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1 Opening of the meeting, acceptance of the agenda and registration/timing of documents

The meeting was hosted by Panasonic Singapore Laboratories and Matsushita Communication Industrial, and was held in Singapore, Republic of Singapore. 

The meeting formally started at 9:25 am on 18th September.

Wednesday 18th Sep, 9.00am - Start of meeting
Coffee break

10:30 - 11:00

Lunch Time

12:30 - 14:00

Coffee break

15:30 - 16:00
Friday 20th Sep, 3.30pm - Close of meeting
Joint Session: Friday 20th Sep, 9:00AM – 10:00AM 
Note

1) The documents with yellow marker in the agenda are the highest priority tests related to package 1. The aim of this meeting is to review on Package 1 test cases to be in time for GCF requirement if updating is required and to update on package 2 test cases.

2) If created CR is based on 2002/09 core specification, please declare in this meeting. If it can not keep backward compatibility to 2002/03 test spec, please declare too.

The below is quoted from last T1#16 minutes.

The meeting agreed that for the moment we will only agree changes that are backwards compatible with March 02 version. Changes not backwards compatible for the UE behaviour will have to be studied in detail.

Mr Fox suggested that CR authors shall clearly indicate in the cover page the version of the core specifications used.

	T1S-020572
	Agenda of T1/SIG #25
	Vice Chairman


Ericsson noted that documents T1S-020555, T1S-020556, and T1S-020558 were to be withdrawn

Siemens noted that T1S-020591 was missing from the agenda.

Siemens noted that T1S-020590 was not required.

The agenda was approved.
	T1S-020351
	Minutes of T1/SIG #24, Yokohama, Japan
	Vice Chairman


SIG01058 was noted, no further comments received. The item remains open.

SIG01059 was noted, no further comments received. The item remains open.

SIG01061 was noted, no further comments received. The item remains open.

SIG01066 was postponed, since Dan Fox was absent. The item remains open.

SIG01071 was discussed. The vice-chairman asked if this was related to an Ericsson CR. Ericsson stated that this required further consideration. The item remains open.

SIG02074 was postponed, since Dan Fox was absent. The item remains open.

SIG02080 was closed in the previous meeting.

SIG02081 will be solved by the relevant CR at T1SIG#26. The item remains open.
SIG02082 will be discussed further during the joint session. The item remains open.

The minutes from the previous meeting were approved.

	T1S-020598
	Summary of CRs to cover TDD (3.84 Mcps and 1.28 Mcps TDD)
	Siemens, Samsung


Siemens presented the document. The documents will be reviewed again on the third day. The vice-chairman requested that any issues be discussed with Siemens and Samsung offline.

2 Incoming Liaison statements

	T1S-020614
(T1-020617)
	LS from RAN to TSG-T on new RAN TR collecting example RABs(RP-020664)(TP-020257)T
	RAN


T1S-020614 (T1-020617) was presented by Ericsson. Samsung asked which RAN group would take responsibility for this. The vice-chairman advised that it would be a joint effort between RAN1 and RAN2. Siemens asked when the technical report was expected to be ready. Ericsson advised that it was assumed to be ready by the next meeting, but this was an assumption only. The vice-chairman asked that any further comments be raised in time for the next meeting. The document was noted.

	T1S-020615
(T1-020618)
	LS on Additional RAB configurations in 34.108(R1-021126)
	RAN1


T1S-020615 (T1-020618) was presented by Ericsson. The vice-chairman noted that RAN1 could not check the detail of the second CR, so do we need to confirm (again) if the content is correct. Ericsson noted that only the first CR (R2-021902) needed to be checked. The document was noted.

	T1S-020616
(T1-020619)
	LS on Reference configurations in TS34.108(R2-022204)
	RAN2


T1S-020616 (T1-020619) was presented by Ericsson. Ericsson noted that configurations 20 and 22 were agreed to be removed in the previous meeting, so only 16 and 18 were available. The vice-chairman noted that the RABs should be checked by RAN1 or RAN2. He expected that the actual update would be done by RAN1 / RAN2. He asked if we can create the CR ourselves, or if we should ask again for a complete CR. Ericsson noted that the information provided in the LS should be enough to create the CR ourselves. The conclusion was that T1 must create the CR to update either configuration 16 or 18. The document was noted.

	T1S-020617
(T1-020620)
	LS on Answer LS on test cases for unsupported UE configuration(R2-022206)
	RAN2


T1S-020617 (T1-020620) was presented by Ericsson. The document was noted. Ericsson noted that we have two options. We can update the test case, and not test the cause value. One TC in package 2 had the details removed, but left for FFS. The two options are to lower the priority of the test, or to complete the details and leave the test case in place. ETSI agreed that it would not be too difficult to update the existing test case. The vice-chairman asked if Ericsson or Panasonic could create the CR to update the test case according to the LS. Ericsson volunteered to create the CR.

	T1S-020618
(T1-020621)
	LS on Response to LS(T1-020606) on Layer 2 tests in 34.123(R2-022207)
	RAN2


T1S-020618 (T1-020621) was presented by Ericsson. The document was noted. The vice-chairman suggested that this could be discussed in the next meeting since there was not a delegate from Cetecom at this meeting. ETSI volunteered to ask Cetecom to prepare a CR for the next meeting. Ericsson commented that RAN2 were not expecting a response to this, and that it would be discussed in the next meeting anyway.
<High Priority Issues>

3 CRs for TS 34.108 (Rel99 and Rel4) 
	T1S-020624
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Corrections to SIB11 and SIB12
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The vice-chairman asked if this change was backward compatible with the March 02 version. Ericsson confirmed that the changes should be backwards compatible, but there may be some differences in the ASN.1. The vice-chairman asked ETSI if these changes could be implemented in the TTCN easily. ETSI did not expect any difficulties in implementing these changes. The vice-chairman noted that it must be possible to execute the test case against a March 02 UE. Motorola indicated that their understanding was that the test case should be backwards compatible. The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020625
	CR to TS34.108 REL-4; Corrections to SIB11 and SIB12
	Ericsson


The document was not presented, since it is the same as the previous document for release 4. The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020632
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Correction to SIB 11/12 definition
	Panasonic


Panasonic asked for further time to prepare before presenting the document. ETSI noted that they require some inter-frequency cells, as well as the existing intra frequency cells. This was the nature of the changes included in this document.

The CR was presented by Panasonic. Ericsson requested that agreement of this document be postponed to ‘any other business’ on Friday, to allow time to review. This was agreed.

	T1S-020633
	CR to TS34.108 Rel4; Correction to SIB 11/12 definition
	Panasonic


The document was not presented, since it is the same as the previous document for release 4.

	T1S-020552
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Correction to default messages in 9.1 and 9.2
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020553
	CR to TS34.108 REL-4; Correction to default messages in 9.1 and 9.2
	Ericsson


The document was not presented, since it is the same as T1S-020552, but for release 4. Ericsson noted that the only difference was a change to the low chip rate TDD configuration. The document was approved in principle.

4 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 6: Idle Mode

	T1S-020554
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 1 & 2 idle mode test cases
	Ericsson


Ericsson noted that there was some overlap between this CR and a CR proposed by Siemens. Ericsson asked if the document could be presented tomorrow morning after the relevant CRs have been merged. The document will be discussed during ‘any other business’. T1S-020554 will be superseded by T1S-020640. Siemens document T1S-020593 will be superseded by T1S-020641.

5 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 7: Layer 2

5.1 MAC
	T1S-020622
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to MAC Package 1 test cases
7.1.1.2,7.1.1.3,7.1.1.4,7.1.1.5 and 7.1.1.8
	Motorola and MCC task 160


Was presented by Motorola. Further comments on T1S-020622 that have been received will be included in T1S-020638 later.

The comments that have been received from Ericsson are: 

1. Change RRC status PDU to RRC STATUS message

2. Comments in 7.1.1.2 have not been updated.

3. An editorial comment (‘B’ was removed)

The document will be updated as T1S-020638. The changes in the update document will be presented during ‘any other business’.

5.2 RLC

	T1S-020612
	LS on Applicability of the RAB configuration used for RLC testing
	Anritsu


Was presented by Anritsu. Motorola commented that the current RAB configuration used turbo coding, at 64kbps, which may be difficult for some UEs, and suggested that an 8kbps configuration using convolutional coding may be more appropriate, and this would probably be the response from RAN2. They also noted that currently available mobiles support both CS and PS. Ericsson agreed with these comments. The vice-chairman asked if we should include the proposed changes in the LS as well. We agreed that any changes proposed during this meeting must be checked to ensure that the package 1 test cases will not be affected. ETSI noted that these test cases had been verified already by several companies. It was agreed that this document would be discussed again during ‘any other business’

	T1S-020619
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Update to TC7.2.3.19 (RLC PDU continuous Transmission)
	Anritsu


Anritsu asked if this document could be postponed to ‘any other business’ to allow time to incorporate other comments received from Ericsson.

