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1.
Opening of meeting

Bob Morley (Anite / Chairman) opened the GCF 3G Ad Hoc meeting and welcomed the delegates who then gave brief introductions.  

2.
Adoption of agenda and registration of documents
Mr Morley noted that the agenda for the meeting was rather optimistic and he therefore recommended that the delegates should aim to reach item 7.  He suggested that the remainder of the agenda could then be addressed at a subsequent meeting.  

The objectives of the meeting were discussed and it was agreed that a set of principles for prioritising tests were required.  These would then be used to determine which tests would be included in the highest priority packages.

Mr Nielsen (Qualcomm) reported that the next TSG T1 meeting needed  accurate information about the first package of tests in order to progress them.   However it was agreed that details of the subsequent packages were not so important at this stage and therefore work on these could be left until another Ad Hoc meeting.  

Mr Morley confirmed that the main objective was to agree on the first package for the Interim Test Set of 34.123-1 signalling test cases and then if time permitted to repeat this for RF tests in 34.121.

Mr Nielsen referred to a paper from Rohde &Schwarz which he believed gave a good overview what the meeting should achieve.  He therefore recommended that this paper should be dealt with early in the agenda.

He also requested that the TSG-T1 Ad Hoc meeting minutes should be included. 

Finally Mr Morley reviewed the papers to be presented and with members agreement allocated them to the various agenda items.

4.
Agreement on the Interim Test Set of 34.123-1 test cases
4.1
Review and compare inputs
Doc 02-015 was presented by Mr Nasshan  (Siemens).  

He explained that it was proposed that tests 8.1.1.2 (RRC / Paging for Connection in connected mode (CELL_PCH)) and 8.3.1.6 (RRC / Paging for Notification in connected mode (CELL_PCH)) should be marked as high priority.   

Similarly tests 8.1.1.3 (RRC / Paging for Connection in connected mode (URA_PCH)) and 8.3.1.5 (RRC / Cell Update: UL data transmission in URA_PCH) should be moved to a lower priority.

Mr Morley noted that these changes were in addition to the suppliers baseline and as there were no objections the proposal was agreed.

A similar paper from Nokia, Motorola, Ericsson (Doc 02-027, ‘Updated  proposal for test case Priorities for TS 34.123 V4.1.0’) was presented on screen.

Mr Morley suggested that the proposals in the previous Siemen’s paper should be incorporated in an additional column and the modified document was input as Doc 02-027r1. 

A paper prepared by Nokia, Motorola, Ericsson, Nortel, Alcatel, Siemens, Qualcomm (Doc 02-020,  ‘Updated  proposal for test case Priorities for TS 34.123’) was reviewed next.  

Mr Willars (Ericsson) explained that the paper had been produced following the first GCF 3G Ad Hoc meeting (Fleet, 17th January 2002) and the information it contained had already been incorporated into Doc 02-027.

He therefore proposed that Doc 02-027 (subsequently revised as Doc 02-027r1) should now be used as the manufacturer’s baseline.

Mr Guillot (Orange) presented a paper (Doc 02-023, ‘TS 34.123 tests cases prioritisation’) on behalf of NTT DoCoMo who were not in attendance at the meeting.  

Mr Willars noted that 187 changes were proposed in the paper and there was general concern about how these could be reviewed during the time available.

This view was supported by Mr Fox (Anritsu) who suggested that assessment of such a large number of changes was beyond the scope of this Ad Hoc meeting.

He therefore recommended that they should continue to capture the High priority test cases and then to obtain consensus about which to include in package 1.  

This proposal was supported by Mr Brown (Hutchison 3G) who observed that terminals could be released into the market and may not be dependent upon the availability of suitable tests.  

He noted that there was already a core of 50 – 60 tests which everyone had agreed were High priority and the next activity was therefore to consider other tests which could be included in the list.

Mr Morley (Chairman) summarised the proposal to review the inputs for an Interim set in order to produce an agreed set of tests.  However a suggestion to review the phasing for the Interim set before agreeing the tests for Package 1 was rejected as it had already been agreed to cover this topic later in the agenda. 

Under the circumstances Doc 02-023 was noted and no further action was taken.

Mr Guillot then present two associated papers (Doc 02-024, ‘Orange Phasing’ and Doc 02-025, ‘TS 34.123 tests cases prioritisation’) which dealt with proposals for transferring a large number of tests to High priority which had been listed as Low priority in Doc-02-006. 

He explained that the request to transfer these tests was because they applied to features which Orange considered were high value (e.g. SMS).

