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7.3.1
Opening of the Meeting

7.3.1.1
IPR policies

7.3.1.2
Meeting arrangements

7.3.2
Approval of the agenda

GP-111498
Draft Agenda for TSG GERAN WG3 #52 on GERAN Terminal Testing





Source: Chairman

(Replaces )

Decision: 

The document was noted.



7.3.3
Actions related to previous meetings

7.3.3.1
Approval of the Report from the previous meeting

7.3.3.2
Action Points (APs) review

GP-111506
Work Items after the TSG WG Electronic Meeting GERAN3#52





Source: ETSI MCC

Decision: 

The document was noted.



GP-111507
GERAN WG3 #52 Action Points





Source: Chairman

Decision: 

The document was noted.



7.3.4
Letters / Reports from other groups

7.3.4.1
TSG-CT, TSG-RAN, TSG-SA and PCG/OP

GP-111503
LS on using test loop mode in GERAN to LTE interworking TCs





Source: TSG WG RAN5

Abstract: 

RAN5 has been made aware of the GERAN3 need of a method to be used as a data transfer mechanism in GERAN to E-UTRAN test cases where after PS HO data transfer need to be completed in E-UTRAN.

During RAN5#52 a number of discussions took place at the end of which RAN5 concluded the following:

- TS 36.509 specifies a test loop mode (ref: UE test loop mode B, clause 5) that is radio technology agnostic. This test loop mode is mandatory for all UEs supporting E-UTRA. This test loop mode is used in the current E_UTRA and UTRA inter-RAT test cases to verify correct data transmission in UTRA (and E-UTRA) in E-UTRA to/from UTRA inter-RAT test case. For the same purpose, the test loop mode can also be used for GERAN to E-UTRA inter-RAT test cases.

An example of the usage of UE test loop mode B can be found in TS 36.523-1  TC 13.4.2.4.

- Regarding the usage of the mode, RAN5 would like to stress to GERAN3 that the mode can be activated only when the UE is in E-UTRA. The implication being that even if a TC verifies behaviour from GERAN to LTE, the TC must be started with the UE being on the E-UTRA side.

RAN 5 asks GERAN3 to take the above into account whenever a data transfer mechanism is needed for any GERAN to E-UTRAN test cases.

Discussion: 

already treated at GERAN3#51.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111504
Reply LS on the Progress on LTE Interworking TCs





Source: TSG WG RAN5

Abstract: 

Response to LS GP-110855 (R5-113093).

RAN5 thanks GERAN3 for the LS on the Progress on LTE Interworking Test Cases. During the RAN5#52 meeting, RAN5 discussed the following action requested in the GERAN3 LS: 

“GERAN 3 would like to request RAN5 to provide us with the clarification on the test procedure for 13.4.2.5”.

The discussion focussed on whether this test case is overlapping with the test case 6.2.3.19 in the GERAN3 Workplan. 

According to RAN5’s understanding, the test case 6.2.3.19 in GERAN is testing the scenario where the UE is redirected to LTE upon the release of an established CS call. 

The RAN5 related scenario planned to be tested in 13.4.2.5 is where the UE normal preferred camping is in GERAN and the network decides to redirect the UE to LTE for data services. For further information GERAN3 may want to study a similar test case, 13.4.2.4, entitled “Inter-system mobility / Service based redirection from UTRA to E-UTRA” which has already been specified in TS 36.523-1. 

The RAN5 view is that test cases 6.2.3.19 and 13.4.2.5 are not overlapping and that both are needed to provide sufficient test coverage for GERAN – LTE interworking. 

RAN5 asks GERAN3 to provide feedback as to whether GERAN3 agrees with the RAN5 analysis and preference to keep both test cases in the Workplan.

Discussion: 

already treated at GERAN3#51.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111505
Reply LS to LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT





Source: TSG WG SA5

Abstract: 

Response to S5-112256/SP-110433 LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT.

Rel-11

Work Item: Enhanced Management of UE based network performance measurements(UID_510058)

3GPP SA5 thank SA for the “LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT”. Regarding “The applicability of Equivalent PLMN identities in future development.” issue mentioned in the LS, SA5 mainly discussed the requirements and potential aspects to be considered for MDT support in EPLMN scenario.

There are several aspects SA5 thinks are necessary to be addressed which may also have close dependency with other groups for the support of EPLMN scenario to provide a complete solution.

1.UE selection in area based MDT: SA5 discussed that a separate operator configured MDT PLMN list could be considered to indicate the MDT UE selection permission information by the operators. Details of the list will be discussed in future SA5 meeting.

2.MDT continuation: SA5 discussed that the support of MDT continuation in EPLMN scenario, but it was not been discussed in detail in this meeting.

3.RAN sharing: SA5 discussed that RAN sharing scenarios shall also be considered in future work.

SA5 has agreed a solution which supports area based MDT activation in EPLMN scenario with usage of existing user consent mechanism. The following sentence was agreed in this meeting to be included into TS 32.422 for Rel-10 and Rel-11: “If the user is within his home operator’s PLMNs in the home country and the user has given his consent, the MME/ SGSN/MSC-S shall send the user consent information to the eNB/RNC during the UE context setup procedure. Otherwise the MME/ SGSN/MSC-S shall not send the user consent information to the eNB/RNC.”

3GPP SA5 is looking forward to work closely with other groups on progressing the complete solution for EPLMN in early Rel-11.

Discussion: 

already treated at GERAN3#51.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111519
Reply LS on extreme temperatures requirements for testing of different devices





Source: TSG WG GERAN1

Abstract: 

GERAN WG1 thanks  GERAN WG3 for their LS (GP-111069) on extreme temperatures requirements for testing of different devices.

GERAN WG1 informs TSG GERAN WG3 that the current core specification 3GPP TS 45.005 does not define environmental conditions for testing of “Handheld” and “Vehicular or Portable” device categories but for “small MS units” and “other units” instead (where requirements for DCS 1800, PCS 1900, GSM 850 and GSM 700 MS units follow small MS requirements). TSG GERAN WG1 encourages TSG GERAN WG3 to align 3GPP TS 51.010 definitions accordingly.

Commercial GERAN capable products fall in practise to the small MS category where the temperature range requirements seem to align with those set by TS 25.101 for UTRAN capable terminals. Thus TSG GERAN WG1 does not see any issue related to testing commercially available dual mode or multi-mode terminals.

GERAN WG1 does not see a need to exclude the option to introduce products belonging to the “other units” category. It should still be feasible to test these products too even if they were multi-RAT capable. If however GERAN WG3 considers testing of certain products at different extreme temperatures depending on the RAT under test as problematic, 3GPP TSG RAN groups could be informed and asked to consider if they find it worth removing the misalignment that was introduced when 3GPP TS 25.101 requirements were implemented.

Considering specifically device types mentioned at the TSG GERAN WG3 LS (mobile phones, data cards, embedded modules etc.), GERAN WG1 assumes that these all belong to the small MS category where the extreme temperature range already aligns with the 3GPP TS 25.101 requirements (see 3GPP TS 45.005 for the definition of small MS). 

GERAN WG1 asks GERAN WG3 to consider the actual product category definitions and the corresponding environmental requirements from 3GPP TS 45.005 and to align 3GPP TS 51.010 accordingly. GERAN WG1 would be willing to revisit the topic if GERAN WG3 still finds testing issues after the above mentioned alignment.

GP-111523 implements the suggested way forward in the LS.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



7.3.4.2
From Partners and their bodies

GP-111537
Response LS to ETSI MSG and 3GPP on eCall testing





Source: GSMA EMTA

Abstract: 

The GSMA Embedded Mobile Transport and Automotive workstream has discussed the following LSs regarding eCall testing from 3GPP sent to the GSME eCall Task Force, and would like to offer a response to the questions raised.

- On testing eCall inactivity timers 

--From 3GPP TSG RAN WG5: R5-110880

--From 3GPP TSG GERAN WG3:GP-110012

- On dynamically updating eCall USIM modes:

--From ETSI MSG: MSG(10)0065r3

--From 3GPP TSG GERAN WG3: GP-110857

--From 3GPP TSG RAN WG5: R5-112674

eCall inactivity timers

In the LS R5-110880, 3GPP RAN WG5 highlights the cost and complexity of testing the eCall inactivity timers, and asks for clarification of the timer values.