	T1S-020613
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Modification to package 1 RLC Test Cases
	Anite


Was presented by Anite. The Ericsson and Anritsu CRs for the same clauses do not conflict. Motorola and ETSI asked if these changes also apply to the non-package 1 test cases. Anite confirmed that these were the only RLC test cases that were affected. The document was approved in principle. Some editorial changes on the cover page must be made before presenting to T1 (‘instead of 100ms and 200ms’ should be ‘instead of 100ms and 2000ms’).

	T1S-020559
	CR to TS34.123-1; Correction to package 1 test case 7.2.3.22
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020560
	CR to TS34.123-1; Correction to package 1 test case 7.2.3.23
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020623
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to RLC Package 1 test case
7.2.3.12
	Motorola and MCC task 160


Was presented by Motorola. Ericsson raised a concern that there was no specific requirement for the window size. This concern will be discussed offline. Motorola noted that this CR assumed that the UE supports a window size of at least 128. The document was approved in principle, subject to the results of the offline discussion.

6 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 8: RRC

	T1S-020582
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections of package 1 test case 8.1.1.7
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020627
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.3.3 (Package 1) and removal of TC8.3.1.17 (Package 4)
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. Ericsson noted that their understanding was that the referenced clause DL CCCH should be used if available in UTRAN. In this situation, the UE DCCH may still be available. Ericsson asked for further time to consider this (e.g. by next meeting). The vice-chairman noted that since this was a package 1 test case, it should be approved as soon as possible. The vice-chairman suggested that we should try to approve this on the email reflector. Motorola asked for clarification of the target of approval of this CR (to allow TTCN updates, or for approval by T1). The vice-chairman clarified that this was to allow the TTCN to be updated as soon as possible. The document will be approved on the reflector. 

	T1S-020630
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of Package 1 test cases 
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. ST microelectronics asked why the additional complexity was required. Panasonic explained that this was required to cause the UE to send the transport channel reconfiguration complete message upon reception of the cell update confirm message. Ericsson asked if this could also be agreed on the email reflector to allow further consideration. The document will be approved on the email reflector.

	T1S-020620
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.1.2
	Orange


Was presented by Panasonic. Panasonic asked if it was really necessary to confirm that the UE was in cell FACH in this test. The vice-chairman noted that this was discussed in the last meeting, and Orange volunteered to create the CR.

Ericsson also asked if calling this macro was really required, because it doesn’t add anything to the test case. Neither Ericsson nor Panasonic had any objections to approving the CR. 

Motorola noted that this would probably be tested implicitly in other test cases.

We agreed that it was not necessary to check the final state of the UE, so the document was postponed, to be discussed with Orange during ‘any other business’, and rejected unless Orange object. 

	T1S-020621
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.1.3
	Orange


The status of this document is the same as T1S-020620.
<Next Priority Issues>
7 CRs for TS 34.108 (Rel99 and Rel4)

	T1S-020576
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Addition to clause 7.4 for multi call state 
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. An editorial error was noted during the presentation (there are 2 state 6-13s, and one should be Cell-PCH, and state 6-12). The specific message contents have not been specified, to allow further discussion with ETSI STF 160.

Ericsson noted that one of the procedures (P20 and P21) uses NW initiated PDP context activation, and asked if UE initiated activation had been considered (NW initiated PDP context activation is optional for the UE). Motorola agreed that the UE may reject the ‘REQUEST PDP CONTEXT ACTIVATION’ message, if MT PDP activation was not supported.

Motorola suggested that both MT and MO procedures should be defined. Panasonic asked for more time to discuss this with their NAS experts. ETSI confirmed that this change was not required for package 1 test cases. The vice-chairman proposed that this CR be reconsidered, and presented again at the next meeting. Panasonic noted that this would also allow the specific message contents to be specified.

ETSI noted that currently 2 PS RABs were set up using two separate RB setup messages. 

It was agreed that this document would be postponed until the next meeting.

	T1S-020577
	CR to TS34.108 Rel-4 ; Addition to clause 7.4 for multi call state
	Panasonic


This document is the same as T1S-020576, except for Release 4. This document will also be postponed until the next meeting.

	T1S-020580
	Reference Compressed Mode patterns for simultaneous measurements
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. Motorola asked why this would be important for T1S, if it is not important for RAN4. The vice-chairman clarified that this is mainly important for simultaneous compressed mode patterns. RAN4 is not testing simultaneous patterns. Ericsson asked why the FDD and GSM (single mode) patterns need to be changed. The vice-chairman replied that this makes it easier to create the simultaneous compressed mode patterns. The key point is that we must test the simultaneous compressed mode patterns. The vice-chairman suggested that we have two choices:

1. Single compressed mode pattern maintained and simultaneous mode pattern modified according to Panasonic’s proposal

2. Single compressed mode pattern and simultaneous mode pattern modified according to Panasonic’s proposal.

Rhode &Schwarz asked for more time to consider the proposal.

Motorola asked if this could be discussed further with the RF SWG during the joint session on Friday.

8 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 6: Idle Mode

	T1S-020641
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; General corrections for clause 6 
	Siemens


Was presented by Siemens as T1S-020641. This document supersedes T1S-020593 from Siemens, and T1S-020554 from Ericsson. The vice-chairman asked for clarification of the changes to the power levels in table 6.3. Ericsson explained that this would require some further discussion during the joint session. The document will be discussed again as document T1S-020643 during ‘any other business’.

	T1S-020610
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Addition of cell reselection test case to verify use of cell status and cell reservations
	Vodafone


Was presented by Vodafone. Motorola asked why the power levels were different to the standard levels. 

Vodafone clarified that this was required to ensure that the UE indicated that the intra-frequency cell was ‘barred’, even though the signal level was better than the inter-frequency cell. 

Motorola commented that the power levels may be too low. Vodafone said that it should be possible to shift all power levels up by an equal amount. 

Panasonic asked if cell 3 could be modified to cell 4 (because cell 4 is an inter-frequency cell). 

Siemens noted that for TDD, the levels should be >= -84dBm.

Two changes were agreed:

1. Change Cell3 -> Cell4

2. Shift power levels up to ensure that cell 3 is visible.

The document will be updated as T1S-020644, and presented again during ‘any other issues’.

	T1S-020557
	Power separation of cells in idle mode test cases
	Ericsson


Was discussed during the T1RF joint session.

9 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 7: Layer 2

9.1 MAC
	T1S-020558
	Issues with MAC test cases
	Ericsson


Ericsson withdrew this document.

10 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 8: RRC

	T1S-020631
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to cell configuration
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. This document only applies if T1S-020632 and T1S-020633 are approved during ‘Any other business’. The vice-chairman asked if this change affects package 1 test cases. Panasonic answered these are not affected to package 1 test cases. This CR is also postponed to ‘any other business’.

	T1S-020561
	About the verification of RRC failure cases 
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. Ericsson volunteered to contribute to the CRs required, but would appreciate assistance from other companies.

Panasonic suggested that a large number of test cases would be affected by these changes. Ericsson agreed, and suggested that we could start with a small number of test cases. Panasonic also suggested that we could start with package 3 or 4 test cases. R&S also agreed that this was in line with the GCF prioritisation process, because failure cases are addressed in later packages.

In summary, Panasonic and Ericsson will co-operate to update package 3 or 4 test cases initially.

The document was approved in principle.

	T1S-020562
	RRC test cases for re-entering service area and timer inaccuracy
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. Anite supported the suggestion that we should ask RAN to specify tolerances for UE timers.

The vice-chairman noted that in the past, we have discussed timer tolerances with CN1, but this issue has not been discussed with RAN2 or RAN4. The vice-chairman suggested that we should send an LS to RAN2 and RAN4.

Motorola noted that in general core specifications do not give guidelines on timer tolerances, and questioned if it was appropriate to ask RAN to add these guidelines. Also Motorola asked if the maximum positive tolerance followed by a maximum negative tolerance was an expected situation. Ericsson agreed that this was an unlikely situation. The vice-chairman noted that the issue was already discussed in the Melbourne meeting. 

Anite noted that the discussion was based on the procedures used in GSM test cases, and this would be used unless found to be inappropriate.

Two proposals were discussed:

1. Timer tolerance is only specified in T1Sig. 
Motorola asked for confirmation that the SS manufacturers could support these tolerances. R&S noted that a 1s timer should be easy to support in an SS implementation. 
Anite also agreed that this should be possible, but noted that this may not be the most appropriate solution in general. 
Anritsu also agreed that timer tolerances in the order of 1s could be supported by the SS. 
ETSI agreed that the core specification was not the appropriate place to specify timer tolerances, and suggested that the tolerances be specified in 34.108.
Ericsson noted that the general proposal in 34.108 was appropriate in general, but some specific test cases, especially involving long timers, it may be more appropriate to specify a specific value in the test case.
 Motorola noted that the UE implementations of timers would usually be much more accurate than these tolerances, and the tolerances were only related to measurement of these timers.
We agreed that the tolerance in 34.108 would apply by default, but if a test case required a different tolerance, this would be specified in the test case.

