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1. Introduction

UAG#6 was hosted in Munich, Germany by Agere systems from 14th -15th Jan 04. It was attended by approximately 50 delegates who represented the test equipment industry, handset manufacturers and the operators. 

There was some progress in that tests were validated for the second batch of protocol test for the first time but very little progress was achieved on the RF tests except for re-validation. All the audio tests have now been validated and virtually all the USIM tests have been approved as well.

There was considerable discussion as to what constituted a critical CR in terms of the timeliness of its implementation and Anite attempted to provide an explanation based on the impact of test results on good handsets. Infact MCC Task 160 had already provided guidance to the verification teams regarding the importance of certain CRs as some of them are viewed as enhancing the robustness of a test as opposed to fixing a known problem. The validation teams then consider this when including the CRs into the test scripts prior to seeking approval at the GCF. The issue has yet to be resolved but Anite will provide a form of words to be agreed under the 10 day rule.

2. Summary of validation results

RF

	Batch
	Test cases validated (before and after)
	Percentage of Package Approved

	1
	30 to 31
	74


Sig Protocol

	Batch
	Test cases validated (before and after)
	Percentage of Package Approved

	1
	76 to 86
	87

	2
	00 to 33
	35


Audio

	Batch
	Test cases validated (before and after)
	Percentage of Package Approved

	1
	00 to 7
	100


USIM

	Batch
	Test cases validated (before and after)
	Percentage of Package Approved

	1
	37 to 37 (no change)
	97

	2
	8 to 15
	100


It should be noted that it is a GCF rule that tests in the lower priority packages cannot be validated until at least 80% of the immediate higher priority package has been approved. For those with access to the GCF server, further details of exactly which test has been validated against which platform can be found in UA-04-053. This also contains a list of approved test platforms on a separate work sheet.

3. UPDATED BATCH QUANTITIES
	Sig Batch 1
	            From 100 to 99
	RF Batch 1
	42

	Sig Batch 2
	            From 96 to 95
	RF Batch 2.1
	21

	Sig Batch 3
	            From 101 to 99
	RF Batch 2.2.1
	13

	Sig Batch 4
	            From 98 to 97
	RF Batch 2.2.2
	7


Ericsson did propose 6 test cases to be included in a new Batch 5 but the meeting decided that a separate ad hoc should be convened to determine the selection process for the (currently) lower priority test cases. In reality there is a bit of time to consider the process. In total there are currently 390 high priority signalling test cases which are considered essential for certification to commence – notwithstanding the 80% rule.

The details of all the high priority signalling protocol tests are included in T1-040164. This is a copy of the official UAG#6 output referred to as UA-02-052r4. For the first time this spreadsheet contains reference to the RF high priority test cases as well. In total there are 83 RF high priority tests and this has not changed in over 12 months.

4. KEY ISSUES

RRM Test Cases – State of Readiness. UA-04-010 was submitted to ask that in future any RRM test case proposed by a test house for approval must first be considered ‘industry ready’ by T1 first. The UAG asked that T1 provide an updated list to the UAG at the end of each T1 meeting. The completion of the RRM test cases at the specification is still a cause for concern and this was also pointed out along with an appeal for more resources to be provided to T1 to undertake this work. It is also having an effect on the test houses ability to submit more Batch 1 test cases for approval, which is currently very close to the necessary 80% mark, before the next batch can be tackled (see table in clause 2 above).

Suspension of verification and approval of GCF P2 PLMN and inter-RAT cell selection/ re-selection test cases. UA-04-005 was an LS from T1 (T1-031706) that called for consideration of 6 Batch 2 test cases, whose core specifications might well be changed in the near future, to be taken out of the equation when calculating the completion percentage of Batch 2. As Batch 2 was only 35% complete, the meeting decided to defer the decision until the next UAG when the situation regarding the core specifications might be clearer. 
Release and Configuration Manager for ETSI MCC TF 160. UA-04-006 was an LS from T1 (T1-031712) that provided information on the RCM to the meeting. The T1 Chair announced that the RCM selection process had taken place that week and Mr Hans Zischler of IICS AG had been appointed.

Advice on the use of TS 34.123-3 versions for Validation Purposes. UA-04-007 was an LS from T1 (T1-031713) that provided guidance on the use of versions of TS 34.123-3 to be included when TTCN related test cases are presented for approval. This advice was accepted as it had already been used in the run up to the UAG meeting. The Operational Procedures will be updated to reflect this advice for approval at the next SG in Feb 04. In essence the advice was as follows: For the purposes of validation, T WG1 advises that reference to the latest iWD (with any relevant later approved T1 CRs) at the time of testing would be more appropriate than referencing the latest formal release of TS 34.123-3, where this situation arises. Anite presented UA-04-052 that included the advice and an updated version of this paper is to be circulated for approval under the 10 day rule.
T1 Response to S-03-200 on Testing of PS/CS Paths in Verification. UA-04-008 was an LS from T1 (T1-031714) that provided a response to an LS from the SG sent in Oct 03. In essence the decision by T1 was as follows: ‘that the most appropriate approach is for T WG1 to test both the CS and PS path prior to verification being considered, with immediate effect. This will result in a higher quality output from T WG1 which will be beneficial to the subsequent validation effort’. This was accepted by the UAG without further comment as it is now being made very clear as to which signalling tests are passed on both paths.
Request for RF Prioritisation Status. UA-04-011 was a request from ‘3’ to include the RF priority lists into the output spreadsheet that identifies the high priority signalling tests (UA-02-052rx). This was accepted and the updated spreadsheet now includes both the signalling and RF high priority lists – see T1-040164.
Batch Completion Proposal. UA-04-009 was a proposal from ‘3’ supported by Anritsu and RFI, to use a 95% batch completion trigger point, as viewed by T1, as a means of signing off a batch and ‘relegating’ the outstanding tests to the next priority batch. In the event this paper was deferred due to lack of time and the fact that T1 are only 85% complete with the signalling Batch 1. An amended paper is being presented to T1#22 – see T1-040107.
T1 Status Report to UAG#6. UA-04-050 was the T1 Status Report that was prepared specifically for the UAG#6. In the event there was insufficient time to present the report formally.