Similarly, in the LS GP-110012, 3GPP GERAN WG3 asks if it would be acceptable to test MS behaviour under the eCall inactivity timers (T3242 and T3243) for a shorter duration than specified for testing purposes only, to reduce the testing burden.

As the correct functioning of these timers is important to both the correct operation of eCall and limiting the network impact of eCall-only devices, the GSMA EMTA workstream recommends that both timers be tested for their full duration.

Dynamic update of eCall USIM modes

In LSs MSG(10)0065r3, ETSI MSG asks if it is necessary to specify a test case to verify that an eCall capable UE in eCall-only mode can be reconfigured to permit additional services, and that an eCall-capable UE can be configured for eCall-only operation.

In LSs GP-110857 and R5-112674, GSMA EMTA workstream notes that both 3GPP GERAN WG 3 and 3GPP RAN WG5 have selected the over-the-air option to update the eCall configuration on the USIM.

Considering that this over-the-air update would use existing USIM fields (albeit with new parameters for eCall), and that the back-office processes to initiate the reconfiguration are MNO-specific, the GSMA EMTA workstream does not consider it is necessary to specify test cases for the over-the-air update.

The GSMA EMTA workstream requests RAN WG5 and GERAN WG3 to define test cases for the eCall inactivity timers in accordance with the recommendation above.

Discussion: 

It was raised an action to investigate and come up with CR(s) for the next meeting.
Decision: 

The document was noted.



7.3.4.3
From other Organisations

7.3.4.4
STF160

7.3.5
Technical Work

7.3.5.1
Corrections not related to open WIs

7.3.5.1.1
General maintenance

7.3.5.1.1.1
51.010-1

GP-111509
CR 51.010-1-4640 31.x - Correction to the contents of the reference parts





51.010-1
  CR-4640  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: CGC Inc.

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111511
CR 51.010-1-4641 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation





51.010-1
  CR-4641  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Anite, Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

Comment from the GERAN WG3 Chair(Samsung) on 6.11.:

1 – This TC contains parts that are mandatory to all MS (understanding DL fill bits) and others that are optional for pre Rel-6 MS and mandatory for Rel-6 onwards (using the fill bits in UL). I do not believe that we could reflect these dependencies via the TC applicability in Part 2. Therefore, I would suggest that we make the TC applicable (in 51.010 Part 2) to ALL MS and explicitly indicate in the TC description (possibly in the Specific PICS and Test procedure but at least in the Expected Sequence) this dependency.

2 – What you have in Step 31 is not really a step rather it is a comment and would suggest that this line does not have a step number; secondly the text I believe is wrong – shouldn’t it say “Step 32 to 56”?

Some changes to the submitted draft were needed: 

- The new TC is included now with revision marking 

- New PICS "TSPC_UL_L2_Fill_Bits_Randomisation" from part 2 CR included 

- Editor's note regarding 32 bit pattern lenght. 

- Expected sequence table formatting

The comments were taken into account.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111516
Discussion Paper on TC 14.18.10.1





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Abstract: 

The paper outlines open implementation issues for TC 14.18.10.1 Minimum Input level for Reference Performance on PAN.

Discussion: 

comment from ST-ericsson on 3.11.:

This test case was discussed in May last year by RIM and some modifications were done.

In order to summarize, and what the discussion is in chapter 1.1:

The main purpose with this test case should be requirement 2 and key point of the PAN error limit 5% is how many successful PAN decoding that are done by MS it has nothing to do with ACK or NACK inside the PAN. Only the decoding of the actual PAN field as such (same as USF decoding), which means that transmitted PANs divided by successfully received and decoded PAN shall be >95% PAN are separately channel coded and USF are also separately channel coded.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



GP-111522
CR 51.010-1-4647 Testing Timer T3243





51.010-1
  CR-4647  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Qualcomm Inc

Discussion: 

Withdrawn on 7.11. at author's request.

Will foreseeably be reissued at the next meeting, as the LS GP-111537 from GSMA came in a bit late.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111523
CR 51.010-1-4643 Aligning Extreme test conditions with 45.005





51.010-1
  CR-4643  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Samsung

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111530
CR 51.010-1-4650 40.5 modification for LLC AM





51.010-1
  CR-4650  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: ST-Ericsson

Discussion: 

Comment from R&S on 2.11.:

According to the S2 CRs it is ok that Rel-8 and later MS should not to be tested for "acknowledged LLC mode" (Reliability Class 2). 

Therefore, R&S proposed an improved wording of the Note for the official submission: 

"Note 1: Rel-8 and later MS shall not support QoS parameter Reliability Class=2. PDP Context 11, PDP Context 12 and PDP Context 13 are not applicable for Rel-8 and later MS."

ST-Ericsson replied on 3.11.:

The improved wording is fine. The CR will be updated accordingly.

Comment from the GERAN WG3 Chair on 6.11.:

The 3GPP drafting rules do not allow putting requirements in a NOTE in a normal paragraph - the new note is using the word "shall" and also introducing applicability requirement. If in the relevant TCs there is no need to clarify applicability then the Note should possibly say:

"Note 1: From Rel-8 onwards MS is not expected to support QoS parameter Reliability Class=2. Therefore Test PDP contexts 11, 12 and 13 are not required for test cases using packet services is.."

A draft r1 was produced on 7.11.

Renesas reported on 8.11. the same comments as in GP-111531.

ST-Ericsson decided on 10.11. to withdraw this CR at this meeting and instead create a LS to CT1  GP-111542.

Depending on the outcome of the reply of the submitted LS, the document will be resubmitted again at the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111531
CR 51.010-1-4651 46.x modification for LLC AM





51.010-1
  CR-4651  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: ST-Ericsson

Discussion: 

Comment from R&S on 2.11.:

It isn't necessary to introduce specific PICS for the tests which are not applicable at all for Rel-8 and later MS. The change of the applicability definition in 51.010-2 should be sufficient for those tests. This is not the right way to define the applicability in the test procedure.

In TC 46.1.2.7.3 the GEA4 procedure (K = 4) should be removed as the test case is removed from the applicability tabel with the related 51.010-2 CR.

ST-Ericsson replied on 2.11.:

ST-Ericsson fully agrees that the specific PICS "TSPC_MS_HIGHER_LAYER_RELEASE” may not be needed. Why we did it this way was because this approach already existed for similar behavior like tc 45.3.2.2.

Is it then ok for the group that we remove specific PICS “TSPC_MS_HIGHER_LAYER_RELEASE” for the CR?

Regarding TC 46.1.2.7.3 we suppose it should be removed but it’s a bit problematic stating the "GPRS release support of Rel-7" plus anyhow also supporting GEA4?

Comment from the GERAN WG3 Chair on 6.11.:

The 3GPP drafting rules do not allow putting requirements in a NOTE in a normal paragraph - the new note is using the word "shall" and also introducing applicability requirement. If in the relevant TCs there is no need to clarify applicability then the Note should possibly say:

"Note 1: From Rel-8 onwards MS is not expected to support QoS parameter Reliability Class=2. Therefore Test PDP contexts 11, 12 and 13 are not required for test cases using packet services is.."

R&S has made also a comment (see below) which also includes the word “shall” which we SHALL not use.

In conclusion you can suggest any text not using “shall” – it is the only thing we have to obey.

Reply from ST-Ericsson on 7.11.:

For draft 40.5 we also got following comment from R&S:

"According to the S2 CRs it is ok that Rel-8 and later MS should not to be tested for "acknowledged LLC mode" (Reliability Class 2). 

I just propose an improved wording of the Note for the official submission: 

Note 1: Rel-8 and later MS shall not support QoS parameter Reliability Class=2. PDP Context 11, PDP Context 12 and PDP Context 13 are not applicable for Rel-8 and later MS."

Anite commented to ST-Ericsson on 7.11.:

For 46.2.2.4.3, the summary of change states that it is modified to use LLC UNACK instead of LLC ACK. The test procedure down below is made as not applicable for R8 MS and onwards.

ST-Ericsson agreed to the change of summary.

Drafts r1+r2 were produced on 7.11. with an updated summary.

Comment from R&S on 8.11.:

1.) Applicability in test procedure

In our initial comment we wrote: "It is not the right way to define the applicability in the test procedure".

What was meant is to take out the new text from the test procedures as well: 

" 

For a R97 to R7 MS, Reliability class:2 and PDP Context 11,12,13 is supported. 

For a R8 MS and onwords , Reliability class:2 and PDP Context 11,12,13 is not supported. Hence this TC is not applicable. 