2. Do we need to send an LS to RAN asking them to define tolerances in the core specifications?
Motorola noted that this was probably not necessary.
Ericsson asked for confirmation that Motorola’s comment was that even if we put tolerances on UE timers, we cannot measure to this accuracy anyway.
Ericsson agreed that it was not completely necessary to send the LS.
This proposal was postponed for further consideration.

Since the test cases are package 2, action point SIG02083 was raised to create the required CRs. 

	T1S-020563
	Cell reselection within RRC Reconfiguration procedures
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. DoCoMo asked for clarification if the sequences described were based on the core specifications, or on the UE implementation. Ericsson clarified that all of these sequences were permitted by the core specification. DoCoMo asked for clarification that the NW should support all of these possibilities. Ericsson confirmed this. DoCoMo asked ETSI if all of there alternatives could be implemented in TTCN. ETSI confirmed that it should be possible. ETSI asked if step 5b was really required. Some concerns were raised as to whether this could be implemented in TTCN. The vice-chairman suggested that it could be achieved by using a MAC TFC restriction. Motorola asked what would be achieved by restricting the SS MAC layer since this is in CELL_FACH state and CCCH and DCCH is mapped onto the same RACH. Ericsson explained that the document described a possible situation, and should be catered for in the test case. Ericsson clarified that in most cases the RLC acknowledgement needed to be delayed. Ericsson proposed that we don’t include the delay of the RLC acknowledgement in this test case, but be aware that this may be required in future. Motorola suggested that a note be added to the prose indicating that the messages may be received in any order to ensure the TTCN author is aware of this. Panasonic was concerned that removal of this information may result in the test purpose not being met. Ericsson explained that the RRC test coverage would not be reduced, but the RLC test coverage would be increased.

The vice-chairman proposed that he has one solution without using MAC TFC restriction and this discussion be continued on the reflector, and noted that this was a package 2 test case, so needed to be resolved as soon as possible.

	T1S-020642
	RRC test cases with state transition 
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. This document supersedes T1S-020564. Motorola asked for clarification of the purpose of the proposal (to reduce the number of test cases, and reduce maintenance requirements for these test cases?). Motorola also asked NW vendors if it was acceptable to de-prioritise these test cases. Ericsson clarified that the removal of these test cases was intended to focus on typical procedures, and also to discourage use of these non-typical procedures in NWs. DoCoMo stated that this proposal is acceptable, but noted that removal of these tests may decrease test coverage.

The vice-chairman noted that it is not clear from the core specifications which messages should be used for reconfiguration. If this document describes the common understanding of RAN2, this proposal is acceptable. Ericsson suggested delegates check 25.303 for indications of typical ways of how these procedures can be used. DoCoMo suggested that if we ask RAN2 for advise on this, they will suggest that all procedures should be tested, but in a real network, only some of these procedures will be used, so the issue should be discussed within T1.

DoCoMo noted that the operators should agree which transitions will be used in a real network.

Panasonic agreed that Ericsson’s proposal was preferred approach for the UE vendors, but if this needs to be discussed within T1, Ericsson should present the document again. Ericsson agreed that they could present the document again at the next T1SIG or T1 meeting, but asked for NW and UE vendors to consider carefully if these test cases could be removed. 

ETSI asked if further test cases would be removed in future. Ericsson clarified that the test cases to be removed do not represent real procedures, and there also may be duplication test cases that could be removed in future to keep the number of test cases down. In particular some of the failure test cases.

The discussion was postponed until the next T1SIG or T1 meeting. Action SIG02084 was raised to operator, NW and UE vendors to consider if the proposed test cases could be removed. 

	T1S-020599
	Discussion paper on the Handover Command Message size 
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. Ericsson proposed that no further restrictions needed to be defined in the test case, but a note should be added to the test case indicating that the GSM message must not exceed 64 octets. This note has been proposed in T1S-020567.

The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020565
	Proposal for refinement of TC 8.3.2.1 to use two cells
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. 

Panasonic asked if there was a problem implementing 4 cells. R&S noted that this was a typical requirement for SS manufacturers. 

The document was agreed. Action SIG02085 was raised to prepare a CR to update TC 8.3.2.1 to use two cells. 

	T1S-020566
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5;; Update to Broadcast of System Information in test case 8.1.10
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020567
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of package 2 test case for Inter System HO
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. This CR adds the note proposed in T1S-020599. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020568
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of package 2 test cases on Measurements
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. Ericsson noted that the test requirements should also be changed such that after step 9 the measurement report should indicate cell 4. This change will be made in document T1S-020650. The revised document will be reviewed during ‘any other business’.

	T1S-020569
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of test case for timing re-initialised inter-frequency handover
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. Ericsson noted that there was an editorial error in the changes made. The correction will be made.

Nortel asked why the puncturing method was not tested as well. Ericsson proposed that this could be added in another test case. ETSI asked if cells 3,4, and 5 could be updated to 4,5, and 6 to reduce the changes required in SIB 11 and 12.

Also the format of the specific message contents should be modified as discussed in the previous meeting.

The vice-chairman asked if a CR had been prepared to include RPP mode for TC 8.4.1.33 (action item SIG02081) or if this change was still required. 

Ericsson will present a new CR related to 8.4.1.33 at the next meeting.

Panasonic noted that at the beginning of step 5 the flag should not be ‘inactive’, it should be ‘deactivated’.

The updated document will be T1S-020651, and will be reviewed during postponed issues.

	T1S-020575
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Addition of Integrity protection test case
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. Panasonic asked ETSI if this could be implemented in TTCN (integrity in first part of test case, and no integrity in second part of test case). ETSI noted that it should be possible, but it may be difficult to modify the sequence number, because this is usually handled by the system simulator. 

Action SIG02086, To consider how to insert wrong RRC message sequence number was created for System simulator manufacturers to check if this was possible.

A further CR is also required to update 34.123-2. Panasonic volunteered to create this CR.

The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020628
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 ; Correction to clause 8.1.6.4 and 8.1.9.2a as T1S-020578rev1
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. Panasonic noted that some comments have been received from Ericsson regarding the second test case. When the SS sends the DL direct transfer, according to the core specification, the UE shall trigger release of the signalling connection, however when authentication failure occurs, the UE does not trust the network, so there is no reason for the UE to send the message. Ericsson commented that this test case may not trigger the signalling release.

Panasonic noted that further investigation of the second test case was required based on these comments.

The vice-chairman asked ETSI if this was related to the cell reselection  during transport channel reconfiguration procedure, since the SS must restrict the STATUS PDUs on SRB3 in step 2, but SS must transmit physical channel reconfiguration on the same transport channel. He asked if RLC STOP, START could be used to support this. ETSI asked why the SS should use this procedure. Ericsson noted that to accurately imitate a real network, the SS should perform an RLC re-establishment after reception of the message. ETSI noted that in this case an additional test purpose should be added. 

The vice-chairman suggested that the test method for the second test must be reconsidered. 
SS manufacturers to consider if a CMAC CONFIG REQ can be used to restrict the RLC acknowledgement. Otherwise new functionality may be required. One solution is to use RLC START and STOP on the first test case, but this solution was rejected in the past. Ericsson suggested that the RLC entity could be re-established on the SS side.

Action SIG02087 was created: To consider how to actualise the RLC re-establishment (e.g. restrict transmission of RLC acknowledgement or initialise on the RLC entity) 

This CR will be postponed because some modifications are required. Panasonic will submit again at the next meeting.

	T1S-020629
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 ; Addition of new test case for RRC Connection Release following network authentication failure requested by upper layers as T1S-020579rev1
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. Panasonic noted that these test cases also need further consideration to find an appropriate means of releasing the signalling connection. ETSI suggested that there may be a problem with these test cases related to the NAS signalling required for the initial conditions. Motorola noted that the intention was to create an authentication request failure, and the signalling connection release message would not occur as described. Ericsson noted that the purpose was RRC connection release due to authentication failure. If the signalling connection release is not received, the test purpose has still been met. The purpose is to make the UE go to idle mode, and consider the cell barred. Panasonic agreed that step 3 could be removed, and we could just wait for the UE to go to idle mode. Ericsson agreed that step 3 should be optional, however it depends on exactly when the UE considers the cell barred. Ericsson noted that there are two possible release mechanisms one for NAS, and one for RRC – the signalling will be different depending on which of these mechanisms is applied. ETSI asked for clarification of steps 5,6, and 7. Panasonic clarified that this was to ensure that the UE camped on cell 2 while cell 1 is barred. After step 8, the UE will go back to cell 1.

Ericsson noted that the key requirement was that the UE goes to idle mode. Motorola noted that the requirements for a barred cell were defined in 25.304. 

The vice-chairman asked for offline discussions with NAS and RRC experts. This CR will be discussed again at the next meeting.

	T1S-020606
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to clause 8.4 Measurement test cases
	Motorola


Motorola withdrew this document. This will be presented during the next meeting.

	T1S-020607
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to test cases 8.3.1.23, 8.3.1.24 and 8.3.2.13 (HCS Reselection)
	Motorola


Was presented by Motorola. Anite noted that some of the tables might need to be reformatted as discussed in the last meeting. We agreed that this was not a major issue. 

