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1.
Opening of meeting

Bob Morley (Anite / Chairman) opened the and welcomed the delegates who then gave brief introductions.  

2.
Adoption of agenda and registration of documents
There was some discussion about proposed revisions to the agenda including a possible change to the order.  

A request to include an item about applicable versions of the core specifications was approved and item 8.1 (‘Agree applicable version of standards’) was included in the agenda.

The papers to be presented were then briefly reviewed and with members’ agreement were allocated to the various agenda items.

The draft agenda was then approved.

3.
Agreement on minutes from previous meeting

Mr Davidian (NTT DoCoMo) stated that the minutes appeared to be superficial, only concentrated on the numbers of test cases and did not detail the inputs made by operators.  

In response Mr Collins (GCF Secretariat) stated that he had tried to accurately record the decisions and actions agreed during the meeting while trying to maintain a compromise over the amount of information included in the report.

Mr Morley (Chairman) noted the comments but also recorded that the minutes had been available for comment in advance of the meeting and this point had not been raised during that period.

The report of the meeting was therefore agreed as an accurate record without any changes.

4.
Agreement on the Interim Test set of 34123-1 test cases

4.1
Review and compare inputs

Mr Mattisson (Ericsson) presented Doc 02-047 (‘LS to T1 Ad Hoc on GCF’s 3G Test Case Prioritisation Principles’) for information.  

He explained that the paper, which had been originally produced at the first 3G Ad Hoc meeting in Fleet (Doc 02-008) as an agreed set of principles for test case prioritisation, would be a useful reference for the work in this meeting.

In response to a concern raised by Mr Davidian (NTT DoCoMo) that the document contained a large number of criteria Mr Burbidge (Motorola) explained that these were only intended to be used where disagreements arose in order to progress discussions.  

Mr Davidian also noted that his paper (Doc 02-048) to be presented later could have an impact on item c1 (‘Test cases that are very similar to another test case (e.g. Include one of either URA_PCH or CELL_PCH, but not both)’) .

However Mr Morley recommended that the NTT DoCoMo paper should be presented under its allocated agenda item and any possible implications reviewed at that time.  

Mr Schön (Ericsson) presented Doc 02-035 (‘Updated  proposal for test case priorities for TS 34.123 V4.1.0’) which included a spreadsheet containing updated information from the previous 3G Ad Hoc meeting.  

He explained that the paper included a proposal to add a further two high priority test cases (8.1.1.2 and 8.3.1.6).

A cell formula error was subsequently noted in the paper and after correction the paper was re-submitted as Doc 02-035r1. 

4.2
Agree on Interim Set

Mr Morley (Chairman) noted that Doc 02-035r1 contained an agreed list of tests and this was accepted as a baseline for further discussions.

5.
Agree on contents of packages 1, 2 & 3 in the Interim Set

5.1
Review and compare inputs

Mr Mattisson (Ericsson) presented Doc 02-036r1 (‘Updated proposal for phasing of high prioritised test cases’) for review.

He explained that paper had been produced by applying the phasing principles from the mm02 paper (Doc 02-014r1, ‘Proposal on high level content for test case packages 1-3’) which were agreed at the 3G GCF Ad Hoc#02 to the high-priority test cases as proposed in Doc-02-035.  

In addition the criteria defined in Doc 02-014r1 had been used to categorise the types of test in each package.

Therefore, in addition to details of total numbers of tests in each package, it was now possible to obtain information about the numbers of tests in each category.

Finally he noted that Doc 02-014r1 had been re-input for information as Doc 02-037 (‘Proposal on high level content for test case packages 1-3’) and it was agreed to use this paper for future reference.   

(The agreed list of categories and packages in Doc 02-037 was input separately as a Word document in Doc 02-049.) 

There was some detailed discussion about proposed changes to the content of the packages and Mr Morley noted that there was full agreement to proceed with the list in Doc 02-036r1 as a baseline.

It was noted that Docs 02-041 and 02-042 (‘Merged Priorities List (final draft)’ which had previously been agreed at Ad Hoc #02 had been superseded by Doc 02-050 and therefore were not reviewed.
Doc 02-043 (‘Proposal on high level content for test case packages 2-3’)  was presented by Mr Morley (Chairman) on behalf of Orange who were not represented at the meeting.  

The paper were discussed at length and several delegates were concerned about some of the proposals it contained.  However in the absence of the paper’s author it was not possible to resolve these satisfactorily. 

A proposal to include 15 bit LI tests was discussed but as it was no longer believed to be an important test the proposal was rejected.  

Similarly a proposal to include RFC header compression tests was rejected as the resulting removal of other more important tests could not be justified.

However it was agreed to include the PS-MM test 12.4.2.2 in package 2.

A proposal to include 27 tests for RRC failure was not supported as the members believed the problem should be fixed via the relevant networks, not the terminals.  