" 

Only when exepcted sequence really has branches depedning on the conditions it may be described in the test procedure section. 

2.) TCs converted from LLC-ACK to LLC-UNACK 

R&S found some further comments to the test cases converted from LLC-ACK to LLC-UNACK: 

46.1.2.5.1 

- It seems as if too much has been deleted in the Test procedure paragraph. The sentence starting with "After receiving the first frame," is incomplete and the following sentence does not make sense (What is "In this" referring to?) 

- The new step 6 needs an update, UI frames do not have an N(S) field. 

46.1.2.7.7 

- By deleting steps 4 to 7 unfortunately an important part of the requirement check has been removed, the test case no longer verifies that the negotiated values are really used. 

What about negotiating N201-U instead of N200 and checking that the negotiated value is applied in a subsequent unacknowledged data mode transfer? 

46.2.2.4.1 

- In step 5 it should read "unacknowledged" data transfer. 

- In step 6 and onwards it needs to be considered that the MS will send SN-UNITDATA PDUs in unacknowledged mode.

Renesas to ST-Ericsson on 8.11.:

We are modifying the 46.x section, however I do not see the corresponding cross reference to the LLC specification 44.064 in the reason for change.

At the same time Rel-8 onwards if EUTRAN is supported this is applicable. 

How is it handled for Rel-8 without EUTRAN support ?

I would request you to send a guidance LS to CT#1 and get more clarifications in this front before we actually accept this CR.

Please let me know your comments.

ST-Ericsson replied on 8.11.:

As the PDP context 11,12 and 13 in chapter 40.5 is not any longer supported from Rel-8 and further, these makes that the related test cases in chapter 46.x is not any longer applicable, meaning if the precondition for the testcases in chapter 46.x is not fulfilled then the actual conformance requirement like 44.064 is not any longer relevant.

The change is valid for Rel-8 and further independent of EUTRAN support or not.

So we don’t see any need to send a LS to CT#1 as it’s not any longer possible to trigger the LLC AM feature.

We don’t see any reasons not accepting the changes.

Renesas replied on 8.11.:

Section 40.5 is again updated by your other CR of yours. I have the same comment to all the changes related to this 46.x modification.

In 24.008 I still see the possibility to indicate LLC ack mode for PDP context, see the Rel-11 definition of QoS in 10.5.6.5:

Reliability class, octet 3 (see 3GPP TS 23.107 [81])

Bits

3 2 1

In MS to network direction:

0 0 0       Subscribed reliability class

In network to MS direction:

0 0 0       Reserved

In MS to network direction and in network to MS direction:

0 0 1       Unused. If received, it shall be interpreted as '010' (Note)

0 1 0       Unacknowledged GTP; Acknowledged LLC and RLC, Protected data

0 1 1       Unacknowledged GTP and LLC; Acknowledged RLC, Protected data

1 0 0       Unacknowledged GTP, LLC, and RLC, Protected data

1 0 1       Unacknowledged GTP, LLC, and RLC, Unprotected data

1 1 1       Reserved

All other values are interpreted as Unacknowledged GTP and LLC; Acknowledged RLC, Protected data in this version of the protocol.

(the unused value “001” was allocated but not used in earlier versions for acknowledged GTP, and that was gone already before Rel-7)

Also, for RAU accept the SGSN seems to be prepared for the case that active PDP contexts in LLC acknowledged mode might exist, still quoting Rel-11 24.008:

9.4.15.4          List of Receive N‑PDU Numbers

This IE shall be included in case of an inter SGSN routing area updating from A/Gb mode to A/Gb mode, or inter SGSN routing area updating from Iu mode to A/Gb mode, or intra SGSN routing area updating from Iu mode to A/Gb mode, if there are PDP contexts that have been activated in LLC acknowledged transfer mode.

I can’t find any restriction against activation of PDP context with acknowledged LLC QoS in 24.008 Session Management procedures (clause 6.1.3) either. 

At least I can’t find evidence of deprecation of LLC acknowledged mode in CT1 specification. If LLC Acknowledged mode is not used since Rel-8, please provide evidence of that via ref. to CT1 specifications that define the PDP contest establishment procedures.

ST-Ericsson replied on 8.11.:

Regarding 24.008 subclause 10.5.6.5 and yes it’s still stated in below table following:

0 1 0       Unacknowledged GTP; Acknowledged LLC and RLC, Protected data

But as you also see below is that it refers to TS 23.107 and as discussed this value is not present any longer in this spec. So conclusion as the leading document TS 23.107 which is also referenced in TS 24.008 sub clause 10.5.6.5 is updated it’s not relevant what’s actually is stated in 24.008.

Then also regarding TS 44.064 as we still believe that if you can’t any longer activate LLC AM in 24.008 subclause 10.5.6.5 it’s irrelevant what’s stated in other specifications.

So still we see no problems agree the submitted LLC AM CR’s.

Renesas to Ericsson on 8.11.:

Test cases under section 51.010-1, need to be a reflection of core specification and by accepting these CR without updating the core specification associated to this section ( 44.064 / 24.008 ), leads to ambiguity.

Hence according to me we should post pone this CR and get this clarified.

Comment from the GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung):

Samsung tends to agree with Renesas.

What we have in 24.008 table Table 10.5.156/3GPP TS 24.008: Quality of service information element is Reliability class, octet 3 (see 3GPP TS 23.107 [81]).

When we go to TS 23.107 we do not find the value.

But it is not for me a good enough reason to conclude that the value is not any longer applicable: what if the problem is in the reference itself being wrong? OF course we could also conclude that the value is not applicable but I am not sure if GERAN3 can make this conclusion.

Unless there are other proofs, I would  suggest that we do not agree the CRs and produce an LS to GERAN2 (or CT1?) asking for clarification if the interpretation is correct or not.

Would this be acceptable? Or are the CRs extremely urgent?

Renesas agreed and commented:

We should produce an LS to CT1, as GERAN2 does not own those core specifications.

ST-Ericsson decided on 10.11. to withdraw this CR at this meeting and instead create a LS to CT1  GP-111542.

Depending on the outcome of the reply of the submitted LS, the document will be resubmitted again at the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111534
CR 51.010-1-4652 19.x Adjustment for SignallingOnly device support





51.010-1
  CR-4652  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Abstract: 

During the analysis for Signalling Only support another issue has been identified with the radio link time out test cases of section 19. 

The test purpose of testing the radio link timeout settings on SACCH is not correctly indicated in the test procedures. The RLT signalled on dedicated channel (SACCH) has been tested as long as this test exists but with the propsed changes it will be made clear and the testing time can also be reduced a lot because complete cell selections after each loop of the test case aren't required.

Discussion: 

A draft r1 was produced on 2.11.

After a discussions with Anite it was decided to postpone the changes to the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111535
CR 51.010-1-4653 44.2.9.1.2 Size of short and long PLMN name corrected





51.010-1
  CR-4653  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.5.1.1.2
51.010-2

GP-111508
CR 51.010-2-0718 Correction to applicability condtion for test case 26.6.11.3





51.010-2
  CR-0718  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Research In Motion UK Ltd.

Discussion: 

Anite/TF160 commented on 31.10.:

We agree with your CR in principle, but would like to question your inclusion of PICS A.3/8, A.3/9 and A.3/10.  The first 2 (TS91 and TS92) are never referred to in any other applicability statement, so are these really potentially standalone services?  And the latter is if the UE supports SMS Description, so I'm not sure if this is really appropriate?

RIM commented on 1.11.:

The requirement was to indicate support of at least one CS-domain service, hence the reason to include all teleservices in table A.3 except A.3/5 SMS cell broadcast.

Concerning TS91/92, a device could in theory support VGCS/VBS and nothing else, in which case it should support CS domain services.

According to TS23.003 A.1.3.4, SMS_description covers MO and MT SMS transfer, so CS service support is necessary.

The comments were taken into account.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111510
CR 51.010-2-0719 Table A.2 - Correct the duplicated PICS conditions





51.010-2
  CR-0719  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: CGC Inc.

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111512
CR 51.010-2-0720 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation added to applicability table





51.010-2
  CR-0720  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Anite, Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111515
CR 51.010-2-0722 26.19.5 Split into separate TCs per execution counter in applicability table





51.010-2
  CR-0722  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

Comments were received to inform PTCRB and GCF about that change by LS. A draft LS has been submitted in "LS: AMR-WB test case 26.19.5 split (Draft_GP-111538)". 