Sony noted that the temporary offset in the table for SIB12 (FDD) in cell 2 for test case 8.3.2.13 was still 10 (page 57).

The document will be updated as document T1S-020652, and reviewed during postponed issues.

	T1S-020626
	Discussion paper on the SRNS relocation
	Panasonic


Panasonic withdrew this document. This will be presented during the next meeting.
	T1S-020637
	Discussion on Security test case
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. Panasonic noted that this document could be used as a basis to increase test coverage for security configuration test cases. 

The document was noted. The vice-chairman asked for further discussion on the reflector to increase test coverage for security configuration.

11 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 9: MM

	T1S-020581
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 2 MM test case 9.4.4
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020583
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 clause 9, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	Fujitsu


Was presented by Fujitsu. Ericsson asked if the ciphering mode information was also included in the SECURITY MODE COMMAND in step 6. It was agreed that this must be present because it was a mandatory IE. 

Ericsson suggested that an alternative solution would be not to transmit SECURITY MODE COMMAND in step 6 at all. It was agreed that this was also possible. The vice-chairman asked for this to be discussed offline. 

The vice-chairman asked ETSI if it was possible to implement the two parts of this test case in TTCN – the first with integrity, and the second without integrity (based on a PIXIT parameter). ETSI asked for further time to consider this.

This document will be discussed again during postponed issues.

This is also related to Sony’s document T1S-020639 from Sony, which should also be discussed offline.

	T1S-020605
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to test case 9.3.2 Handling of IMSI shorter than the maximum length
	Motorola


Was presented by Motorola. Ericsson agreed with the use of lower layers to re-establish the connection, but noted that in step b, specific contents are required for the cell update confirm, and that physical channel reconfiguration complete needs to be received from the UE. Also, RRC messages should be avoided in NAS test cases wherever possible. 

Motorola and Ericsson will discuss this offline, and present an updated proposal in T1S-020653 during postponed issues.

	T1S-020608
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Correction to MM test 9.5.7.2
	Nokia


Was presented by Nokia. Ericsson noted that in step 2, the establishment cause is ‘originating background call’, and asked if this was in line with the core specification. Nokia clarified that at this time there is already an active call, and this is a second call being established. Ericsson noted that in this case the UE will simply send an initial direct transfer, and the IE establishment cause will not be present. This will be updated offline. ETSI asked if further RRC signalling was required after step 11. 

This will be discussed offline, and presented in T1S-020654 during postponed issues.

12 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 10: CC

	T1S-020584
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Update to clause 10 Circuit Switched Call Control tests
	Nokia


Was presented by Nokia. This is also related to the CR in T1S-020585 for 34.123-2. Ericsson noted that they plan to review the CC package 1 test cases by the next meeting, however the document can be approved in principle, and Ericsson will make any further comments if necessary. The document was approved in principle.

13 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 11: SM

No documents were presented.

14 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 12: GMM

	T1S-020571
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 clause 12, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	SONY


Was deferred until postponed issues.

	T1S-020604
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to test case 12.6.1.3.3 Authentication rejected by the UE /fraudulent network
	Motorola


Was presented by Motorola. The document was approved in principle. 

15 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 13: General Test
	T1S-020586
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Update to clause 13 Emergency call tests
	Nokia


Was presented by Nokia. The vice-chairman asked for confirmation that all of the tests in clause 13 are now updated to June 02. Nokia confirmed that all tests in clause 13 are updated to June 02.

DoCoMo asked if there was any impact on the RRC messages in the test cases. Nokia confirmed that there was no need to specify the RRC messages in detail, as agreed for other NAS test cases. Nokia assume that the same procedure can be applied here.

The document was approved in principle.  

16 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 14: Radio Bearer Test
	T1S-020570
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to generic setup procedure for radio bearer testing
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The vice-chairman asked if CS+CS or PS+PS existed. ETSI confirmed that a CS+CS RAB did not exist, but there were PS+PS RABs, but this could be achieved simply by using 2 RB setup procedures. Anite asked if limiting the ordering in this procedure would reduce the test coverage. ETSI responded that the test purpose was only to test the RAB. Panasonic asked if this affected the changes proposed by Panasonic in T1S-020576/577. We agreed that either possibility could be used.

The document was approved in principle. 

17 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Clause 16: SMS
	T1S-020603
	CR toTS34.123-1 R5; Correction to SMS test cases, clause 16
	Rohde&Schwarz


Was presented by Rohde and Schwarz. The document was approved in principle. 

Rhode&Schwarz asked if anyone was clear on the status of the LSs related to SMS type 0 discussed during the last meeting, and on the reflector since the last meeting. 

It was noted that a LS response from T2 may have been missed (T1-020616) during this meeting. It was agreed that this should be discussed in the next T1 meeting. We agreed that no changes would be made to the test cases until after the discussion at the next T1 meeting.

18 T1RF Joint Session
18.1 Document from T1SIG
	T1S-020557
	Power separation of cells in idle mode test cases
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was discussed yesterday in the RF group.

T1/RF confirmed that the assumption that the reference in 25.133 level difference can be used as a basis for the signalling tests. However, other factors must be taken into account. The initial response from RF group regarding the 2dB tolerance for the SS, and this was accepted by both groups. The other element to be taken into account is the measurement accuracy of the UE. No clear answer was found, because there is no requirement in the core specifications, so RF group could not provide an answer. Ericsson noted that there is no requirement for PLMN selection, but for cell reselection, there are accuracy requirements. Nokia clarified that the CPICH RSCP requirement of ( 6dBm is only valid for Cell_FACH and Cell_DCH, and not valid for Idle mode. Also it has been previously agreed in RAN that no requirements will be specified for PLMN selection. Nokia asked if the test case (6.1.1.5) was really required, since there is no requirement for PLMN selection in the core specifications. Ericsson noted that there are still other valid test purposes in the test case. Nokia noted that the requirement of selection of the home PLMN was already tested in other test cases. Nokia noted that the parameters may need correction if the test case was retained. Nokia suspected that the appropriate proposal might be to remove the test case, but will consider if modification of the cell power levels is possible first. Nokia and Ericsson will work together to resolve this issue, and a CR will be presented at the next meeting.

The T1/SIG vice-chairman asked Nokia for clarification what the required power separation was for the RRC test cases related to cell reselection in cell FACH. Nokia suggested that power levels did not need to be defined by the signalling subgroup, because these issues were already tested by the RF subgroup. Panasonic and Nokia will discuss this offline, and Panasonic volunteered to create an appropriate CR if necessary.

The RF chairman suggested that if T1/SIG have specific questions for RF, they should present documents to the RF group to ask for clarification.

Ericsson noted that test case 6.1.1.4 was not affected by Nokia’s comment.

	T1S-020580
	Reference Compressed Mode patterns for simultaneous measurements
	Panasonic


Was presented by Panasonic. This was already presented in the signalling meeting, and Motorola requested that it also be discussed with the RF group. The RF chairman suggested that the RF group would require further time to consider the proposal.

We agreed that this would be discussed further on the email reflectors, and discussed again at the next meeting.

Nokia proposed that we should include RAN4 in the discussions, by agreeing an LS to RAN4 on the reflector in time for the next meeting.

18.2 Document from T1RF
There were no documents from RF.

19 CRs for TS 34.123-1 Other clauses

No documents were presented.

20 TTCN issues

The vice-chairman suggested that for package 1 test cases, once CRs have been approved in principle by T1S, the ETSI STF could implement the changes in TTCN, before the changes have been approved by T1. The vice-chairman noted that the GCF requirement was Nov / Dec, so the verification should be completed by then. So if the STF can do the work, we should release the updated TTCN as soon as possible. 

Also, we have some postponed CRs for package 1. The vice-chairman would like to approve these documents on the email reflector. He will submit the rules for approval on the reflector by Tuesday (Japan time) next week. Then we can approve these CRs in principle, and the STF can implement the TTCN based on the CRs discussed on the reflector.

	T1S-020574
	Process for Initial Approval of Test Cases
	Anite


Was presented by Anite. 

	T1S-020636
	LS to T1Sig SWG on TTCN verification and Approval Procedure
	GSMA-TWG


Was presented by Vodafone.

The vice-chairman asked for clarification the meaning of ‘a non-ETSI TTCN solution’. Vodafone clarified that this could be 3rd party implementations delivered via the GCF to the industry.

R&S noted that a number of technical issues must be considered. One of the key issues is the 6 months approval rule. We agreed to discuss this issue first, and cover any other issues during an ad hoc meeting to be held after the meeting on Thursday.

There was a lengthy discussion on this issue. The key points raised by each company are as follows:

Rohde and Schwarz

R&S noted that a number of technical issues about the approval procedure must be considered. One of the key issues is the 6 months approval rule.

R&S asked for clarification of the approval process. Specifically can companies object to approval? Is consensus required, or is a majority vote enough?

R&S noted that the TTCN is a software development project, and any automatic approval process will focus on test case approval, rather than test case quality. R&S will not support any automatic approval.

