed, these are not easy for signalling, but very easy for RF to produce.

AT4Wireless asked if we’re using a dummy cell, won’t it be easy to produce AWGN?  The other SS vendors replied that although it was allowed to use a dummy cell, it wasn’t mandated, and even if this was used it is not necessarily easy to produce AWGN.

Anritsu will send out the RF/RRM spreadsheet and then Rasheed will start an email discussion with the aim before the RAN5 meeting to either:

· Decide that these tests are too complicated for signalling and should be moved to RF/RRM

· Agree on the implementation of these tests and produce a prose CR

All SS Vendors agree with the proposed ASP change in slide 3.

Action 17.1: Rasheed: Start an email discussion about the RSRQ test cases
3. C2K
R5w120303 – Tunnelling of C2K messages, presented by Wolfgang
Anritsu have already discussed this with Qualcomm and agree that there are still some errors in the sequences, but agree that this is a black box approach and we should not try to enforce any particular sequence.
Anite and Rasheed believe that the SS should be testing that these sequences are performed as specified, and should be setting a fail verdict if the UE deviates from them.

R&S pointed out that, for example in handover tests, the C2K side is referenced in the 3GPP core specs and so these sequences should be tested.
Anritsu agreed, but insisted that this was not the case for the pre-registration procedure.  Therefore these sequences should be corrected in 36.508, but that this will take time.

TF160 stated that the definitions in 36.508 are currently mandatory, which may cause problems if any of these tests are verified.

Action 17.2: Anritsu: Add notes to the C2K messages sequences and default message contents defined in 36.508 to say that these are for information only
4. CA
Anritsu will start an email discussion on this point to cover the action point from the last RAN5 meeting
6. Tools
There are several internal tools that are already used on a delivery, but there is no tool to compare differences between deliveries.  There are obviously text comparison tools, but these can highlight several thousand differences on each module.
This is a major task, outside of the remit of TF160, which will take several man months.

R&S could add this to the agenda of the next tool vendors conference call to ask if any tool vendor would be interested in creating such a tool.

7. Interference issues with TDD
R5w120306r1 – Interferences problems with TDD
It is the intention of TF160 to help to resolve this problem, but our TDD experts are not in the office at the moment.  Therefore we propose to start an email discussion on this.
Anite have noticed the same problem and are currently trying to change the physical layer cell ids, but do not yet have a solution for this.  Even if they get this to work for the scenario they are testing, this may not be a complete solution, so they therefore support to start a discussion with all interested parties.

Action 17.3: Anritsu: Start an email discussion with SS vendors, TF160 and other interested parties to discuss the TDD interference problems.
8. AOB
Next Workshop:

The next face to face meeting is currently scheduled for 2nd October.


Summary of Action Points

Action 17.1: Rasheed: Start an email discussion about the RSRQ test cases
Action 17.2: Anritsu: Add notes to the C2K messages sequences and default message contents defined in 36.508 to say that these are for information only
Action 17.3: Anritsu: Start an email discussion with SS vendors, TF160 and other interested parties to discuss the TDD interference problems.