The CR itself is not changed.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111521
CR 51.010-2-0723 New Test Addition: 26.21.3 - VAMOS Signalling /  Shifted SACCH





51.010-2
  CR-0723  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Qualcomm Inc

Discussion: 

withdrawn as a consequence of GP-111520.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



GP-111532
CR 51.010-2-0725 Modification for LLC AM part 2





51.010-2
  CR-0725  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: ST-Ericsson

Discussion: 

Comment from R&S on 2.11.:

With reference to the comment on GP-111531, the Specific PICS Statements definitions are not needed in the applicability table.

Also test case 43.1.2.4 is affected and the applicabilty should be removed for Rel-8 and later MS.

ST-Ericsson commented on 2.11.:

see previous comment on GP-111531.

Test case 43.1.2.4 will be also updated.

A draft r1 was produced on 7.11.

Renesas reported on 8.11. the same comments as in GP-111531.

ST-Ericsson decided on 10.11. to withdraw this CR at this meeting and instead create a LS to CT1  GP-111542.

Depending on the outcome of the reply of the submitted LS, the document will be resubmitted again at the next meeting.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



7.3.5.1.1.3
51.010-5

GP-111501
CR 51.010-5-0110 Update for the latest version of TTCN





51.010-5
  CR-0110  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: MCC TF160

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.5.1.1.4
51.010-7

7.3.5.1.1.5
Others

7.3.5.1.2
Specific topics

7.3.5.1.2.1
GELTE (LTE/SAE Interworking)

GP-111525
CR 36523-1-1507 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5 Inter-system mobility / Service based redirection from GSM/GPRS to E-UTRA





36.523-1
  CR-1507  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Discussion: 

Anite/TF160 commented on 28.10.:

The preamble of this test case (and the also the other test cases modified in another CR) states that the UE should be on the EUTRA cell, then moved to the GERAN cell to be GPRS Attached and with PDP context 2 active.

Can we assume that it should be done by dropping the EUTRA cell and raising the GERAN cell (to the T0 levels specified, at least for this test case), then expect the UE to do a RAU on the GERAN cell.

However, you also include specific message contents for the Attach Request message, derived from 24.008, so do you also expect a GPRS Attach procedure on the GERAN cell during the preamble?

Renesas answered on 31.10.:

Yes, It should be done by dropping the EUTRA Cell and raising the GERAN cell to T0.

The test procedure will be updated accordingly.

The GERAN WG3 Chair commented on 31.10.:

It is suggested that Anite should talk internally in TF160 and see what has been done for TC 13.4.2.4 in regard to cell settings and moving between RATs in the preamble.

Secondly, it's preferrable that Renesas keeps the present preamble exactly as it is and remove T0 – i.e. keep similarity with TC 13.4.2.4 as much as possible (just for the record TC 13.4.2.4 had once T0 which was later removed ... but it was forgotten to remove the reference to it in section 13.4.2.4.3.2 – a CR to RAN5 will be submitted by Samsung to clean it.)

Anite/TF1260 answered on 31.10.:

It is still unclear how to implement the preamble to include an Attach Request on the UTRAN cell.

None of the other test cases in this series (existing or proposed) include specific message contents for an Attach Request, derived from 24.008, in the preamble.  So these will be/have been implemented by adjusting the power levels and performing RAU on the UTRAN cell.  But this sequence does not include an Attach Request on the UTRAN cell.

To Renesas: pls. clarify how you would like the UE to send the Attach Request which has been specified, or else consider removing this specific message contents from this test case.

The GERAN WG3 Chair commented on 31.10.:

RAU could be expected on the GERAN cell. It's yet unsure for the GPRS attach. The use of the word "drop" the EUTRAN cell can be problematic - not sure what is meant - hopefully not to drop entirely the EUTRA connection before going to GERAN - for the Test Loop Mode B to exist we must preserve the PDN context.

Anite/TF1260 answered on 31.10.:

Sorry, obviously it was meant GERAN instead of UTRAN.

It is meant the lower the level of the EUTRAN cell in order for the UE to prefer the GERAN cell.  What level we lower it to is I guess up to the TTCN writer as you haven't given any indication in the preamble.  Maybe you should add a statement to say not to turn off the EUTRAN cell during this procedure.

Anite UK remarked on 31.10.:

It is better to specify the power levels so that it becomes clear when SS vendors verifying the test case and test house validate the test cases.

It's advisable to avoid issues later on during verification or validation of this test case.

Question from the GERAN WG3 Chair to Anite UK on 31.10.:

Defining things is ok, but are you saying that RAN5 did not do good in the way e.g. TC 13.4.2.4 is specified?

Are you also saying that none of the RAN5 UTRA-LTE TC(s) that use the method we are talking about has been drafted in TTCN?

Answer from Anite UK on 1.11.:

It is not sure what is the status of such test cases in TTCN.

Whenever this TC will be scripted or RAN5 verified all these issues will come into query and will have to be resolved.

The GERAN WG3 Chair to Anite/TF160 on 1.11.:

TF160 should be able easily to figure out the status of the RAN5 TC TTCN, to check internally what is done at the moment and in generally what is the TF160 perception. And especially the approach to the existing UTRAN-EUTRAN TCs that use Test Loop Mode B?

If nothing is done, or if TF160 does not know what to do, then we can think of what to do in GERAN3/RAN5.

Anite/TF160 answered on 1.11.:

Only 13.4.2.4 does this and this is currently implemented in the TTCN by turning the EUTRAN cell off after the test loop is established. But this test is not yet verified, so the TTCN can be changed (especially if the prose is changed too).

Renesas answered on 2.11.:

Ok, the CR will be drafted according to 13.4.2.4 and be submitted.

However, we agree with Anite/TF160 here once there is a Attach Procedure performed in EUTRAN and Test loop mode Activated we cannot expect a Attach procedure again in GERAN.

As the registration procedure Attach will be performed only once and on moving to the other RAT Routing Area Update Procedure need to be handled.

The specific message contents check is for MS Radio Access Capability and this IE also exists in Routing Area Update Request message.

This is already taken care of in the applicability clause check, as updated in other CR Draft_GP-111526 and hence can be taken off from here.

So Please let me know your comments, I will update the CR accordingly.

13.4.2.5  Inter-system mobility / Service based redirection from GSM/GPRS to E-UTRA,  Rel-8, C114

UEs supporting E-UTRA and GERAN and CCN towards E-UTRAN, E-UTRAN Neighbour Cell measurement reporting and Network controlled cell reselection to E-UTRAN

The Preamble can be updated as below, please let me know your comments. 

Preamble: - The UE is in state Generic RB Established, UE test mode activated (state 3A) according to [18] using the UE TEST LOOP MODE B and then moved to Packet Idle state with PDP context 2 activated State according to section 40.4.3.15 of TS 51010-1, on Cell 24.

Comment from the GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung) on 2.11.:

We got the following response from Ericsson to the question if we could shut down the EUTRAN cell or not:

As long as the test case do not require further test control messages then it should be fine to power off the EUTRAN cell. It should even from 36.509 perspective be ok to switch of the EUTRAN cell before the UE has selected the GERAN cell if there is pending data sent via the test loop before the switch off as long as the timer for the delay of the IP PDU in UL is running (see 36.509 cl 5.4.4.11 regarding behavior at RRC/RR release while UE test loop mode B is active).

Therefore, it is up to the author how to specify the TC in the preamble.

It'd not sure what is easier for SS vendors to implement – perhaps putting the EUTRAN cell from ‘serving’ to ‘not-suitable’ and the GERAN from ‘off’ to ‘serving’ (the related to the terms settings are in 36.508).

A draft r1 was produced on 3.11.

ST-Ericsson commented on 8.11.:

Same comment as for Draft_GP-111536.

The step

5  The SS closes the UE test loop mode.

must be part of the preamble while UE is still on LTE as this is a Test Control (TC) command (TS 36.509).

This can be achieved by removing step 5 and in stead of referring to State 3A in the preamble refer to State 4 (which is test mode active and loopback activated), i.e. by changing preamble to:

Preamble:

-The UE is in state Generic RB Established, UE loopback activated (state 4) according to [18] using the UE TEST LOOP MODE B and then moved to GPRS packet idle state with PDP context 2 activated according to section 40.4.3.15 of TS 51010-1, with power levels as in Table 13.4.2.5.3.2-1 T0, on Cell 24.