R&S raised a concern that T1/Sig may end up having to justify why test cases have not been approved, rather than focussing on test case quality.

R&S noted that the key points of approval are to indicate the maturity and quality of the tests, and the 6 month approval process will not help with this goal.

R&S noted that the 6 month approval proposal rule was suggested one year ago, before the GCF timeframes and prioritisation guidelines were in place.

R&S proposed that the 6 month rule be removed from the process.

Orange

Orange noted that the key point of the TWG LS was that if the 6 month rule applies to all test cases, may result in non ETSI test cases being used. For example if the rule is strictly applied, package 3 and 4 test cases that have been compilable for 6 months may be approved, and this is not acceptable.

Orange suggested that the test case approval process should be aligned with the GCF delivery schedule. Specifically the 6 month approval periods should be aligned with these delivery dates. For example from December 02 to June 03, the 6 month approval rule would only apply to the package 2 test cases. This would allow the test cases to be available to the market on a timely basis. 

Orange added that the automatic approval process was proposed to help the test case approval. If we focus on the GCF approval time scales, this should give the industry enough time to debug the test cases, and any other test cases could be approved.

Orange suggested that the 6 month approval process could probably be agreed within T1Sig if the procedure was modified to include the different confidence levels.

Orange suggested that we agree that the 6 month rule does not need to apply. However, we need to consider the requirements of the market are met.

Orange agreed the removal of the 6 month rule and approval of the test cases on a case by case basis to ensure the quality and the maturity of the tests. In addition to this, Orange suggested that in exceptional cases it should be possible to approve non verified test cases to make them available to the market when required.

Vodafone

Vodafone supported the concerns raised in the TWG LS.

Vodafone noted that the 6 month approval process was suggested before the GCF prioritisation process was introduced.  Vodafone also indicated that the purpose of GCF prioritisation was to help the development of TTCN test cases in-line with industry requirements.  It was suggested that GCF prioritisation should be a sufficient driver for test case development and that the 6 month rule was no longer necessary.

Vodafone agreed that the 6 month approval process would not help to provide a clear indication of the maturity of the test cases.

Vodafone supported the removal of the 6 month rule, but questioned the need, or value, of providing an exception case to allow the approval of non-verified test cases.

ETSI

ETSI presented the TTCN status report slides illustrating the verification status for the test cases.

ETSI noted that a large number of verification reports have been received based on various releases of the TTCN since the last meeting, so it is clear that the industry is focussed on this work.

ETSI noted that the TTCN will always be affected by CRs, and there must be some delay between approval of CRs, and the TTCN test case being updated.

Motorola

Motorola noted that test cases should only be approved if tested against a real UE.
Motorola agreed that we need to consider the status of each test case when the 6 months has elapsed.

Motorola noted that test cases are not too valuable unless they have been validated on a real UE.

Motorola noted that the reports from ETSI should include more information about how the tests have been verified (e.g. against hardware UE simulation or real UE etc).

Ericsson

Ericsson noted that the 6 month rule will only add confusion, and that an industry reference is more important than having test cases that may have only been checked by inspection. Ericsson suggested that the 6 month approval process should not be applied in this case.

Ericsson noted that in fact there was an implied 3 month rule. For the next T1 meeting, some Test cases will not be approved, and then in the meeting after that, they will be reconsidered. In other words, there is a natural mechanism to check the test cases during each meeting.

Anritsu

Anritsu presented discussion document T1S-020645 describing Anritsu’s position on the issue. 

Anritsu’s key concern is the restriction that test cases must be verified on 2 separate system simulators.

Panasonic
Panasonic noted that the GCF procedure only allows third party test cases to be accepted by GCF if a similar approved and validated test case is available in the ETSI TTCN suite and in case of disputes TTCN from ETSI will be used as a reference

Panasonic clarified that this may result in unstable test cases from ETSI that have been approved due to the 6 month approval process preventing the industry to have no reference test cases to use to dissolve disputes.
Comments from vice-chairman

The vice-chairman asked for reconsideration of the 6 months approval process. This concept was introduced prior to the GCF prioritisation. 

The vice-chairman summarised that once the GCF advised T1/Sig of the package priorities, we must submit the test cases on the due date. All companies should do their best to ensure the quality of these test cases. Even if we cannot complete all test cases, we need to discuss the test cases in the next meeting, because we cannot be sure if the verification reports will be available or not.

The vice-chairman proposed that we vote as to whether the 6 month rule should be applied. Orange suggested that first we should try to reach a consensus.

The vice-chairman suggested that the consensus was that the 6 month rule did not need to apply, and approval should be applied on a case by case basis during each T1 or T1/Sig meeting.
Common consensus in T1SIG#25 for TTCN implementation of approved CRs in package 1 

For package 1 test cases, the TTCN should implement the CRs above that have been approved in this meeting as soon as possible even before T1 approval since T1/Sig need to do the work in time for the GCF requirement and TTCN verification T1/Sig will inform T1on the T1 reflector. 
For package 1 test cases, the TTCN should implement the CRs above that have been approved in this meeting as soon as possible.

This should be done even before T1 approval of the CRs since T1/Sig need to do the work in time for the GCF requirement of verified TTCN and 34.123-3 approval for package 1. 

Summary of initial discussion

In summary, we have agreement that the 6 month rule is not applicable in this case. We can consider test cases ‘approvable’ after 6 months, but this doesn’t help to improve test case quality and maturity. 

There are 2 contradictory concerns:

1. The 6 month rule may make it more difficult for us to complete these test cases once they are under formal change control. Also we may need to justify why test cases are not approved.

2. The market may require these test cases, in which case we should have a back door, which will allow approval of the test cases.

20.1 TTCN verification procedure discussion 

Conclusion

We agreed removal of the 6 month rule, and approval of the test cases on a case by case basis.

Further issues to be discussed.

1. How will CRs be presented for the TTCN?
- The goal is to approve the test cases in the next meeting based on v140, since this is the first version available that meets the GCF requirements. 
– The current proposal was that CRs should presented as a .mp file (one mp file for each ATS) attached to a CR.
– Test cases can be approved based on version 1.4.0 plus an indication of the essential modifications.
– This applies to package 1 until the next GCF baseline is defined for package 2 test cases.
– The rest of package 1 will be discussed again after the GCF baseline is defined.
– Test cases can only be approved on the assumption that the essential modifications will be included in a later version by ETSI. If conflicts between different verification results cannot be resolved, the test case cannot be approved.
– ETSI will provide a spreadsheet indicating which modifications have been accepted. If all essential modifications for a test case have been accepted by ETSI, the test case can be approved. 
- This spreadsheet must also include a mechanism for tracability of changes (e.g. which test case needed a particular change to be made).
– This was agreed.

2. What is the criteria for approval (real UE / simulations / visual inspection)
– The vice-chairman noted that this has already been discussed in previous TTCN ad hoc meetings, and T1/SIG meetings. Three levels were defined. 1. Inspection, 2. Simulation, 3 Real environment. The third condition was the conclusion of when a test case is verified.
– Motorola asked for clarification of which meeting this was discussed in. R&S clarified that this was during Munich 2001.
– Motorola suggested that we need to separate between test mobile and real UE.
– Nokia and Panasonic agreed with this proposal.
– Orange noted that this may delay the availability of the test cases.
– Vodafone agreed with Orange’s concerns, and we need to trade off the availability of test cases.
– R&S noted that a prioritised approval mechanism may provide a suitable compromise.
– Orange asked for a clarification of the prioritised approval mechanism.
– Panasonic asked for clarification of the meaning of ‘test UE’ with respect to the GCF definition (test UE vs. commercial UE prototype).
– The vice-chairman suggested that this could be discussed offline.

3. How will the approval process be defined
– Motorola noted that we need to focus on the approval process, and not the verification process.
– R&S suggested that we need to keep the procedure simple. For example, three levels – inspection, simulation, real mobile. In all cases a named verification report would have a higher priority than an anonymous report.
– Ericsson agreed that this would be appropriate, but a test mobile should be considered at the same level as simulation
– ETSI clarified that there were currently 3 categories, and it was proposed to add additional categories.
– Anite suggested that a test mobile should probably be a higher level than simulation, but lower that real UE, since the test mobile would include a real physical layer.
– Orange, R&S, and Anritsu supported this proposal.
– The following categories were proposed:
Real UE
Test mobile 
Simulation
Visual inspection
– Within each of these categories would be different levels of evidence, and approval would be based on these levels.
– A log file is mandatory for approval.
– Within each of these categories, a named verification report would have a higher priority than an anonymous report.


Summary
- Priority of approval evidence based on 4 categories of verification results:
Real UE
Test mobile 
Simulation
Visual inspection (outside of MCC task 160)
 
– for Real UE, Test mobile, and simulation a detailed log must be provided.
– ETSI will be responsible for ensuring that the test cases are compilable, so this is not considered as a separate category. Compilation must always be done before visual inspection.


	T1S-020600
	34.123-3 V150
	ETSI MCC


Was presented by ETSI. 