However MrSchulze (D2 Vodafone) questioned this proposal especially as many of the 3G features listed were already covered by 2G tests.  He therefore believed that operators could rely on the terminal manufacturer’s ability to ‘cut-and-paste’ their existing 2G tests into 3G.  

This view was supported by Mr Simons (Nortel Networks).    

Mr Schulze stressed that there was an urgent requirement to prioritise tests for 3G terminals and therefore features on dual band mobiles which could already be tested using existing 2G tests should be excluded.

Mr Burbidge (Motorola) noted that a large number of tests were common to both 2G and 3G and therefore it should be possible to use this approach  with some confidence.  

Mr Fox noted that the packages mapped by Orange in their paper were significantly different from those agreed at the TSG-T! Ad Hoc the previous week.  He therefore advised the meeting that it was important now to start compiling agreed packages for TSG-T1 to review.  

He indicated that the proposal from the GCF 3G Ad Hoc for Package 1 to contain 80 – 100 tests was acceptable and stressed that anything larger would probably be reduced by T1 as too large for them to process in their work schedule.

There was some discussion about forward compatibility and the need to focus on the Interim set to ensure that early 3G terminals do not subsequently fail when new services are switched on in the networks.   

The requirement from Orange to include features such as SMS in the Interim set was rejected by Mr Willars (Ericsson) who stated that the terminal vendors did not believe that any of these features should be included. 

However Mr Guillot disputed this position on behalf of operators who he believed required these features as essential for commercial reasons.

Mr Fox stated that the Ad Hoc must accept that all the members had undertaken this study seriously and therefore had sound reasons for specifying their requirements.  He proposed that the best way forward now was to identify a common set of tests that were acceptable to all.

A small number of tests were identified as missing from Doc 02-027r1 and it was therefore agreed to review the paper during the lunch break to rectify these omissions.

It was then proposed that Doc 02-027r1 would be used as an acceptable base document which should then be reviewed individually by the Ad Hoc delegates’ organisations following the meeting in preparation for inputs to the next TSG-T1 meeting (18th – 2nd February 2002).

However following further discussion it was agreed to attempt to accelerate this process by producing an agreed list of Package 1 tests by the end of the meeting.  

This was supported by Mr Fox (Anritsu) who believed it was important to get an indication today of the tests required by all in advance of the formal input to T1.

Mr Mattison (Ericsson) therefore agreed to prepare an input paper which would merge the information presented by the vendors and operators into a spreadsheet format to allow an agreed list of Package 1 tests to be prepared.  

This paper was subsequently input as Doc 02-030.

Mr Bernasconi (TIM) presented Doc 02-029, ‘Proposal for test case Priorities for TS 34.121 / 34.123’) which proposed moving a total of 348 tests to High priority.

4.2
Agree on Interim Set

5.
Agreement on the Interim Test Set of 34.121 test cases
5.1
Review and compare inputs
Doc 02-019 (‘TS 34.121 interim set test cases’) was presented by Ms Richardson (Nokia) on behalf of the co-authors Nokia, Motorola, Ericsson, Nortel, Alcatel, Siemens.

Mr Fox (Anritsu) reported that currently there was no plan from T1 to deal with RF tests as it was easier to get commercial implementations with RF tests than with signalling tests.   Under the circumstances test vendors would be expected to provide their own packages for these.  

However Mr Morley (Chairman) noted that even though there were fewer RF tests his experience was that it took longer to implement them.  He therefore believed there was still a requirement to prioritise these tests as validation was often a long process.

This view was supported by Mr Moosburger (Rohde & Schwarz) who suggested two packages with 40 –50 test cases each.

Mr Brown (Hutchison 3G) observed that 10 RF tests identified in the paper were already a Regulatory requirement and therefore they must be High priority. 

Mr Morley therefore recommended that the paper should be accepted and he would await further inputs from the industry.

5.2 Agree on Interim Set

No additional input.

6.
Agree on the principles for phasing the Interim Set

6.1
Review and compare inputs

Doc 02-017 (‘Proposal of principles for phasing high prioritised test cases’) was presented by Mr Willars (Ericsson) on behalf of Ericsson, Motorola and Nokia and input as a discussion paper.

Doc 02-014 (‘Proposal on high level content for test case packages 1-3’) was then presented by Mr Munoz-Tallon (mm02).

The paper include a set of proposed criteria for Packages 1, 2 and 3 and following further discussion these were refined to produce an agreed set which could be used to review the proposed tests for each package. 

Mr Morley (Chairman) noted this was likely to be an iterative exercise which may need to be re-visited and modified whenever other tests not covered by these criteria needed to be added to Package 1. 

