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Context
GERAN WG3 have been adding default and Test Case-specific information to 51.010 to allow for testing of MEs supporting GSM 710 and GSM 810 bands. At GERAN#29 Anite undertook to examine clauses 21 to 29 to ascertain the need for further changes, estimating that this was the "last 5%" of the task in this area.

CRs are presented at GERAN#30 to introduce changes to clauses 21 (GP-061052), 22 (GP-061053) and 27(GP-061081). Clauses 23-25 and 26-27 were found not to need further changes.
Clause 26 (3 Word files totalling over 40MB) has proved to need much more effort than was anticipated – this paper aims to stimulate discussion on the extent and style of the changes needed.
Some issues
Radio Link Timeout

In 26.1.1 some bands define the RADIO_LINK_TIMEOUT value as "8", others as "default". It is not clear (to me at least) where either of these comes from, or what is appropriate.
Emergency Numbers

Many Test Cases include the same fragment of text about uses of Emergency Numbers - I've introduced clause 26.1.1.a to centralise the definition. Some test Cases (e.g. 26.6.9.1) have this fragment in the Conformance Requirement – I haven't found where it comes from.
Meaning of GSM700, GSM400, GSM800
There are many uses of these to represent GSM450/GSM480, GSM710/GSM750 and T-GSM810/GSM850 respectively. I have assumed that it is better to use "real" bands, and expanded them accordingly. 

Applicability

Most Test Cases include a phrase defining the bands to which they are applicable. In some cases one or more bands is missing for no apparent reason (26.6.3.6, for example, does not refer to GSM700). In any case it seems that 51.010-2 makes these statements redundant anyway.

Duplication of text

Many Test Cases have defaults for each band, and in most cases these are defined by repetition of sizeable blocks of text. Reworking these into one copy of the text and a table providing the few parameters which change (by band) reduces the size of the spec. (by hundreds of pages if we pursue it throughout) and make maintenance/additions easier. However this has taken many hours so far and will take many hours of checking – is it worth it?
Single-point Errors

Working through this section has shown up some apparent errors in the existing text. 

· 26.6.3.7 has different BCC values for neighbour cell N1 for different bands – this looks like a typo (N1 is replaced at this point of the Test Case, I assume BCC is supposed to change from 5 to 1 in all cases).
· 26.6.5.1 (for example) has some missing list formats for the HANDOVER COMMAND  - I've added what seem to be reasonable values, but this demonstrates the weakness of the existing layout
For GERAN#30

The accompanying draft TDOCs GP-061067, GP-061073, GP-061074, GP-061075, GP-061076, GP-061072, GP-061077, GP-061078, GP-061071 relate to this work but are:
· Incomplete

· Inconsistent

· Late

It is unlikely that we will resolve this at GERAN#30, but if we can need agree the right approach it will be possible to complete the work by GERAN#31.