R&S asked if the encoding being done manually was by the TTCN author for 3G to 2G handover message. ETSI clarified that this was done using a TSO. 

The vice-chairman asked if this was related to Ericsson’s discussion document T1S-020599. ETSI confirmed that this was not related. 

The vice-chairman asked until when all of the mapping tables for multi call will be defined since Panasonic need to define the specific message contents for multi call. ETSI confirmed that this would be done by the next meeting.

Anite asked for further time to consider the new compressed mode clause in 

Action SIG02088 was created: SS manufacturers to review the new compressed mode clause, and the proposed changes to the ASPs in 34.123-3V150, and ensure that they are acceptable. Specifically if the IE integrity result can be removed from the RLC_AM_DATA_IND and RLC_UM_DATA_IND ASPs.

DoCoMo asked if removal of the last paragraph, describing use of integrity for diagnostic purposes, could affect the test cases.

ETSI clarified that this IE was redundant, but ETSI don’t want to remove this in case it affects current TC debug work.

ETSI noted that TTCN v150 will be delivered by end of next week, and will include the changes discussed in this document if approved.

Except for the action items, the document was agreed. 

	T1S-020601
	MCC task 160 Sept report
	ETSI MCC


The second part was presented already during the discussion of the TTCN approval process. ETSI presented the first part of the document. ETSI noted that the 150 documents will be updated to September ASN.1.

Nokia asked for clarification of what was meant by compilable and verifiable. ETSI clarified that compilable meant that there were known problems (e.g. test steps are used that have not been implemented). Verifiable means that there are no known problems.

Nortel asked for clarification of the term TP (test purpose). Nortel also asked if the 52 test cases that have been verified against June 01 were package 1. ETSI confirmed that these were mostly from package 1.

Orange asked for clarification of why the total number of test cases available in package 1 was less than the number of prose test cases. ETSI clarified that this was because some TTCN test cases can be re-used for more than one test case (e.g. RAB tests). 

R&S asked for clarification of which MAC test cases were not available (were these the test cases that were removed?). ETSI clarified that one of the test cases could not be implemented because the prose were not specified. 

The vice-chairman noted that the problems with these 2 MAC test cases were already raised in the T1/SIG#23 meeting in Lund, but no further comments have been received. 

Ericsson noted that they found a solution for one of the test cases, but this was probably too complex. Ericsson suggested that other companies consider the test case as well, since Ericsson cannot guarantee to provide a solution.

Action SIG02089 was created asking all companies to find a better solution for the two outstanding MAC test cases (7.1.2.2.1 and 7.1.3.1), and send a proposal to the reflector, or to the next meeting.

	T1S-020602
	TTCN change list from V140 to V150
	ETSI MCC


This document will be uploaded to the server when it is available.

	T1S-020634
	Reference Message Contents definition for 34.123-3
	NTT DoCoMo


Was presented by NTT DoCoMo. ETSI asked if this information was really required. ETSI suggested that the cover page be included in the Annex of 34.123-3, and the details be maintained separately in a separate document. DoCoMo clarified that the intention was just to make this information visible.

Anite asked for further time to consider the proposal. Their initial reaction was that the information would be useful.

Ericsson asked if this would only include some sample messages, or all messages. DoCoMo clarified that the intention was to include all message details.

ETSI raised a concern that this must be updated every 3 months, and asked who will do the work. NTT DoCoMo volunteered to update the document.

The vice-chairman asked if the reference values have been compared to the TTCN implementation. DoCoMo replied that these have not been compared yet.

Motorola asked for clarification of the purpose of this document (e.g. what was the difference between these values, and the TTCN constraints). DoCoMo clarified that these values were intended to provide examples of parameters that are not specified in 34.108 or 34.123-1, based on real network operations.

The vice-chairman asked for this to be discussed further on the reflector.

21 CRs for TS 34.123-2

	T1S-020585
	CR to TS34.123-2 R5: Update to clause 10 Circuit Switched Call Control tests
	Nokia


Was presented by Nokia. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020611
	CR to TS34.123-2 R5; Addition of cell reselection test case to applicability table
	Vodafone


Was presented by Vodafone. The document was approved in principle. 

22 CRs for support of TDD

Siemens noted that T1S-020591 and 592 were updated as 648 and 649 respectively. The reason for change was that some test cases were included in document 640 for P1 Idle mode TCs. 

The following 9 documents were approved in principle.

	T1S-020588
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Section 5.1.2 Corrections of TDD test frequencies for signaling TCs Rel 99
	Siemens

	T1S-020589
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Section 5.1.2 Corrections of TDD test frequencies for signaling TCs Rel 4
	Siemens

	T1S-020648
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Section 6.2 Corrections and updates for Idle mode TCs (TDD) in a pure 3G environment
	Siemens

	T1S-020649
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Section 6.2 Corrections and updates for Idle mode TCs (TDD) in a 2G/3G environment
	Siemens


	T1S-020594
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Clarification of generic radio bearer test procedure for NB-TDD
	Samsung

	T1S-020595
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Addition of conversational/speech RB test cases to Chap 18 for NB-TDD
	Samsung

	T1S-020596
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 : Addition of conversational/unknown RB test cases to chap 18 for NB-TDD
	Samsung

	T1S-020597
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Correction of the exsted RB test cases to chap 18 for NB-TDD
	Samsung

	T1S-020609
	CR to TS34.123-2 R5: Addition of new RB test cases to Table 1
	Samsung


23 Any Other Business
	T1S-020632
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Correction to SIB 11/12 definition
	Panasonic

	T1S-020633
	CR to TS34.108 Rel4; Correction to SIB 11/12 definition
	Panasonic


 Ericsson requested that this issue be postponed for further discussion on the email reflector. This means that related the related CR T1S-020631 is also postponed for further discussion on the email reflector.

	T1S-020631
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to cell configuration
	Panasonic


Postponed for further discussion on the email reflector based on decision for T1S-020632.

	T1S-020638
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to MAC Package 1 test cases
7.1.1.2,7.1.1.3,7.1.1.4,7.1.1.5 and 7.1.1.8
	Motorola, MCC Task 160


The changes requested by Ericsson have been made. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020612
	LS on Applicability of the RAB configuration used for RLC testing
	Anritsu


The vice-chairman noted that for package 1, we must apply the current definitions, but in the near future, if we need to change the RAB combinations for RLC testing, this LS could be useful for T1S. The vice-chairman proposed that the conclusion was to send the LS to RAN2 with no further modifications, so that we can receive their response and this can be applied to package 2 and beyond test cases.

Motorola noted that the key point was to ensure that the RLC tests are applicable to CS only mobiles. We need to find a configuration that will meet the test requirements, but does not place additional requirements on the UE just for testing purposes. Motorola proposed that we could avoid a lengthy discussion by proposing a suitable set of combinations in the initial LS to RAN2.

The conclusion was to send the LS to RAN2 with no further modifications.

	T1S-020619
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Update to TC7.2.3.19 (RLC PDU continuous Transmission)
	Anritsu


This was discussed offline, and we agreed that Ericsson’s proposed changes should be included. This was postponed for approval on the reflector as T1S-020657.

	T1S-020620
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.1.2
	Orange


Orange noted that this document was prepared in response to a comment from RAN2 that the final state of the UE should be verified.

Orange asked other delegates to consider if this is implicitly tested in other test cases. If so, Orange was happy to agree with rejection of the document, but otherwise they would prefer to keep the CR.

Panasonic confirmed that there were many test cases that tested the UE returning to cell FACH. In this test case, the cell FACH state is implicitly tested in step 5. Orange agreed, but noted that the problem was that the cell FACH state was not explicitly checked.

Panasonic noted that test case 8.3.1.1 included an explicit check of this procedure. On this basis Orange agreed to withdraw the document.

	T1S-020621
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.1.3
	Orange


This document was withdrawn on the same basis as T1S-020620.

	T1S-020656
	Process for Initial Approval of Test Cases
	Anite, R&S


Was updated by Anite and R&S, and presented by Anite. Anritsu noted that the resolution of conflicts according to evidence priority should mean that changes based on higher priority evidence would take priority over conflicting changes based on lower priority evidence. In other words, the changes with higher priority evidence will be accepted, and the changes with lower priority evidence will be rejected. This was agreed.

Motorola asked for the wording for the definition of Real UE to be updated. This change will be made and submitted to the reflector as T1S-020657.

ETSI requested that reports be submitted to ETSI at the earliest possible time, to assist with resolution of conflicts.

This document was agreed in principle. Any further modifications should be discussed on the reflector.

	T1S-020646
	Change to the UL:8 DL 8 kbps PS transport channel configuration(R99)
	Nortel


Was presented by Nortel. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020647
	Change to the UL:8 DL 8 kbps PS transport channel configuration(Rel4)
	Nortel


Was not presented, because it contains the same changes as T1S-020646, but for release 4. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020635
	Corrections to title of radio bearer test cases 14.4.2a.1, 14.4.2a.2 and 14.4.2a.3
	Ericsson


Was presented by Ericsson. The document was approved in principle. 

