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1. Overall Description:

RAN5 would like to thank GCF CAG for their LS 'Test Cases with branches depending on UE capabilities/configuration' (CAG-15-426r1 -> R5-153144).

At RAN5#68 the following two documents relevant to the issue were considered
· R5-153588 'Explicit ICS/IXIT branching the TC execution' (discussion paper introducing the problem and suggesting a way forward for RAN5 to address it)

· R5-154053 'Update of 36.523-2 for explicit ICS/IXIT branching the TC execution' (a CR which applied the suggested way forward to a single TC)
RAN5#68 noted the discussion paper and agreed the CR in R5-154053 (attached). In regard to this RAN5 would like to bring the GCF CAG attention to the following:

· RAN5 came to the conclusion that in order to make the task of providing all ICS/IXIT which are relevant to the TS 36.523 TCs branching feasible, scope has to be limited to branches covering the dynamic UE behaviour (i.e. no "branching" info related to message contents)
· To avoid making the TS 36.523-2 applicability table cluttered with data, RAN5 decided to separate the branching of the TC Preambles/Postambles from the branching of the TC body (see R5-154053). The ICS/IXIT related to the latter will be included in the relevant columns in the applicability table whereas for the former these will be included in a new dedicated section of TS 36.523-2. The information on which Preamble/Postamble is relevant to which TC can only be found in the TC description in 36.523-1
· Although the list with ICS/IXIT which have impact on the branching for the TC example chosen in R5-154053 may look long, and consequently a very large number of possible combinations could be expected, it should be noted that many of these ICS are inter dependent (i.e. one can be set to TRUE only if the other is set to TRUE as well) and some are with theoretical significance (i.e. very unlikely to be set to different values) which in effect will reduce the real possible number of combinations significantly.
· Even with limiting the scope as indicated above, the task of examining each and every TS 36.523 TC and all Preambles/Postambles and specifying the relevant ICS/IXIT is pretty significant. It could be beneficial if organisations which have access to the TTCN get involved in the update, e.g. Test Labs or TE Vendors because the ICS/IXIT are used in the TTCN code something which may help their identification. This suggestion however should not limit anybody willing to contribute - identifying the ICS/IXIT is possible also by simply reading the TC prose.
2. Actions:
To GCF CAG: RAN5 respectfully asks GCF CAG to take the above information into consideration, examine the solution proposed in R5-154053, and:
· Inform RAN5 whether the suggested approach offers a reasonable solution facilitating Validation of TCs with branches.
· If GCF would like RAN5 to apply the suggested approach to all TS 36.523' TCs then, GCF should strongly encourage its Members participating in RAN5 to get actively involved in the required update of TS 36.523-2.
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