The final version includes the comments from ST-ericsson, Anite/TF160, and Samsung.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111526
CR 36523-2-0242 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5





36.523-2
  CR-0242  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111539
CR 36523-1-1509 Moving the TCs under section  8.4.4 to void





36.523-1
  CR-1509  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111540
CR 36523-1-1510 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8





36.523-1
  CR-1510  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Abstract: 

This CR is a copy of GP-111536 with section numbers only changed.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111541
CR 36523-2-0243 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8 and removal of TC 8.4.4.x





36.523-2
  CR-0243  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.5.1.2.2
GPRS only devices

7.3.5.1.2.1.1
36.523-1

GP-111502
CR 36523-1-1506 Correction to 6.2.3.22





36.523-1
  CR-1506  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: MCC TF160

Abstract: 

A CR presented at the last GERAN WG3 to remove the Cell Update message from the test case was rejected by the meeting because this message must be tested for.

On investigating how to implement this message in the TTCN it was found that 24.008 states that this message will only be sent if the Cell Notification IE is included in the Attach Accept message.  As this IE is not included in the default message contents, it's being added it in this CR.

All comments or alternative proposals will be gratefully received.

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111536
CR 36523-1-1508 Handling of Data transfer completion in E-UTRA TC 8.4.4.x





36.523-1
  CR-1508  (Rel-9) v9.6.0





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Discussion: 

Comments from the GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung) on 6.11.:

The comments are to TC 8.4.4.1 but they apply to all TCs Renesas is changing:

1- If you accept the changes you made to the section Preamble then you would see that you have redundant paragraphs left

2- What exactly the TTCN writer is expected to write for step 1?

3- Why is Step 4 needed?

4- Step 6 does not check if UE moves to E-UTRAN and performs access procedure - this is done in step 8; similarly Step 7 is also part of step

 8

5- The new text in step 8 does not really make sense form English language

Point of view

6- The table raws Steps 8-11 do not have correct formatting (style)

7- The TC needs to be finished somehow back to idle state

Reply from Renesas on 7.11.:

1-Updated the CR accordingly.

2-For data transfer to continue in E-UTRAN Test loop mode need to be activated. Which is taken care in this CR.

However, maybe we need to change the data transfer handling.

Requested Anite's/TF160's comment.

3-Step 4 indicates that while in data transfer mode PS Handover is triggered.

4-PRACH and RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete are message sequences part of PSHO procedure and are not included in 36.508 section 6.4.2.7A-1

5-Updated. Please let me know if this is ok.

6-Updated the format

7-We need to check that Data Transfer should continue in E-UTRAN as 13.4.2.4 TC Example TC. However, I am not sure if there is any other test procedure to verify Data transfer completion. Please let me know your comments.

A draft r1 was produced.

Reply from Samsung on 7.11.:

2-Maybe it is a misunderstanding. The step sais “UE is brought ...” – it is good in plain text but this plain text needs to be transferred in TTCN code to be run on SS. What do you expect to be written in TTCN? The text as it is looks like a command to the Test Operator but I do not expect that this is what you had in mind – if behind this text messages need to be exchanged then you have to specify them explicitly – GERAN practices, because no TTCN is used, are to leave a lot to the SS vendors interpretation but this is not the case when TTCN is to be used – we need exact instructions.

3-Steps are done in TTCN in exact sequence which means that first the SS will send the data and then the handover command, which means that the handover command is sent after the transfer is completed and not during. The difference between step 2 and 4 is only that we have different situation with Cell 1 when the data is transmitted but I am not sure this actually changes anything to the UE behavior.

4-We're not saying that step 6 is not needed – but because step 6 is sent on the GERAN we cannot say that with this we verify that “the UE moves to E-UTRAN” – we do not know if UE will really move or not at this point of time when UE is still on GERAN.

The “RRCConnectionReconfigurationComplete” is sent on cell 1 but this is also included in 6.4.2.7A-1 - the latter includes a complete connection establishment  procedure on cell 1 – are you saying that the UE will send this message on cell 1 first and then will start connection establishment? 

5-The “Generic test procedure” is singular but you are using then “are” ...

6-Maybe it's not done. When placing the cursor in different cells of lines 8-11 and in different places in the text in each cell there are different and incorrect styles.

7-Maybe it's a misunderstanding. We're not saying that we need to verify more data transfer what I am saying is that RAN5 has a certain way to specify the end of each TC not just leaving it wide open. Don’t we need e.g. to terminate the test loop and release the activity and end up in a well defined state in which a next TC can be started.

Reply from Anite/TF160 on 8.11.:

2-I take this to mean send a Packet Downlink Assignment message to establish a downlink TBF.  If this is what you meant, then I'm happy for you to leave this step as it is.

3-How about a statement above step 2 saying step 2 is repeated until the UE moves to the EUTRAN cell, and removing step 4?

4-Sorry, I hadn't noticed that step 6 expects us to check that a PRACH is received on the EUTRAN cell.  Deepa, I would like you to remove this message.  The PRACH in EUTRAN is not such a 'standalone' message as it is in GERAN.  This is a L3 test case, so I would prefer to not check for any lower layer messages unless absolutely necessary.  I think the RRC ConnectionReconfigurationComplete message is sufficent to achieve the test purpose.

Reply from Renesas on 8.11.:

2-Yes, I meant Downlink TBF establishment. I have updated the CR by adding reference to 51-010-1 sec 40.4.3.14- Downlink TBF establishment

3-Added a Exception statement and removed Step 4.

4-TC 8.4.4.1 is different from the other two TC , here it is blind PSHO ( other two are Synchronized HO ). So there is a need for handling PRACH.

I agree with Samsung and will update the comment accordingly.

5&6-Updated the CR accordingly.

7-I agree with Anite on this. However, this being an EUTRAN scenario and example scenario used also does not provide much information. Could not get any other TC reference even.

If anybody has any pointers Renesas can update it accordingly.

A draft r2 was produced.

The GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung) commented on 8.11.:

You seem to bring the UE in the preamble only to Test loop Mode B being open then you send DL data without closing the loop – this behaviour is not specified in 36.509 hence we do not know what the UE may do. 

2 options to handle this:

A – You shall close the loop in the preamble (i.e. go to State 4 - I think it was) and then when sending DL data in GERAN you should expect that the UE loops it back

B – You shall not send DL data in GERAN

The EXCEPTION step shall be inserted before the steps it explains i.e. if you after handling my earlier comment still need this exception step it shall be placed before Step 2.

A draft r3 was produced modifying according to option B (no DL data transfer).

The GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung) commented on 8.11.:

It would have been preferrable Option A because this sounds as a more elaborate test scenario, but if there are no comments Option B shall be ok, too.

ST-Ericsson commented on 8.11.:

The step

7  The SS closes the UE test loop mode.

must be part of the preamble while UE is still on LTE as this is a Test Control (TC) command (TS 36.509).

This can be achieved by removing step 7 and in stead of referring to State 3A in the preamble refer to State 4 (which is test mode active and loopback activated), i.e. by changing preamble to

Preamble:

- The UE is in state Generic RB Established, UE loopback activated (state 4) according to [18] using the UE TEST LOOP MODE B and then moved to GPRS packet idle state with PDP context 2 activated according to section 40.4.3.15 of TS 51010-1, with power levels as in Table 13.4.2.5.3.2-1 T0, on Cell 24.

The GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung) anwered to ST-Ericsson et. al. on 8.11.:

It would be a cleaner approach to close it in the preamble – if we do not send data when in GERAN then this is actually Option C.

A still more elaborate testing would be done with Option B. But if people do not like Option B then Option C would be preferrable, too.

A draft r4 was produced.

Comment from Anite/TF160 on 8.11.:

I'm sorry, but apart from the change in the preamble to state 4, I don't like this version.

You have now changed it back to downlink packet transfer, but you only send one downlink block, in step 2, and then suggest that the UE will loop back continuously until it hands over; and please can you tell me how you expect the UE to loop back this data - will it request an UL TBF (possible if we're only sending one block downlink), or something else?

And I really must insist that you remove the requirement to check the PRACH.  To my knowledge, we only ever test the PRACH message in LTE in the MAC tests, where this is the feature under test.  I don't understand why the L3 RRC message is not enough to prove that the UE has moved to the EUTRAN cell.

Reply from Renesas:

Yes, I have moved it back to downlink data transfer, as discussed with Samsung. I have re-formed the Exception statement as suggested by you. It will be just DL Data transfer handling in GERAN.

