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1. Description 

During T1#25 (1st – 5th November 2004) two CRs came to light that are of particular interest to GCF UAG members and validation teams in particular. The details are provided below:   

a)  T1-041861 CR to TS 34.121

According to the advice from RAN 4, T1 introduced with CR T1-041861 Dummy DCCH symbols for DL DCCH to TS34.121, chapters 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9.

The CR has a major impact on the implementation of a SS and it would trigger a major re-validation exercise just prior to GCF UAG #10; the start of the 3G UE certification. This in turn would threaten the possibility of having 80% of RF tests cases in batches 1 and 2 validated by UAG#10. It was agreed within T1 that the SS would not need to re-work the affected extant validated test cases prior to T1#26 but thereafter the specified change would be mandatory.
In order to provide guidance for validation teams and test house the following notes have been included in TS34.121:

i.
The downlink dummy DCCH is optional in this version of the specification. It will become mandatory in T1#26. (section 8.1).
ii.
For all test cases except Blind Transport Format Detection (section 7.10) using an invalid MAC header with the value “1111” for the C/T field for downlink dummy DCCH is optional in this version of the specification. It will become mandatory in T1#26. For Blind Transport Format Detection using an invalid MAC header with the value “1111” for the C/T field for downlink dummy DCCH is mandatory in this version of the specification. (section C.9).
b)  T1-041965 CR to TS 34.108

At the T1#25 meeting a number of inconsistencies, in GCF high priority signalling test cases, between the prose of TS 34.108 and TS 34.123-1, and the approved TTCN were identified. The vast majority of these inconsistencies were removed by prose CRs presented at the meeting.  However, in a small number of the instances identified the meeting decided that there were compelling reasons to keep the alternative values defined in the prose, and change the TTCN instead, as this would increase test coverage.

However as above, T1 appreciates that the GCF deadline for the start of certification is quite near.  Since the values currently used in the TTCN are valid alternatives, it was decided to permit the use of these alternative values in order not to disrupt the timetable for the start of certification by introducing alternative parameter values, with wide-reaching impact, to the approved TTCN at this stage. It was agreed within T1 that the use of these alternative values was in a limited number of instances and for a limited period of time, permissible. 
In order to provide guidance for validation teams/ test house the following paragraph was added to TS 34.108 clause 9.1.1 to describe the principle involved:

“In order to permit stability in test implementations certain alternative values, although less desirable, shall be permitted for a limited transitional period.  Such values are indicated below, and in TS 34.123-1, by the term “Deprecated alternative value”.  Normal document modification procedures will be used to remove, on a case by case basis, the permission to use such alternative values.”

T1#25 raised action points for the T1 meeting #26 to remove the deprectated alternative values introduced into the prose at T1#25.

2. Actions 

To GCF UAG:

3. Date of Next TSG-T WG1 Meetings:

TSG-T WG1 #26
31 Jan - 4 Feb 2005

India, Bangalore
TSG-T WG1 #27
25 – 29 April 2005 
London, England
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