24 Outgoing Liaison statements

It was agreed during ‘Any other business’ that T1S-020612 would be sent to RAN2 with no further modifications

25 Postponed items

	T1S-020643
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; General corrections for clause 6 revised in T1S-020641
	Siemens


The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020644
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Addition of cell reselection test case to verify use of cell status and cell reservations
	Vodafone


Vodafone presented the updated document. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020650
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of package 2 test cases on Measurements
	Ericsson


Ericsson presented the updated document. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020651
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of test case for timing re-initialised inter-frequency handover
	Ericsson


Ericsson presented the updated document. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020652
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to test cases 8.3.1.23, 8.3.1.24 and 8.3.2.13 (HCS Reselection)
	Motorola


Motorola presented the updated document. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020583
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 clause 9, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	Fujitsu


The issues were discussed offline. Ericsson agreed to approve the CR with no further modifications. Any further discussion required will be on the reflector. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020639
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 clause 12, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	SONY


The updated document was presented by Sony. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020653
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to test case 9.3.2 Handling of IMSI shorter than the maximum length
	Motorola


The issues were discussed offline, and Motorola presented the updated document. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020654
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Correction to MM test 9.5.7.2
	Nokia


Nokia presented the updated document. The document was approved in principle. 

	T1S-020655
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 1 & 2 idle mode test cases as T1S-020640rev1
	Ericsson


Ericsson noted that there were a number of other changes required, and there wasn’t time to resolve the required changes during this meeting. Ericsson will provide an updated CR for approval on the reflector. The document was postponed for approval on the email reflector.

26 Other comments

DoCoMo noted that we don’t have an agreed method for email approval in T1/SIG. The vice-chairman clarified that the approval process will be proposed next week on Tuesday. The intention is to follow the T1 approval process, but some modifications may be required since T1/SIG is a SWG. This was agreed.

Ericsson noted that in document T1S-020604 there is still an ongoing discussion regarding call re-establishment in the core specifications, so further changes may be required in future.

ETSI noted that during verification of class A mobile with NW mode 2 MM and GMM test cases, the UE is permitted to perform the GMM and MM procedures in any order. Motorola noted that the ordering of these sequences is implementation specific, and this should probably be noted in the prose.

27 Future meeting schedule

The next T1/SIG meeting will be held in the UK, hosted by Anritsu. The registration deadline is 30 September 2002.

The meeting was closed at 12:20 on 20th September 2002.

28 Summary of action items

	T1/SIG #21
	
	
	
	

	Action ID
	Action
	Resolution
	Target
	Owner
	Status

	SIG01058
	SS manufacturers to consider how to vary the UE Tx Power (e.g. by controlling the TPC bits) from a TTCN test case
	CR to 34.123-3
	T1/SIG #22
	SS Manufactuers

	SIG01059
	SS manufacturers to consider how to vary the Cell Timing dynamically in order to trigger cell timing based measurement events
	CR to 34.123-3
	T1/SIG #22
	SS Manufactuers

	SIG01061
	Consider how vertical NAS driven testing to prove a correct RB is configured could be tested using only the black box approach
	Document
	T1/SIG #23
	All
	

	SIG01066
	Check test case references to test cases in 34.910 and report back to T1
	Document
	T1 #15
	Chairman
	

	T1/SIG #22
	
	
	
	

	Action ID
	Action
	Resolution
	Target
	Owner
	Status

	SIG01071
	Prepare a CR to provide specific message content for RLC tests that prevent the UE from changing the Tx Window size of the SS
	CR
	T1/SIG #23
	Anritsu
	

	T1/SIG #23
	
	
	
	

	Action ID
	Action
	Resolution
	Target
	Owner
	Status

	SIG02074
	Check whether the power settings in 8.4.1.25 can be generated with enough accuracy in signalling test equipment to meet the test requirements.
	CR if needed
	T1/SIG #24
	SS Manufactuers

	T1/SIG #24
	
	
	
	

	Action ID
	Action
	Resolution
	Target
	Owner
	Status

	SIG02080
	Test case 8.3.1.4 contains a timeout of 720 minutes. It needs to be reviewed to see if a more practical test can be applied.
	CR if needed
	T1/SIG #24
	Vodafone
	

	SIG02081
	Investigate why the RPP mode was set to 1 in the Ericsson CR to 8.4.1.33 (T1S-020502) but to 0 by the Panasonic proposal
	CR if needed
	T1/SIG #25
	Ericsson
	Postponed until T1/SIG #26

	SIG02082
	Investigate if the power levels in multi-cell idle mode test cases are still too close together for different cells, given the UE measurement accuracy requirements in TS 25.133.
	CR if needed
	T1/SIG #25
	Ericsson
	

	T1/SIG #25
	
	
	
	

	Action ID
	Action
	Resolution
	Target
	Owner
	Status

	SIG02083
	Prepare CRs adding specific timer tolerances to the required test cases.
	CR
	T1/SIG#26
	Ericsson
	

	SIG02084
	NW vendors, UE vendors, and operators to consider if removal of the test cases as proposed in T1S-020642 (RRC test cases with state transition) is acceptable.
	Discussion
	T1/SIG#26
	All
	

	SIG02085
	Prepare a CR to update TC 8.3.2.1 to use two cells.
	CR
	T1/SIG#26
	Ericsson
	

	SIG02086
	To consider how to insert wrong RRC message sequence number.
	Document
	T1/SIG#26
	SS manufacturers
	

	SIG02087
	To consider how to actualise the RLC re-establishment( e.g. restrict transmission of RLC acknowledgement or initialise on the RLC entity)
	Document
	T1/SIG#26
	SS manufacturers
	

	SIG02088
	SS manufacturers to review the new compressed mode clause, and the proposed changes to the ASPs in 34.123-3V150, and ensure that they are acceptable. Specifically if the IE integrity result can be removed from the RLC_AM_DATA_IND and RLC_UM_DATA_IND ASPs.
	Discussion
	T1/SIG#26
	SS manufacturers
	

	SIG02089
	Propose a better solution for the two outstanding MAC test cases (7.1.2.2.1 and 7.1.3.1)
	CR if needed
	T1/SIG#26
	All
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Note: “Approved” means that “Approved in principle”, therefore these have to be reviewed at the next meting for approval.

	Number
	Title
	Source
	Status

	T1S-020552
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Correction to default messages in 9.1 and 9.2
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020553
	CR to TS34.108 REL-4; Correction to default messages in 9.1 and 9.2
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020554
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 1 & 2 idle mode test cases
	Ericsson
	revised in 640

	T1S-020555
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 3 idle mode test cases
	Ericsson
	withdrawn

	T1S-020556
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to low priority idle mode test cases
	Ericsson
	withdrawn

	T1S-020557
	Power separation of cells in idle mode test cases
	Ericsson
	noted

	T1S-020558
	Issues with MAC test cases
	Ericsson
	withdrawn

	T1S-020559
	CR to TS34.123-1; Correction to package 1 test case 7.2.3.22
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020560
	CR to TS34.123-1; Correction to package 1 test case 7.2.3.23
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020561
	About the verification of RRC failure cases 
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020562
	RRC test cases for re-entering service area and timer inaccuracy
	Ericsson
	SIG2083

	T1S-020563
	Cell reselection within RRC Reconfiguration procedures
	Ericsson
	E-mail discussion

	T1S-020564
	RRC test cases with state transition 
	Ericsson
	revised in 642

	T1S-020565
	Proposal for refinement of TC 8.3.2.1 to use two cells
	Ericsson
	agreed then 
CR is 
required
as SIG2085

	T1S-020566
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Update to Broadcast of System Information in test case 8.1.10
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020567
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of package 2 test case for Inter System HO
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020568
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of package 2 test cases on Measurements
	Ericsson
	revised in 650

	T1S-020569
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of test case for timing re-initialised inter-frequency handover
	Ericsson
	revised in 651

	T1S-020570
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to generic setup procedure for radio bearer testing
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020571
	CR to TS34.123-1 clause 12, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	SONY
	Revised in 
639

	T1S-020572
	Agenda for T1/SIG meeting #25
	Vice Chairman
	approved

	T1S-020573
	Minutes of T1/SIG #25, Singapore
	Vice Chiarman
	

	T1S-020574
	Process for Initial Approval of Test Cases
	Anite
	noted
(See minute)

	T1S-020575
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Addition of Integrity protection test case
	Panasonic
	approved

	T1S-020576
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Addition to clause 7.4 for multi call state 
	Panasonic
	Postponed to next meeting

	T1S-020577
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Addition to clause 7.4 for multi call state
	Panasonic
	Postponed to next meeting

	T1S-020578
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 ; Correction to clause 8.1.6.4 and 8.1.9.2a
	Panasonic
	revised in 
T1S-020628

	T1S-020579
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 ; Addition of new test case for RRC Conn Release following network authentication failure requested by upper layers
	Panasonic
	revised in 
T1S-020629