I will not be able to avoid PRACH, here as it is part of non-synchronized or Blind PSHO scenario.

A draft r5 was produced.

Reply from Anite/TF160:

1-Ok, you've now allowed the DL data to be repeated, but you've removed all mention that the UE might loop this data back.  I know I asked you to explain how the UE would do this, but I'm surprised you've removed all mention of it.

This is the only test case that I can think of that currently suggests the UE would loopback in GERAN - which is why I asked you how it might happen, as I'm not sure myself.

But if the UE is going to try to loop back this data uplink, which is likely as the test loop is now closed, then we have to expect it in the test case.  If the UE sends something that the TTCN is not expecting, then the test will fail.

2-Once again, I do not want to have to check the PRACH message in this test.  I cannot understand why the L3 message is not sufficient, as it is in every other L3 test.  There is no reference to this message in the conformance requirement, so there is no justification for this check.  The RRC Connection Reconfiguration Complete message in the following step already includes a verdict to meet the same test purpose.  If the UE fails to send the PRACH, the L3 message won't be sent, so the reception of the PRACH is implied in the reception of the L3 message.  This is enough.

3-This is different from the above argument for the UL loop back data - the UL data is an extra message not currently referenced at all in the test case, which will fail the test if not expected; whereas the PRACH message is a lower layer message that will have to be received in order to receive the L3 message mentioned in the following step.  It is RAN5 policy to endeavour to only list the messages in the layer under test and imply that normal operation will occur in the lower (and upper, if applicable) layers.

Reply from Renesas:

1- I am not aware how the loop back mode would be handled in GERAN.

As you have mentioned this is the first test case to have it and I am struggling to define it.

2-Can somebody else comment on this. Is it ok to handle this way?

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.
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GP-111513
CR 51.010-1-4642 26.21.x VAMOS type II PICS and other corrections





51.010-1
  CR-4642  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111517
CR 51.010-1-4644 14.2.35. Alignment to new test procedure





51.010-1
  CR-4644  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111518
CR 51.010-1-4645 Introduction of performance values for VAMOS II MS





51.010-1
  CR-4645  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111520
CR 51.010-1-4646 New Test Addition: 26.21.3 - VAMOS Signalling /  Shifted SACCH





51.010-1
  CR-4646  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Qualcomm Inc

Discussion: 

Comment from R&S on 27.10.:

R&S doesn't mind having an explicit test case to check shifted SACCH for VAMOS type II but at the last meeting it was questioned that an explicit test case is needed for that. With MS supporting VAMOS type II all VAMOS signalling testcases are performed on Shifted SACCH channel anyway, which means implicit testing of Shifted SACCH. In the R&S draft CR GP-111513 is added a small paragraph to "26.21.0 General" mentioning that. 

In case we go for the new explicit test case 26.21.3 the way how to test it should be changed. It makes no sense to check that Measurement Reports are received indicating specific neighbour cells. We need to check that Measurement Reports are received at the correct location of frame numbers. R&S would propose to add some MEASUREMENT REPORTS to the expected sequence and to check that those are correctly received at frame numbers according to Table 1a in clause 7 of 45.002. That reference to 3GPP TS 45.002 and the section should also be added to the conformance requirements then. 

The downlink reception in the MS could explicitely be checked by specifying that after 8 SACCH periods (I think this is the default RLT) the MS doesn't drop the call due to radio link timeout.

The GERAN WG3 Chair (Samsung) commented on 27.10.:

The fact that VAMOS II has to be performed on shifted SACCH is not a VAMOS II sort of a “new feature”. That is why it's preferrable NOT to define an explicit test for this unless VAMOS II uses shifted SACCH in some specific [only] to VAMOS II way.

Renesas replied to Qualcomm and RIM on 28.10.:

By using TSC set 2 in any of the existing Test Case Shifted SACCH would be tested and there is no need for an explicit TC.

Qualcomm replied on 1.11.:

This test is probably part of the test plan. Also although we have TSC2 tests but none of them explicitly tests Shifted SACCH behavior but only implicitly tests Shifted SACCH (there would be a radio link failure otherwise etc).

Shifted SACCH is important for VAMOS II functionality and therefore probably deserve an explicit test.

Comment from RIM on 2.11.:

Thanks for drafting the test case. After some internal discussion, RIM broadly shares the view of  R&S – if it is specified that the other signalling test cases (and even RF test cases) are performed with TSC set 2, then we implicitly can test the Shifted SACCH feature for VAMOS without needing a separate test case.  For example, 14.2.35 should cover this scenario.

Qualcomm replied on 4.11.:

Thanks to RIM for the commants.

If the group agrees that this test is not required, the CR can be withdrawn or postponed until the next meeting.

Renesas agreed on 6.11. to the withdrawal.

Decision: 

The document was withdrawn.



7.3.5.2.1.2
51.010-2

GP-111514
CR 51.010-2-0721 VAMOS Signalling test cases applicability table.





51.010-2
  CR-0721  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: Rohde & Schwarz

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.5.2.1.3
Others

7.3.5.2.2
EFTA

7.3.5.2.2.1
51.010-1

GP-111527
CR 51.010-1-4648 New test case tc 58d.1.2





51.010-1
  CR-4648  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: ST-Ericsson

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111528
CR 51.010-1-4649 New test case tc 58d.1.3





51.010-1
  CR-4649  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: ST-Ericsson

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.5.2.2.2
51.010-2

GP-111529
CR 51.010-2-0724 New test cases EFTA added part 2





51.010-2
  CR-0724  (Rel-9) v9.7.0





Source: ST-Ericsson

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.5.2.2.3
Others

7.3.5.2.3
TIGHTER

7.3.5.2.3.1
51.010-1

7.3.5.2.3.2
51.010-2

7.3.5.2.3.3
Others

7.3.6
Output from G3#52 meeting

7.3.6.1
Letters to other groups

GP-111538
AMR-WB test case 26.19.5 split





Source: TSG WG GERAN3

Abstract: 

GERAN3 informs PTCRB on updated applicability table in 51.010-2 for AMR-WB test case 26.19.5.

Test case 26.19.5 has been split into 34 test cases for each execution counter defined in 51.010-1. New applicability definitions are defined for the split test cases according to the speech modes tested in each test case. With that split the relevant test cases for the speech modes supported by the MS and required for certification bodies can be selected.

GERAN3 recommends to PTCRB to update its TC data base accordingly.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



GP-111542
LLC AM not applicable from Rel-8





Source: TSG WG GERAN3

Abstract: 

3GPP GERAN3 asks CT1 for clarification regarding the GERAN3 understanding that from Rel-8 and onwards MS is not expected to use QoS parameter Reliability Class=2 which is based on the attached SA2 CR’s.

In accordnace with these CR the 23.107 have been updated to not make use of QoS parameter Reliability Class=2 but it seems like there has not been any changes in CT1 specifications to reflect this, e.g. in TS 24.008 sub clause 10.5.6.5 the following is still defined:

“0 1 0       Unacknowledged GTP; Acknowledged LLC and RLC, Protected data”

GERAN WG3 asks CT1 for clarification regarding how to handle LLC AM as it seems like the usage of it has been deprecated from Rel-8 and further including considering updating TS 24.008 subclause 10.5.6.5 if necessary.

Decision: 

The document was agreed.



7.3.6.2
WI / WP

GP-111524
GELTE Workplan





Source: Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd

Abstract: 

The WI “GERAN support for GERAN -3G Long Term Evolution interworking” in GP-061757 was agreed in GERAN#31. The study paper “Discussion on Interworking between GERAN and E-UTRAN” in GP-090142 was agreed in GERAN#41.

Test requirements analysis and proposed test scenarios list is included in the annex section of this work plan.

Status summary:

100 % of WI “GELTE” done.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



GP-111533
EFTA Workplan





Source: ST-Ericsson

Abstract: 

In the core specification this is a feature referred to as Enhanced Flexible Timeslot Assignment EFTA which is a REL-9 feature. Test requirements analysis and area to be tested is included in this work plan.

Completed work in the past:

- Conformance requirement listed completed.

- Analysis of required amount of test cases completed.

Completed work in the present meeting:

2 test cases drafted.

Estimated remaining work:

Completing drafting  protocol test cases

Estimated Level of completion:

- Analysis of conformance requirements completed, 100%

- Analysis of proposed test cases completed, 100%

- Total level of completion is 70%.

Discussion: 

no comments were received.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



GP-111543
VAMOS Workplan Update





Source: Research In Motion UK Ltd.