Similarly a request to include some of these tests for ‘early’ terminals was considered but as it was not possible to identify which tests were involved this was also rejected.

Doc 02-044 (‘LS from TWG Position on TS 34.123 Priority Packages 1, 2 & 3’) was presented by Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone) who explained that it did not introduce anything new but represented the views of all TWG members.

There was a brief discussion about some of the statements made in the paper and Mr Schulze explained that TWG wished the content of packages 2 and 3 to be fixed. 

In particular TWG wanted a degree of flexibility in order to permit changes as a result of experience that would be gained from package 1 test implementations.

Mr Morley (Chairman) observed that, in order to avoid wasted resources, it was quite likely that tests in later packages would be implemented early if they were similar to tests validated in package 1.  

This view was supported by Mr Moosburger (Rohde & Schwarz) who agreed that dealing with similar tests from later packages at the same time as package 1 tests would be the most efficient way to use resources.

Mr Nielsen (Qualcomm / T1 Chairman) concluded by stressing that TSG-T1 needed an indication from the Ad Hoc group about the size and timing of packages in order that the test industry could start to plan the resources required to meet these targets.

Mr Schulze referred to Doc 02-036r1 and identified a further 9 tests which TWG had recommended in addition to the vendors’ package 1 and 2 lists (see column ‘L’).  

Each test was reviewed and the following decisions agreed:

6.1.2.2 – move to cat A, package 1

8.1.2.9 – move to cat B, package 1

9.2.3/4  - move to cat B, package 1

11.1.1.1 – remain in cat B, package 1

11.1.1.2.1/2 – remain in cat O, package 3  

14.2.13.1 – move to cat B, package 1

14.2.40 – move to cat B, package 1

The definition of category B was also extended to include tests 14.2.13.1 and 14.2.40. 

In addition test 9.4.2.4.5 was also assessed and it was agreed to move this to cat J, package 2.  However on inspection It was noted that the core specifications only listed 9.4.2.4 as one test and so it was agreed to revise ‘9.4.2.4.5’ to read ‘9.4.2.4 Procedure 5’ instead. 

As the TWG paper Doc 02-045 (‘Modification to the 3G Test Case Packages’) had already been implemented fully into the Doc 02-036r1 spreadsheet no further review of this paper was required.
Doc 02-048 (‘Proposed addition to Package 1’) was presented by Mr Davidian (NTT DoCoMo) who noted that the version distributed contained a number of errors.  He requested time to correct these and re-present a new version but as the remaining time available was limited he agreed to present the original version and to give verbal corrections.

The paper included a proposal for tests for CELL_PCH to become high priority.  However it was noted that these tests were very similar to existing tests for URA_PCH (which tested greater functionality) and under the circumstances it was agreed that only representative CELL_PCH tests would be moved to high priority.

The following changes were therefore agreed:

8.1.1.5 will be cat D package 1

8.2.3.18 will be cat D package 1

8.2.6.19 will be cat E package 2
8.3.1.2 will be cat E package 2 
8.3.1.4 will be cat E package 2

There was a request to move test 8.3.4.5 (which was described as a ‘stand alone’ test with no URA_PCH equivalent) to cat D package 1 but Mr Morley noted that there was no consensus to move it to a higher package and the request was rejected.

Mr Buldorini (Telecom Italia Lab) then presented Doc 02-051 (‘Principles for handling Failure cases / Invalid or unsupported configurations’) which had been prepared during the meeting.

Mr Morley noted that the paper only identified two tests (8.2.2.11 and 8.3.7.9) and therefore, at the request of Mr Nielsen (Qualcomm / T1 Chairman), he recommended that only these would be considered.  

He stated that no more time was available to include more tests before the T1 meeting the following week and any subsequent additions would therefore be reviewed by later T1 plenary sessions. 

After review it was agreed that there was no justification for moving either test to package 1  and 8.2.2.11 would remain in cat E (in package 2) and 8.3.7.9 would similarly remain in cat P (in package 3).

6.2
Agree on Packages 1, 2 & 3

Doc 02-050 (‘GCF phasing of high prioritised test cases’) was distributed and reviewed.

It was agreed that this document would be used as the basis for finalising the information which would be input to TSG-T1.

Mr Morley also stressed the need to agree the contents of packages 1, 2 & 3 which would then form an agreed baseline for subsequent meetings.

The status of the document was discussed briefly and Mr Nielsen (Qualcomm / T1 Chairman) explained that if the information was approved at T1 it would be imported into their documentation and become a T1 PRD under TSG-T1 version control.  

However he suggested that this particular document should remain within GCF and be maintained by them.

Under the circumstances, to avoid any confusion when submitted to T1, it was agreed that all additional columns to the right of column ‘H’ in Doc 02-050 would be removed and a revised paper (Doc 0-2-052) would be submitted to T1. 