The issue of forward compatibility was discussed and the meeting debated whether to send an LS to TSG-T1 and RAN to consider this matter.  

However in the absence of an LS it was agreed that the meeting report should record that the GCF 3G Ad Hoc meeting considered the issue of forward compatibility important and therefore requested T1 and RAN to identify any new test cases for forward compatibility.

Doc 02-018 (‘Proposal of phasing of high prioritised test cases’) from Ericsson was presented and reviewed as an overview paper.

Doc 02-030 which had been produced earlier by Mr Mattison (Ericsson) from the merged spreadsheets input by both operators and manufacturers was then reviewed.

An initial review of the number of test cases that had been classified as High priority by all parties identified over 50 tests and it was agreed these should form the basis for Package 1.

Subsequent sorting and filtering exercises enabled this figure to be extended to around 70 tests which were judged to be a representative consensus of the tests which everyone considered important.

Although there was some concern expressed that the process had been performed correctly it was generally agreed that it had given a good indication of the tests which would be included in Package 1.    

Mr Morley summarised the process that had been used so far and recorded that following an initial sort of High priority test cases these were then filtered using the TWG ‘1’ and ‘2’ selections.  

This list was subsequently refined to increase the figure to about 60 tests and input for information as Doc 02-031.

Some anomalies between the data supplied by the vendors and TWG were investigated and a further review of the list of tests identified some minor errors.  

A revised paper (Doc 02-031r1) was produced as result .

Mr Fox (Anritsu) noted that this mechanical filtering process had been successful and if refined further he believed could yield about the correct number of tests required for Package 1.  

He therefore recommended that the tests should be checked to ensure they complied with the selection criteria listed in Doc 01-014.

As a result of this reconciliation exercise the number of tests increased to 93, some of which were new v4.1 tests which had not yet been assessed by TWG.

The resulting list was then analysed in detail.

There was some discussion about the implications of changes to the core specifications and Mr Fox recommended that the list should be frozen and retained as the baseline for the present.

The following tests were discussed and decisions indicated:

Tests 8.2.6.1 & 8.2.6.3 - ‘hard handover’ tests – moved to Package 2.

No tests for Cell PCH or URA PCH - include one from each of 8.1x and 8.3x series?

Tests 8.3.7.7, 8.3.7.12 and 8.4.1x series - moved to package 2.

Test 12.2.2.1 - moved to package 2.

No 9x series (MM) or 10x series (CC) or PDP Context Activation tests in the list?

Test 12.2.1.3 - was in package 3 from the vendors - moved to package 2.

Test 12.4.2.1 - a combined procedure – moved  to package 2.

Test 14.2.1.3.1 - circuit switched data test - moved to package 3.

Test 14.2.27 – moved to package 2.

Test 14.2.32.1- moved to package 3.

This exercise reduced the list of Package 1 by 19  tests..

A further review of the tests removed during this exercise was undertaken and the following four tests were subsequently retained:

Tests 8.2.6.7, 8.2.6.8 & 8.2.6.9? – it was agreed to retain these.

Test 8.4.1.1 - it was agreed to retain this.

(As a result the number of tests removed from Package 1 had now been reduced to 15 tests.)

Mr Morley (Chairman) noted agreement with the resulting list of tests for Package 1 and so he suggested that the missing tests which had been identified during this exercise should be reviewed for including in the list.

These tests were:

8.1.1.2 (CELL_PCH)

8.3.1.5 (URA_PCH_

9.x (MM)

10.(CC)

PDP Context Activation

The final list was input as Doc 02-031r2 and Mr Morley recommended that it should now be output to both GCF and T1 with a suitable covering letter explaining that the list was not complete.

Mr Fox (Anritsu) stressed that the agreed list from TWG should be available for input to T1 before 11th February otherwise the group could not guarantee that it could be accommodated in their work-plan.

However the operator delegates explained that this schedule was too tight as many of them would be attending the TWG meeting in Istanbul between 4th and 8th February and so gave no time for preparation.

Further meetings

It was agreed to hold a further Ad Hoc meeting on 13th February 2002 which would review the list and prepare an input to TSG-T1.  In addition this meeting would be used to review the Package 2 tests.

Mr Mattison (Ericsson) agreed to host the GCF 3G Ad Hoc meeting#03 in Lund and Mr Morley accepted a request to chair this event.

Mr Morley confirmed that the meeting would be open to both GCF and non-GCF participants and would continue work on the Ad Hoc meeting#02 agenda (which could not be completed due to insufficient time).

Close of meeting

Mr Morley closed the meeting at 17.10 and noted that the next meeting would continue the agenda at item 7.

Finally he thanked the participants for their contributions.
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