Abstract: 

The WI “Voice services over Adaptive Multi-user channels on One Slot (VAMOS)” in GP-081949 was agreed in GERAN#40. In the core specification these features are referred to as VAMOS. Test requirements analysis and area to be tested is included in this work plan. Each test case in this work plan cover both VAMOS I and VAMOS II features.

Completed work in the present meeting:

Dedicated Shifted SACCH TC (26.21.3) not needed – removed from the WP.

Estimated remaining work:

- Complete drafting of 4 RF test cases.

- Identify contributing company for remaining tests.

Estimated Level of completion:

- 7/7 Protocol tests are 100% complete

- 17/21 RF tests are complete

Total level of completion is 80%.

Decision: 

The document was noted.



7.3.6.3
Reports, others

GP-111544
GERAN3#52 Chair's report





Source: GERAN WG3 Chair

Decision: 

The document was noted.



GP-111545
GERAN3#52 meeting report





Source: ETSI Secretariat

Decision: 

The document was noted.



7.3.7
AOB

Annex A:
Actions

This annex contains open actions points from the current and previous GERAN WG G3NEW meetings as well as the actions closed at the current meeting.
GERAN3#52 - Electronic Meeting

	Action ID
	Action
	Responsible
	Relevant Tdoc
	Deadline
	Status

	AP#52.01
	To investigate and propose actions, including CRs if necessary, in response to the LS from GSMA 'Response to ETSI MSG and 3GPP on eCall testing'
	Qualcomm
	GP-111537
	G3#53
	Open


GERAN3#51 - Goeteborg, Sweden

	Action ID
	Action
	Responsible
	Relevant Tdoc
	Deadline
	Status

	AP#51.01
	To update all LTE interworking TCs that involve data transmission to reflect GERAN3 Conclusion (see meeting report Conclusion to GP-111258)
	Renesas
	GP-111258
	G3#52
	Closed

GP-111536
GP-111540

	AP#51.02
	To specify GERAN to LTE Interworking TC 13.4.2.5 in accordance with GERAN3 Conclusion (see meeting report Conclusion to GP-111259)
	Renesas
	GP-111259
	G3#52
	Closed

GP-111525

	AP#51.03
	To specify 1 UL/DL TC for verifying MS handling of L2 random fill bits requirements in accordance with GERAN3 Conclusion (see meeting report Conclusion to GP-111101)
	Anite and R&S
	GP-111101
	G3#53
	In progress

GP-111511

	AP#51.04
	To discuss the possibility of adding texting to an existing TC or a new TC that a Vamos II MS places the SACH at the right position
	RIM, R&S, ST Ericsson, Qualcomm
	
	G3#52
	Closed


GERAN3#50 - Dallas, USA

	Action ID
	Action
	Responsible
	Relevant Tdoc
	Deadline
	Status

	AP#50.05
	To initiate a discussion on the issue if a MS supports e-call if it shall support eCall only restirction
	Sierra Wireless
	
	G3#53
	Open

	AP#50.06
	To investigate the 51.010 Test cases applicability in regard to devices not supporting CS (e.g. GPRS only devices)
	Sierra Wireless, R&S, Samsung, RIM, Qualcomm, Anite, Agilent, Renesas, ST Ericsson
	
	G3#53
	Open


GERAN3#49 - Chengdu, P.R.China

	Action ID
	Action
	Responsible
	Relevant Tdoc
	Deadline
	Status

	AP#49.02
	check applicability for redundant testing for Signalling only devices in the TCs for FACCH/F in the RF section
	Rohde&Schwarz
	GP-110406
	G3#53
	Open


Annex B:
Output from WG3 electronic meeting #52
Agreed Change Requests for GERAN plenary approval

Summary List
22 CRs agreed at GERAN3#52.

Closed Work Items (TEI):

51.010 Part 1 (6)
1509, 1511, 1523, 1527, 1528, 1535

51.010 Part-2 (5)
1508, 1510, 1512, 1515, 1529
51.010 Part-5 (1)
1501

51.010 Part-7 (0)
None.

LTE_SIG (0)
None.
Open Work Items:

GELTE (6)
1502, 1525, 1526, 1539, 1540, 1541.
VAMOS (4)
1513, 1514, 1517, 1518

Agreed CRs at GERAN3#52

22 CRs agreed by email at GERAN3#52.
	WG Tdoc
	Agenda item
	Title
	Source
	Status

	GP-111501
	7.3.5.1.1.3
	CR 51.010-5-0110 Update for the latest version of TTCN
	MCC TF160
	agreed

	GP-111502
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	CR 36523-1-1506 Correction to 6.2.3.22
	MCC TF160
	agreed

	GP-111508
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0718 Correction to applicability condtion for test case 26.6.11.3
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	agreed

	GP-111509
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4640 31.x - Correction to the contents of the reference parts
	CGC Inc.
	agreed

	GP-111510
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0719 Table A.2 - Correct the duplicated PICS conditions
	CGC Inc.
	agreed

	GP-111511
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4641 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation
	Anite, Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111512
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0720 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation added to applicability table
	Anite, Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111513
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4642 26.21.x VAMOS type II PICS and other corrections
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111514
	7.3.5.2.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0721 VAMOS Signalling test cases applicability table.
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111515
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0722 26.19.5 Split into separate TCs per execution counter in applicability table
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111517
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4644 14.2.35. Alignment to new test procedure
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111518
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4645 Introduction of performance values for VAMOS II MS
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111523
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4643 Aligning Extreme test conditions with 45.005
	Samsung
	agreed

	GP-111525
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	CR 36523-1-1507 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5 Inter-system mobility / Service based redirection from GSM/GPRS to E-UTRA
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111526
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	CR 36523-2-0242 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111527
	7.3.5.2.2.1
	CR 51.010-1-4648 New test case tc 58d.1.2
	ST-Ericsson
	agreed

	GP-111528
	7.3.5.2.2.1
	CR 51.010-1-4649 New test case tc 58d.1.3
	ST-Ericsson
	agreed

	GP-111529
	7.3.5.2.2.2
	CR 51.010-2-0724 New test cases EFTA added part 2
	ST-Ericsson
	agreed

	GP-111535
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4653 44.2.9.1.2 Size of short and long PLMN name corrected
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111539
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	CR 36523-1-1509 Moving the TCs under section  8.4.4 to void
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111540
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	CR 36523-1-1510 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111541
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	CR 36523-2-0243 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8 and removal of TC 8.4.4.x
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed


Reports for GERAN plenary approval
Summary List

None.

Table

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda Item

	-
	-
	-
	-


TSs and TRs for GERAN plenary approval
Summary List

None.

Table

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda Item

	-
	
	
	


Work Items for GERAN plenary approval
Summary List

None.

Table

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Agenda Item

	
	-
	
	


LSs IN

Summary List

1519, 1537
2 incoming LS at GERAN3#52.
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Status

	GP-111519
	Reply LS on extreme temperatures requirements for testing of different devices
	TSG WG GERAN1
	noted

	GP-111537
	Response LS to ETSI MSG and 3GPP on eCall testing
	GSMA EMTA
	noted


LSs OUT

Summary List

1538, 1542
2 outgoing LS from GERAN3#52 (to be approved by the GERAN plenary).
	Tdoc
	Title
	To 
	CC

	GP-111538
	LS: AMR-WB test case 26.19.5 split
	PTCRB
	GCF CAG

	GP-111542
	LLC AM not applicable from Rel-8
	TSG WG CT1
	TSG WG SA2


List with all documents

46 Documents were treated at GERAN3#52.
	Tdoc number
	Title
	Source
	Agenda Item
	Status

	GP-111498
	Draft Agenda for TSG GERAN WG3 #52 on GERAN Terminal Testing
	Chairman
	7.3.2
	noted

	GP-111501
	CR 51.010-5-0110 Update for the latest version of TTCN
	MCC TF160
	7.3.5.1.1.3
	agreed

	GP-111502
	CR 36523-1-1506 Correction to 6.2.3.22
	MCC TF160
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111503
	LS on using test loop mode in GERAN to LTE interworking TCs
	TSG WG RAN5
	7.3.4.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111504
	Reply LS on the Progress on LTE Interworking TCs
	TSG WG RAN5
	7.3.4.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111505
	Reply LS to LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT
	TSG WG SA5
	7.3.4.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111506
	Work Items after the TSG WG Electronic Meeting GERAN3#52
	ETSI MCC
	7.3.3.2
	noted

