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Report of the joint meeting of GERAN WG4 and WG5.

The question is how to proceed with change requests that are specific to one release and how this will be described in the Rel-4 specification.

There are two extremes of working in the future. To have a TS for each phase or to include some mechanism to identify which parts of the test relate to what release. 

One suggestion was that when a change in the conformance requirements causes a test to become release specific, then a new test should be written and the applicability should be identified in 51.010-2. 

It was commented that if we make a new test case for each release, then even minor changes will cause many more test cases. It would be better, therefore, to have some mechanism to highlight differences between releases actually in the test case itself. 

The secretary indicated that there is a precedent for this in 3GPP, that of 22.078 for CAMEL. In this case a designator is used to indicate the applicability of the text to a particular phase; i.e. $(CAMEL2)$. In this TS, the designators are spread throughout the text and it is extremly difficult to track what text belongs to what.

Of course, a TS like CAMEL is an abstract specification and it is very difficult, however, a specification like 51.010 is more structured and it should be more easier to identify changes.

The chairman of WG5 provided an example of including changes into a test to show differences between releases. In this case, it was very clear what test procedure relates to what release.

He also indicated that whilst there are problems with the CAMEL way of doing things, it should be noted that most manufacturers are starting from an earlier implementation and that it is extremely difficult to determine the difference between releases when a new TS exists for each release. As an example, he asked what are the new functions and features between R98 and R99? We need a mechanims that allows a fast and accurate way of identifying the differences between the releases.

The chairman of WG4 indicated that to include some text in each test could well turn out to be a nighmare to handle. For instance, the conformance section could well have parts for R97, R98, R99, Rel-4, Rel-5, etc.. Also, in some instances the differences will result in an entirely different implemenation. 

Therefore, some sort of pragmatism is required, although it is not clear how the judgement should be made.

After all, if there is a small difference then this could be handled as a small change in the existing test and some designation as to what is applicable to what release. If there is a large difference, then this could result in a new test and a change to the applicability in 51.010-2. Of course, what if it is a small textural change that causes a huge difference in implementation?

It was commented that a general agreement is required. One suggestion was that if there is a difference in the core requirement difference between releases, then a separate and distinct test sequece should be applied.

This was countered with the comment that if there is a difference in the conformance requirement that does not require a change to the test, then a new test sequence is not required.

It was also commentd that most equipment is not manufactured on the basis of a release, but rather on the basis of a feature list. So a, so called, R97 mobile (of a base station) could contain R98 features and so it is not clearly just a R97 mobile.

Conclusion

It was clear that there is no one solution that is perfect. Some compromise is required. The chairman of WG4 suggested that all the delegates discuss this in their home companies. A number of solutions are possible, but different people have different perspectives. Some proposals need to be identifed:

1
Different specification for each release.

2
Different test cases for each release when core specifications differ and the difference has an impact on the test.

3
Different procedures within each test for each release when core specifications differ and the difference has an impact on the test.

4
Parenthesis around text to designate different releases.

5
To have one sequence, but with different values for each release. 

6
A combinations of 2 to 5.

It should be noted that not all of the solutions are appropriate for all the sections of the test case.

What is required is a template for the test case of the future to avoid ambiguity. 

It was decided that this issue should be discussed at home by the delegates and that proposals and some sort of analysis should be performed and brought back to the meeting.

