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1 Introduction

There is an ongoing discussion on the test structure (clause numbering) for RRM category NB1 test cases in TS36.521-3.

In this paper we give our view on the matter and seek an endorsement from RAN5.

2 Discussion
RAN4 has not yet settled the test cases in Annex A of TS36.133. At the last RAN4 meeting in Nanjing (RAN4#79) two papers on RRM Cat NB1 test cases where noted. Both from Anritsu (R4-163388[1], R4-164490 [2]) and contained the likely scope of the test cases and a way forward. 
We do not intend to touch upon the content of the papers, that’s RAN4 responsibility, but rather conclude that he papers suggests to add the test cases into the existing clauses in Annex A (e.g. A.4.x for Cell reseletion test cases). But that has not yet been agreed. There is a possibility that RAN4 adds a new clause in Annex A for category NB1 test cases (e.g. A.11.x)
Since the beginning of LTE, before TS36.521-3 was under revision control, RAN5 agreed to structure the clauses in the specification according to the test case requirements in Annex A of TS36.133. This principle has been followed for all 3GPP releases, rel-8 until rel-12, and for all new features that has been developed.  Even when TS36.133 have (for some reason) Voided clauses in Annex A (E.g. A.9.2.13) RAN5 have the chosen to Void the corresponding clause in TS36.521-3 (E.g. 9.2.13). This in order to follow the structure as close as possible, in a one to one mapping.
There have been some needed deviations. Positioning related test cases have a separate set of specifications in RAN5, TS37.571-x. In order to keep the structure the positioning related clauses in TS36.521-3 have been Voided, clauses 8.12 and 8.13 are examples of this. In TS36.133 clause A.8.12 and A.8.13 are for intra- and inter-frequency RSTD measurements.
The principle of one to one mapping between Annex A in TS36.133 and test cases in TS36.521-3 have eased maintenance and readability of the test specification. It is for example very easy to find the minimum requirements to a test case. This is not the case for WCDMA and hence the readability of the RRM clause in TS34.121-1 is not as straight forward as for LTE. Starting LTE RAN5 took this into consideration and agreed to have a separate specification for RRM (unlike WCDMA where TS34.121-1 contains both RF and RRM) and to align the test spec to the core spec when it comes to clause numbering.
Given this we see no good reasons to have a new separate clause for RRM category NB1 test cases and hence break the alignment with TS36.133 when new LTE features are introduced in the future.

We do agree that it’s very important to easily find the category NB1 test cases in the specification. So if RAN4 does not uses a naming convention for the test requirement titles that clearly indicate that they are related to category NB1 we suggest that RAN5 shall do so. For example ending the titles with “…for category NB1”
Proposal 1: Follow the legacy principle to align the clause numbering in TS36.521-3 to the numbering of Annex A in TS36.133.
Proposal 2: Ensure that the category NB1 test cases are easy to find in TS36.521-3 by a clear naming convention. E.g. end the test case titles with “…for category NB1”.
3 Proposals 
It is proposed that RAN5 endorse proposals 1 & 2 below.

Proposal 1: Follow the legacy principle to align the clause numbering in TS36.521-3 to the numbering of Annex A in TS36.133.
Proposal 2: Ensure that the category NB1 test cases are easy to find in TS36.521-3 by a clear naming convention. E.g. end the test case titles with “…for category NB1”.
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