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1 Output Documents

1.1 Documents for approval
None
1.2 Documents for Information to SA

None
1.3 Documents to be withdrawn
None
1.4 Any other action requested by the SWG or SA5
None
2 Progress status

Percentage of completion (Rel-7 WT57): 35% (previously 30%)
Summary of progress: 
RG reviewed Itf-N performance cirteria and the test environment on Itf-N performace. 

Comments are collected. CMCC needs update this draft TS based on comments for next meeting discussion.
3 Minutes
Session was held on <Thursday, 4th Quarter>.
	The <WT57> Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-066349
	Proposal to characterise the test environment
Presented by John Islip

Questions and Comments:
Ericsson: Why does this have to be so detailed? Reply by Lucent: If we don’t specify the test environment very carefully, a comparison of different vendors’ systems’ performance will not be accurate.

Ericsson: The output from a tester must comprise the test environment. Therefore it is up to the tester to define that, not for us in this specification, no?

Nortel: Agree with Ericsson.

Lucent: But if this TS shall be used for comparison of different vendors’ systems’ performance, we really need to make sure that all necessary aspects of the test environment are well described.

Huawei: Don’t think we would need to list all the test environment details.

China Mobile: We should probably define the factors to consider, but not all the details.

Ericsson: We must be able to trust the intelligence of the testers, that they make sure that the test environment is equal for all the compared tests. That is the only requirement, and it is up to the testers to ensure that.

Huawei: We can’t expect the operators to always prepare exactly the same environment before they start the test. However, the environment used should be detailed document so that it can be compared afterwards, and see if there were any important differences.

Ericsson: If we should describe the actual test environment to be used in this TS, we have to be very detailed. Should we do that? We should consider that when reviewing the Itf-N performance criteria requirements. So first we decide IF that should be described, and if the answer is Yes, we continue defining the “what”.

China Mobile and Nortel: Agree that we should not do that.

China Mobile: We should discuss this with our testing teams, and continue considering this contribution.
Conclusion: More consideration and discussion needed.
	Lucent

	S5-066328
	Itf-N performance criteria
Presented by WangLan

Questions and Comments
Ericsson: In chapter 4, replace “can” by “may” in the sentence just before the first figure. Agreed.

Ericsson: What kind of comparisons are intended to be made based on this document, and for what purpose? Because when we know that, every vendor could have pre-programmed test case measurements.
Conclusion: More consideration needed, and the document to be updated to next meeting based on the comments (also considering the comments on S5-066349).
	CMCC
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	YuChengZhi
	China Mobile

	Clemens suerbaum
	Siemens

	Duguay Jean 
	Nortel

	thomas.tovinger
	Ericsson

	Edwin Tse
	Ericsson

	Wang EnXi
	Ericsson

	Yang Li
	HuaWei

	Islip John 
	Lucent

	Dai Peng
	Ericsson

	
	














































































































































































































- 1 -
- 4 -