	T1S-020580
	Reference Compressed Mode patterns for simultaneous measurements
	Panasonic
	Postponed to next meeting

	T1S-020581
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 2 MM test case 9.4.4
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020582
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections of package 1 test case 8.1.1.7
	Ericsson
	approved(CR to TS34.123-2 is required)

	T1S-020583
	CR to TS34.123-1 clause 9, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	Fujitsu
	approved

	T1S-020584
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Update to clause 10 Circuit Switched Call Control tests
	Nokia
	approved

	T1S-020585
	CR to TS34.123-2 R5: Update to clause 10 Circuit Switched Call Control tests
	Nokia
	approved

	T1S-020586
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Update to clause 13 Emergency call tests
	Nokia
	approved

	T1S-020587
	Withdrawn
	Siemens
	Merge to 
T1S-020598

	T1S-020588
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Section 5.1.2 Corrections of TDD test frequencies for signaling TCs Rel 99
	Siemens
	approved

	T1S-020589
	CR to TS34.108 R99 ; Section 5.1.2 Corrections of TDD test frequencies for signaling TCs Rel 4
	Siemens
	approved

	T1S-020590
	Withdrawn
	Siemens
	withdrawn

	T1S-020591
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Section 6.1 Corrections and updates for Idle mode TCs (TDD) in a pure 3GPP environment
	Siemens
	revised in 648

	T1S-020592
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Section 6.2 Corrections and updates for Idle mode TCs (TDD) in a 2G/3G environment
	Siemens
	revised in 649

	T1S-020593
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; General corrections for clause 6     
	Siemens
	revised in 641

	T1S-020594
	CR to TS 34.123-1 R5 : Clarification of generic radio bearer test procedure for NB-TDD
	Samsung
	approved

	T1S-020595
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 : Addition of conversational/speech RB test cases to Chap 18 for NB-TDD
	Samsung
	approved

	T1S-020596
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 : Addition of conversational/unknown RB test cases to chap 18 for NB-TDD
	Samsung
	approved

	T1S-020597
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 : Correction of the exsted RB test cases to chap 18 for NB-TDD
	Samsung
	approved

	T1S-020598
	Summary of CRs to cover TDD(3.84 Mcps and 1.28 Mcps TDD)
	Siemens, Samsung
	agreed

	T1S-020599
	Discussion paper on the Handover Command Message size
	Ericsson
	noted

	T1S-020600
	34.123-3 V150
	ETSI MCC
	approved

	T1S-020601
	MCC task 160 Sept report
	ETSI MCC
	agreed

	T1S-020602
	TTCN change list from V140 to V150
	ETSI MCC
	reflector

	T1S-020603
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to SMS test cases, clause 16
	Rohde&Schwarz
	approved

	T1S-020604
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to test case 12.6.1.3.3 Authentication rejected by the UE /fraudulent network
	Motorola
	approved

	T1S-020605
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to test case 9.3.2 Handling of IMSI shorter than the maximum length
	Motorola
	revised in 653

	T1S-020606
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to clause 8.4 Measurement test cases
	Motorola
	Withdrawn(Next Meeting)

	T1S-020607
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to test cases 8.3.1.23, 8.3.1.24 and 8.3.2.13 (HCS Reselection)
	Motorola
	revised in 652

	T1S-020608
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Correction to MM test 9.5.7.2
	Nokia
	revised in 654

	T1S-020609
	CR to TS34.123-2 R5; Addition of new RB test cases to Table 1
	Samsung
	approved

	T1S-020610
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Addition of cell reselection test case to verify use of cell status and cell reservations
	Vodafone
	revised in 644

	T1S-020611
	CR to TS34.123-2 R5; Addition of cell reselection test case to applicability table
	Vodafone
	approved

	T1S-020612
	LS on Applicability of the RAB configuration used for RLC testing
	Anritsu
	approved

	T1S-020613
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Modification to package 1 RLC Test Cases
	Anite
	approved with some modification

	T1S-020614
	LS from RAN to TSG-T on new RAN TR collecting example RABs(RP-020664)(TP-020257)T
	RAN
	noted

	T1S-020615
	LS on Additional RAB configurations in 34.108(R1-021126)
	RAN1
	noted

	T1S-020616
	LS on Reference configurations in TS34.108(R2-022204)
	RAN2
	noted

	T1S-020617
	LS on Answer LS on test cases for unsupported UE configuration(R2-022206)
	RAN2
	noted

	T1S-020618
	LS on Response to LS(T1-020606) on Layer 2 tests in 34.123(R2-022207)
	RAN2
	noted

	T1S-020619
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Update to TC7.2.3.19 (RLC PDU continuous Transmission)
	Anritsu
	revised in 657

	T1S-020620
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.1.2
	Orange
	withdrawn

	T1S-020621
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.1.3
	Orange
	withdrawn

	T1S-020622
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to MAC Package 1 test cases
7.1.1.2,7.1.1.3,7.1.1.4,7.1.1.5 and 7.1.1.8
	Ericsson
	Revised in 638

	T1S-020623
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to RLC Package 1 test case
7.2.3.12
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020624
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Corrections to SIB11 and SIB12
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020625
	CR to TS34.108 REL-4; Corrections to SIB11 and SIB12
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020626
	Discussion paper on the SRNS relocation
	Panasonic
	Withdrawn(Next Meeting)

	T1S-020627
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to TC8.1.3.3 (Package 1) and removal of TC8.3.1.17 (Package 4)
	Panasonic
	E-mail approval

	T1S-020628
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 ; Correction to clause 8.1.6.4 and 8.1.9.2a as T1S-020578rev1
	Panasonic
	Postponed to next meeting

	T1S-020629
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5 ; Addition of new test case for RRC Connection Release following network authentication failure requested by upper layers as T1S-020579rev1
	Panasonic
	Postponed to next meeting

	T1S-020630
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of Package 1 test cases 
	Panasonic
	E-mail approval

	T1S-020631
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to cell configuration
	Panasonic
	E-mail approval

	T1S-020632
	CR to TS34.108 R99; Correction to SIB 11/12 definition
	Panasonic
	E-mail approval

	T1S-020633
	CR to TS34.108 Rel4; Correction to SIB 11/12 definition
	Panasonic
	E-mail approval

	T1S-020634
	Reference Message Contents definition for 34.123-3
	NTT DoCoMo
	E-mail discussion

	T1S-020635
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to title of Radio Bearer Test Cases 14.4.2a.1, 14.4.2a.2 and 14.4.2a.3
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020636
	LS to T1Sig SWG on TTCN verification and Approval Procedure
	GSMA-TWG
	noted

	T1S-020637
	Discussion on Security test case
	Panasonic
	E-mail discussion

	T1S-020638
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to MAC Package 1 test cases
7.1.1.2,7.1.1.3,7.1.1.4,7.1.1.5 and 7.1.1.8
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020639
	CR to TS34.123-1 clause 12, introduction of a new test case for the integrity protection of NAS signalling message
	SONY
	approved

	T1S-020640
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 1 & 2 idle mode test cases
	Ericsson
	revised in 655

	T1S-020641
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; General corrections for clause 6     
	Siemens
	revised in 643

	T1S-020642
	RRC test cases with state transition 
	Ericsson
	SIG2084

	T1S-020643
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; General corrections for clause 6     
	Siemens
	approved

	T1S-020644
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Addition of cell reselection test case to verify use of cell status and cell reservations
	Vodafone
	approved

	T1S-020645
	Antitsu Comments on T1S-020574
	Anritsu
	noted

	T1S-020646
	Change to the UL:8 DL 8 kbps PS transport channel configuration(R99)
	Nortel
	approved

	T1S-020647
	Change to the UL:8 DL 8 kbps PS transport channel configuration(Rel4)
	Nortel
	approved

	T1S-020648
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Section 6.1 Corrections and updates for Idle mode TCs (TDD) in a pure 3GPP environment
	Siemens
	approved

	T1S-020649
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Section 6.2 Corrections and updates for Idle mode TCs (TDD) in a 2G/3G environment
	Siemens
	approved

	T1S-020650
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of package 2 test cases on Measurements
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020651
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction of test case for timing re-initialised inter-frequency handover
	Ericsson
	approved

	T1S-020652
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to test cases 8.3.1.23, 8.3.1.24 and 8.3.2.13 (HCS Reselection)
	Motorola
	approved

	T1S-020653
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Correction to test case 9.3.2 Handling of IMSI shorter than the maximum length
	Motorola
	approved

	T1S-020654
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5: Correction to MM test 9.5.7.2
	Nokia
	approved

	T1S-020655
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Corrections to package 1 & 2 idle mode test cases
	Ericsson
	E-mail discussion

	T1S-020656
	Process for Initial Approval of Test Cases
	Anite, Rhode&Schwarz
	approved

	T1S-020657
	Process for Initial Approval of Test Cases
	Anite, Rhode&Schwarz
	E-mail discussion

	T1S-020658
	CR to TS34.123-1 R5; Update to TC7.2.3.19 (RLC PDU continuous Transmission)
	Anritsu
	E-mail approval
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