	GP-111507
	GERAN WG3 #52 Action Points
	Chairman
	7.3.3.2
	noted

	GP-111508
	CR 51.010-2-0718 Correction to applicability condtion for test case 26.6.11.3
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	agreed

	GP-111509
	CR 51.010-1-4640 31.x - Correction to the contents of the reference parts
	CGC Inc.
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111510
	CR 51.010-2-0719 Table A.2 - Correct the duplicated PICS conditions
	CGC Inc.
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	agreed

	GP-111511
	CR 51.010-1-4641 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation
	Anite, Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111512
	CR 51.010-2-0720 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation added to applicability table
	Anite, Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	agreed

	GP-111513
	CR 51.010-1-4642 26.21.x VAMOS type II PICS and other corrections
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111514
	CR 51.010-2-0721 VAMOS Signalling test cases applicability table.
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.2.1.2
	agreed

	GP-111515
	CR 51.010-2-0722 26.19.5 Split into separate TCs per execution counter in applicability table
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	agreed

	GP-111516
	Discussion Paper on TC 14.18.10.1
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	noted

	GP-111517
	CR 51.010-1-4644 14.2.35. Alignment to new test procedure
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111518
	CR 51.010-1-4645 Introduction of performance values for VAMOS II MS
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111519
	Reply LS on extreme temperatures requirements for testing of different devices
	TSG WG GERAN1
	7.3.4.1
	noted

	GP-111520
	CR 51.010-1-4646 New Test Addition: 26.21.3 - VAMOS Signalling /  Shifted SACCH
	Qualcomm Inc
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111521
	CR 51.010-2-0723 New Test Addition: 26.21.3 - VAMOS Signalling /  Shifted SACCH
	Qualcomm Inc
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	withdrawn

	GP-111522
	CR 51.010-1-4647 Testing Timer T3243
	Qualcomm Inc
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111523
	CR 51.010-1-4643 Aligning Extreme test conditions with 45.005
	Samsung
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111524
	GELTE Workplan
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.6.2
	noted

	GP-111525
	CR 36523-1-1507 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5 Inter-system mobility / Service based redirection from GSM/GPRS to E-UTRA
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111526
	CR 36523-2-0242 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111527
	CR 51.010-1-4648 New test case tc 58d.1.2
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.5.2.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111528
	CR 51.010-1-4649 New test case tc 58d.1.3
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.5.2.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111529
	CR 51.010-2-0724 New test cases EFTA added part 2
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.5.2.2.2
	agreed

	GP-111530
	CR 51.010-1-4650 40.5 modification for LLC AM
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111531
	CR 51.010-1-4651 46.x modification for LLC AM
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111532
	CR 51.010-2-0725 Modification for LLC AM part 2
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	withdrawn

	GP-111533
	EFTA Workplan
	ST-Ericsson
	7.3.6.2
	noted

	GP-111534
	CR 51.010-1-4652 19.x Adjustment for SignallingOnly device support
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111535
	CR 51.010-1-4653 44.2.9.1.2 Size of short and long PLMN name corrected
	Rohde & Schwarz
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	agreed

	GP-111536
	CR 36523-1-1508 Handling of Data transfer completion in E-UTRA TC 8.4.4.x
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	withdrawn

	GP-111537
	Response LS to ETSI MSG and 3GPP on eCall testing
	GSMA EMTA
	7.3.4.2
	noted

	GP-111538
	AMR-WB test case 26.19.5 split
	TSG WG GERAN3
	7.3.6.1
	agreed

	GP-111539
	CR 36523-1-1509 Moving the TCs under section  8.4.4 to void
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111540
	CR 36523-1-1510 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111541
	CR 36523-2-0243 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8 and removal of TC 8.4.4.x
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	7.3.5.1.2.1
	agreed

	GP-111542
	LLC AM not applicable from Rel-8
	TSG WG GERAN3
	7.3.6.1
	agreed

	GP-111543
	VAMOS Workplan Update
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	7.3.6.2
	noted

	GP-111544
	GERAN3#52 Chair's report
	GERAN WG3 Chair
	7.3.6.3
	noted

	GP-111545
	GERAN3#52 meeting report
	ETSI Secretariat
	7.3.6.3
	noted


Status of all allocated CRs

30 CRs allocated at GERAN3#52.
	Tdoc number
	Agenda Item
	Title
	Source
	Status

	GP-111501
	7.3.5.1.1.3
	CR 51.010-5-0110 Update for the latest version of TTCN
	MCC TF160
	agreed

	GP-111502
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	CR 36523-1-1506 Correction to 6.2.3.22
	MCC TF160
	agreed

	GP-111508
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0718 Correction to applicability condtion for test case 26.6.11.3
	Research In Motion UK Ltd.
	agreed

	GP-111509
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4640 31.x - Correction to the contents of the reference parts
	CGC Inc.
	agreed

	GP-111510
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0719 Table A.2 - Correct the duplicated PICS conditions
	CGC Inc.
	agreed

	GP-111511
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4641 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation
	Anite, Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111512
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0720 New test case for layer 2 fill bits randomisation added to applicability table
	Anite, Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111513
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4642 26.21.x VAMOS type II PICS and other corrections
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111514
	7.3.5.2.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0721 VAMOS Signalling test cases applicability table.
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111515
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0722 26.19.5 Split into separate TCs per execution counter in applicability table
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111517
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4644 14.2.35. Alignment to new test procedure
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111518
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4645 Introduction of performance values for VAMOS II MS
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111520
	7.3.5.2.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4646 New Test Addition: 26.21.3 - VAMOS Signalling /  Shifted SACCH
	Qualcomm Inc
	withdrawn

	GP-111521
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0723 New Test Addition: 26.21.3 - VAMOS Signalling /  Shifted SACCH
	Qualcomm Inc
	withdrawn

	GP-111522
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4647 Testing Timer T3243
	Qualcomm Inc
	withdrawn

	GP-111523
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4643 Aligning Extreme test conditions with 45.005
	Samsung
	agreed

	GP-111525
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	CR 36523-1-1507 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5 Inter-system mobility / Service based redirection from GSM/GPRS to E-UTRA
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111526
	7.3.5.1.2.1.2
	CR 36523-2-0242 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.5
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111527
	7.3.5.2.2.1
	CR 51.010-1-4648 New test case tc 58d.1.2
	ST-Ericsson
	agreed

	GP-111528
	7.3.5.2.2.1
	CR 51.010-1-4649 New test case tc 58d.1.3
	ST-Ericsson
	agreed

	GP-111529
	7.3.5.2.2.2
	CR 51.010-2-0724 New test cases EFTA added part 2
	ST-Ericsson
	agreed

	GP-111530
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4650 40.5 modification for LLC AM
	ST-Ericsson
	withdrawn

	GP-111531
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4651 46.x modification for LLC AM
	ST-Ericsson
	withdrawn

	GP-111532
	7.3.5.1.1.2
	CR 51.010-2-0725 Modification for LLC AM part 2
	ST-Ericsson
	withdrawn

	GP-111534
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4652 19.x Adjustment for SignallingOnly device support
	Rohde & Schwarz
	withdrawn

	GP-111535
	7.3.5.1.1.1
	CR 51.010-1-4653 44.2.9.1.2 Size of short and long PLMN name corrected
	Rohde & Schwarz
	agreed

	GP-111536
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	CR 36523-1-1508 Handling of Data transfer completion in E-UTRA TC 8.4.4.x
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	withdrawn

	GP-111539
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	CR 36523-1-1509 Moving the TCs under section  8.4.4 to void
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111540
	7.3.5.1.2.1.1
	CR 36523-1-1510 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed

	GP-111541
	7.3.5.1.2.1.2
	CR 36523-2-0243 Addition of new Test case 13.4.2.6 to 13.4.2.8 and removal of TC 8.4.4.x
	Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	agreed


Annex C:
List with participants (n.a.)

_ participants attended the GERAN3#52 meeting.
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Note: The following companies took part in the discussions:

Anite Telecoms Ltd, QUALCOMM UK Ltd, Renesas, Research in Motion UK Limited, Rohde&Schwarz, Samsung,
ST-Ericsson SA.

Comments on this report may be sent by e-mail to 
Ingbert.Sigovich@etsi.org

ETSI Mobile Competence Centre

3GPP TSG RAN5 & TSG GERAN3 Project Manager

__________________________
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