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1. Introduction
In recent RAN5 meetings discussions took place about the feasibility of Conformance Testing related to some Rel-8 and Rel-9 features.

This document analyses the current situation in order to clarify the coordination process among the involved RAN WGs.

2. Discussion

In the current process in 3GPP RAN, when a new Work Item proposal is presented for approval, the feature, core and performance parts are submitted simultaneously. In such a way, it is ensured that the correct flow of RAN activities is taken into account in the 3GPP roadmap: the feature part cannot be formally closed before completion of both the core and performance parts.
However, the current process does not take into account testing activities to be performed in RAN5. The consistence of core/performance specs can only be stressed during the definition of Conformance Testing, as practical cases are addressed. For this reasons, the availability of Test Cases is deemed of crucial importance for the consolidation of a 3GPP Release, as a functional feature in the UE (either mandatory or optional) cannot be delivered without a minimum level of conformance verification.
It is therefore proposed to include the conformance testing WID since the beginning of the activity, to ensure that the feature part cannot be closed before completion of RAN5 work. As an example the WID for conformance testing may indicate a starting date immediately after the completion of the performance part.

Proposal n.1 – when a new WI is presented for approval at 3GPP RAN, the document should contain the feature, core, performance and conformance testing Work Item Descriptions.

However, some new core and/or feature work item proposals already include a reference to the need for a RAN5 related WI later. If this is the case, it is important to guarantee that RAN5 start working on the topics within an acceptable time after the completion of the relevant work items.

Proposal n.1bis - The rapporteur and supporting companies shall ensure that the RAN5 work item linked to the relevant core/performance work items is raised at the appropriate time, e.g. no more than 3 months from the completion of the proposed work item.
When addressing the proposed test cases in RAN5, further activity is required in other WGs when it becomes clear that the specified core/performance requirements are not sufficient to complete the work or not clear, hence leading to different interpretations. For the above mentioned reasons, tighter cooperation among the relevant working groups is expected in this phase of RAN5 activity. This should be already today the correct way to work, but for sake of clearness and to avoid any future misunderstanding, it is deemed beneficial to agree on a shared working procedure.
Proposal n.2 – to define a process that clearly coordinates the workflow, i.e:

· RAN5, as owner of the Conformance Testing work item, is responsible for the initial definition of the test cases and the feasibility analysis of test scenarios for a given requirement. 
· In case a requirement is missing or unclear, the relevant groups (e.g. RAN2 for core specs and/or RAN4 for performance specs) shall be contacted by RAN5 via a formal LS process.
· The involved groups shall then address the issues in a timely manner in order not to delay the ongoing activity. If necessary, updates or clarifications to the core/performance specs can also be considered.

In the unfortunate case that conformance test part can not be completed, there is the big risk that 3GPP will deliver low quality specifications. Operators cannot rely on features, especially for the mandatory ones, that cannot be tested and the deployment of such features is hence not recommended.
Therefore 3GPP should consider the feature not completed or technically not feasible in case not all the feature components (core, performance and conformance testing) are completed.

As a consequence, RAN5 shall inform relevant WGs on the blocking issue and the feature should be revised accordingly in core specification.

Proposal n.3 –a feature is completed only if all its components (core, performance and conformance testing) are completed. If the testing is deemed technically not feasible for some features, RAN5 shall provide feedback to the relevant WGs that could result in changes in the corresponding core specifications.
3. Conclusions and proposal
In order to ensure that 3GPP is delivering consistent technical specifications, the following proposals are to be agreed by 3GPP RAN as a working procedure:

Proposal n.1 – when a new WI is presented for approval at 3GPP RAN, the document should contain the feature, core, performance and conformance testing Work Item Descriptions.
Proposal n.1bis - The rapporteur and supporting companies shall ensure that the RAN5 work item linked to the relevant core/performance work items is raised at the appropriate time, e.g. no more than 3 months from the completion of the proposed work item.
Proposal n.2 – to define a process that clearly coordinates the workflow, i.e:

· RAN5, as owner of the Conformance Testing work item, is responsible for the initial definition of the test cases and the feasibility analysis of test scenarios for a given requirement. 

· In case a requirement is missing or unclear, the relevant groups (e.g. RAN2 for core specs and/or RAN4 for performance specs) shall be contacted by RAN5 via a formal LS process.

· The involved groups shall then address the issues in a timely manner in order not to delay the ongoing activity. If necessary, updates or clarifications to the core/performance specs can also be considered.
Proposal n.3 –a feature is completed only if all its components (core, performance and conformance testing) are completed. If the testing is deemed technically not feasible for some features, RAN5 shall provide feedback to the relevant WGs that could result in changes in the corresponding core specifications.
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