7.
Proposals for additional test cases for 34.123-1 and 34.121 

7.1
Agree on additional test cases for inclusion in the interim Set

Doc 02-039 (‘Discussion Paper on Missing Test Cases for Equivalent PLMNs’)  was presented by Mr Clop (mm02) who explained that this feature was not a current requirement.

However he stated that it was important for future networks and it was intended to input an appropriate CR to T1 the following week.

Mr Clop stressed that as this issue would become critical to some operators it needed to be defined urgently and so should be included as a new category in package 2.

Mr Filiatrault (Nortel Networks) agreed on the principle of creating new categories but believed that the issue should be reviewed at the next 3G Ad Hoc meeting. 

Similarly Mr Madsen (Nokia) observed that it was likely that there would be a requirement for many more tests and these should be handled as part of an ongoing maintenance process.  He therefore believed it was too early to start introducing new categories at this stage.

Mr Morley noted these arguments but was concerned that it would be impossible to assess the importance of such tests at this stage.  In addition without the identification of specific tests T1 would not be able to process them.

In order not to overlook the issue a proposal was made by Mr Schön (Ericsson) to include a new category in package 3 but Mr Morley noted that this was not necessary as a CR was already being input to T1.   

Mr Morley therefore recommended that as there was insufficient time to review this paper(Doc 02-039) and Docs 02-038 and 02-046 they should all be re-presented for review at the next Ad Hoc meeting.  

ACTION POINT 3:1 Document authors

Mr Mossburger (Rohde & Schwarz) noted that there was insufficient time for presentation of his paper (Doc 02-040, ‘Proposal for speeding up 3G TTCN test case verification and validation’) which had already been carried forward from the previous meeting (3G Ad Hoc#02, 31st January 2002).

Mr Morley (Chairman) apologised for this and promised to deal with the paper at the next Ad Hoc meeting. 

ACTION POINT 3:2 Mr Morley

7.1.1 Timescale for availability of tests

Mr Nielsen (Qualcomm / T1 Chairman) noted that this meeting had successfully agreed the contents of package 1 which would now be reviewed at the next week’s T1 meeting and the next stage would be the preparation of CRs for approval at the TSG-T meeting in June 2002.

He stated that in order to progress this work it was essential for T1 to have an indication of when these tests were required and GCF, as a recognised Certification forum for the industry, was therefore asked to provide this information. 

In response Mr Morley (Chairman) noted that the stated aim of GCF was to have at least package 1 available by the end of 2002.  Therefore it should be possible to work back from this date to determine when stable tests and TTCN were required for validation.

However Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone) reported that network operators would like to launch their 3G services before the end of 2002 and therefore would like to set a target of October 2002 for the availability of the first package of validated tests.  

Under the circumstances the package 1 tests should be stable at least 3 months earlier.

Mr Mossburger (Rohde & Schwarz) noted that it was possible to validate approx 50 tests per quarter and so to meet this target the verified TTCN for package 1 would need to be ready by May 2002.

Mr Nielsen noted this information which he agreed to communicate to T1.

ACTION POINT 3:3 Mr Nielsen

7.2
Agree on other tests for inclusion in the Full Set

No additional input.

8.
Coordination of industry teams supporting verification of TTCN

8.1 Agree applicable version of standards

This item was not covered due to insufficient time.

9.
Communication of agreement to other organisations

It was agreed that Doc 02-052 would be distributed to the GCF Steering Group and copied to TWG.

ACTION POINT 3:4 Mr Collins, Mr Schulze

10.
Future meetings

It was agreed to hold at least one more 3G Ad Hoc meeting to cover the outstanding items from this meeting’s agenda plus new tests arising from T1.

The possibility of co-locating the next meeting with GCF AG#13 (Munich, 11th – 12th March 2002) was discussed but as this date clashed with TSG-T and SA it was rejected.

Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone) therefore offered to investigate the possibility of hosting the next 3G Ad Hoc meeting in Düsseldorf pending availability of a suitable venue.

ACTION POINT 3:5 Mr Schulze

It was noted that a one day meeting was probably insufficient for the length of the agenda and therefore it was agreed to hold a one and a half day meeting during the period 20th – 22nd March 2002 (date to be confirmed).  

The meeting would therefore start at lunch time on the first day and end at 16.00 on the second day.

Mr Morley agreed to continue as Chairman for the next meeting. 

11.
Any other business

11.1
3G Ad Hoc group framework and procedures

Mr Collins (GCF Secretariat) raised the need to agree a framework and draft set of procedures for the day-to-day operation of the Ad Hoc group.

This was discussed briefly and there was consensus that the matter was important and needed to be addressed.  

However it was decided that in view of the limited time remaining the topic would not be discussed at this meeting and would be raised at the next Ad Hoc meeting.

ACTION POINT 3:6 Mr Collins

12.
Close of meeting 

Mr Morley (Chairman) thanked the hosts and participants for contributing to a successful meeting and closed proceedings at 16.45.
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