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1. Overall Description:

RAN5 thanks the PVG for its LS entitled ‘LS to RAN WG5 and GERAN WG3 regarding MultiRat and Inter-System handover test cases’ and welcomes the opportunity to respond to the request for feedback. Before doing so it might be helpful to provide some background information.
RAN5 recently closed a work item (WI) that covered Inter Band testing in which a small number of generic tests have been developed. These tests provide for any scenario i.e. combination of inter band change over and as such RAN5 has fulfilled its remit; the associated TTCN is currently being developed for verification by TF160. 
During RAN5 #34, the LS from PVG was reviewed. In summary this was a request for feedback on a proposal to RAN5 to introduce a method of differentiating between the many scenarios possible in Inter Band and Inter RAT testing. A similar but verbal request was also made by the GCF CAG members present at the RAN5 meeting. In both cases the request was made to overcome test case identification issues for the purposes of validation reporting.  
A RAN5 ‘sidebar’ was convened for the specific purpose of reviewing the options and consequences of any further work by RAN5. After much discussion, RAN5 decided that it will not make any changes to the test prose based on some form of ‘test splitting’ suggested in the LS. Whilst this outcome may not be particularly helpful to the PVG and GCF, it was felt important that the reasons for the decision are explained as follows:
· Changes to the test prose i.e. splitting using some form of suffix labelling scheme to create variants of each test case, will make the variants inconsistent with the TTCN in its generic style and this is not allowed.
· Hard coding the TTCN to match the variants, whilst possible, will create considerable resource overheads in terms of initial set up and maintenance, not just for the known scenarios, but the potentially numerous, as yet unidentified, scenarios to come.
· RAN5 designs test specifications that are generic in nature and usable globally but also in such a way that there is a consistency with which the tests are applied, in so far that it is possible. The adaptation of perfectly usable test cases to suit any particular organisation would set a dangerous precedence; it opens the door to any number of requests for further changes which then becomes an un-needed management overhead in terms of tracking and maintenance.
It should also be noted that RAN5 believes there are alternative approaches that the PVG and the GCF CAG can adopt to ameliorate the problem of validation of each test case as it applies to any given scenario. For instance each test case number can be suffixed to reflect the scenario being employed. Naturally this is a matter for each certification body to determine how this might be achieved within their respective management processes. 
2. Actions:
To PVG and GCF CAG
ACTION: 
Nil, for information only 
3. Date of Next RAN5 Meetings:
RAN5 #35
7 – 11 May 07
Kobe, Japan

RAN5 #36
20 – 24 Aug 07
Athens, Greece

RAN5 #37
5 – 9 Nov 07
Korea