GSMA 3G Essential Features. UA-04-014 was presented by the UAG Chair. The paper makes reference to the results of the GSMA Essential Features Task Force presentation that was made to the previous SG in Oct 03 and invited anyone to provide input to the prioritisation process based on the Task Force’s findings. It was also noted that the Task Force had been invited to make a contribution to the UAG but had not done so. No specific direction was provided to take this further although contributions by any delegate would be considered at the next UAG.
Re-prioritisation of Inter-System Handover Tests. UA-04-047 was presented by Anite and makes reference to 4 Inter RAT handover tests currently listed in Batch 2. The purpose of the paper was to review the priority of two of these tests (8.3.7.2 and 8.3.7.3), and hence the corresponding 2G to 3G tests (60.2 and 60.3), and to propose a revised priority that may be considered more appropriate. The meeting decided that the purpose of the tests should be reviewed at T1 and, if appropriate, changes should be made to the test specifications which will then require follow up action by the UAG. See T1-040143 prepared by Anite.
Clarification of Validation References. UA-04-052 was presented by Anite to clarify the references that should be used as part of the test house’s evidence to be presented for UAG approval of a new test case. It raised the issue of critical CRs and less critical CRs and when they should be referred to. In theory all CRs deemed critical should be implemented without question, however, some CRs are accepted on the basis that they enhance the robustness of structure of a test case for future use. In such circumstances, these CRs may be viewed as non-essential for the correct functioning of a test case and therefore should be implemented at the most appropriate time rather than straight away. The consequence of this is that there would be a deviation between the prose and the test implementation. The meeting accepted the concept that the deviation of the test implementation from the test prose may have one of three consequences

1. It may unfairly FAIL a conformant UE

2. It may incorrectly PASS a non-conformant UE

3. It may be a minor difference that does not materially affect the operation of the test (i.e. whilst the Test Implementation and Test Prose differ, the Test Implementation provides a faithful implementation of the test method that would correctly detect conformant and non-conformant UEs).

It was suggested here that deviations of Category 1 and 2 above could produce critical errors in the operation of the test that could ultimately result in unsatisfactory UEs achieving the GCF quality mark once certification starts. Therefore it is suggested here that such deviations should not be acceptable within a validation submission. This gave rise to a long debate as to how a test house might defend itself where a late objection was submitted that challenged the validity of a test implementation where all the CRs had not been included. In essence it was accepted that a critical CR was one that caused situation 1 and 2 above. Anite will resubmit the paper under the 10 day rule.

Acceptance of the principle also meant that a number of test cases presented, although accepted as Category A (fully working) might well be challenged as they had not included some critical CRs as defined above. That being the case they would be downgraded temporarily if challenged.

Certification Criteria (CC) Database. For the first time at a UAG, direct reference was made to the CC database for the updating of test case validation status. The CC database is now providing an accurate as well as dynamic means of determining which tests are valid for the purposes of certification. It can be accessed by the Internet at http://gcftech.org. This will bring you to the log in page from which a username and password can be arranged. Once into the system it is possible to see the status of all the validated 3G tests as well as the extant 2G tests. This is a particularly useful tool for anyone interested in the status of the conformance tests. 
Certification Issues. UAG#6 did not discuss the expected date that certification may start as it was awaiting direction from the Strategy Working Group via the Steering Group (SG). That said it is widely accepted that the original date that certification could start (Mar 04) was not possible but that a date close to the start of 2005 might be reasonable. This level of detail is expected to be provided at the next SG in Feb 04.
5.            FUTURE MEETING SCHEDULE – UTRA AG
	Meeting No
	Date
	Venue
	Host
	Category

	UAG#07
	24 –25 March 2004
	Malmö
	Ericsson
	Manufacturer

	UAG#08
	16 – 17 June 2004
	Essen
	CETECOM
	Observer

	UAG#09
	September 2004
	
	
	


6. FUTURE MEETING SCHEDULE - Steering Group

	Meeting No
	Date
	Venue
	Host
	Category

	SG#18
	9-10 February 2004
	Irvine CA
	Racal Instruments
	Observer

	SG#19
	April 2004
	UK
	Sharp
	Manufacturer

	SG#20
	July 2004 
	Japan?
	NEC?
	Manufacturer

	SG#21
	October 2004
	TBD
	TBD
	TBD


