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1
Introduction

At the RAN5#65 meeting in November 2014, a LS was received from the GCF in [1]. The discussion on it resulted in RAN5 acknowledging the interest for conformance tests optimisation within the Industry and setting up two groups to study GCF request further:

1.
Protocol  
2.
RF/RRM 

RAN5 conveyed the above back to GCF in the response LS in [2] indicating that GCF CAG could expect initial feedback after the next RAN5 meeting (RAN5#66).

At the RAN5#66 several contributions were submitted in both sub Working Groups RF [3][4][5] and in Signalling [6][7]. In the RF group the discussion was mainly focused on band combinations based on “band independence principle”, while in the signalling group the focus was mostly on redundancy. There were no conclusive decisions taken at RAN5#66, it was just commonly agreed to continue the discussion.
The present paper provides a common way forward based on contributions in [9], [10] and [11] and discussion at RAN5#67. 
2
Discussion
In R5-151491 [10] the following area of optimization have been identified. In the document it is suggested some areas in which TC Optimisation in GCF could be achieved namely: 
-     STRAIGHT FORWARD IMPLICIT TESTING
-     SPECIAL CASES OF "IMPLICIT" TESTING
-     REJECT/FAILURE BEHAVIOUR
In R5-151379 [9] is proposed to adopt a method based on the Risk Analysis approach. It is proposed to consider the following parameters to be provided and commonly agreed for any TC candidate for PTCO recommendation (Remove / Optional / Conditional is case by case definition):.
a) Test Complexity: This parameter has to be considered as driver of the related activity (1 = High Complexity … 3 = Low Complexity)
This parameter consider the following:
· Test Cost (RF TCs related)  
· Testing time (RF TCs related)  
· Test update effort if changes are required
· Test redundancy
· Unrealistic testing
b) Business Criticality This parameter will give an indication on how much the test is critical for at least one MNO (1 = Low Criticality, Low Risk to remove the TC … 3 = High Criticality, Very Risky for the NMO to remove the TC)
c) Likelihood to Fail This parameter will indicate the test case failure likelihood (1 = never, 2 = Sometimes, 3 = Often)
In R5-151482 [11] more details are provided with reference to Data Analytic approach It is proposed to use the Risk Indication value 3 as threshold. The test cases which resulting Risk Indication is below 3 can be considered for optimization
3
Proposal
At the RAN5#67 the following assumptions have been agreed:
To send a LS to GCF in order to inform about the status of current discussion.

The RAN5 agree to adopt the above mentioned Data Analytic approach based on the Risk Analysis methodology in Proposal for the following areas identified in R5-151491 [10]:
-     STRAIGHT FORWARD IMPLICIT TESTING
-     SPECIAL CASES OF "IMPLICIT" TESTING
-     REJECT/FAILURE BEHAVIOUR
For the TCs included in the SPECIAL CASES OF "IMPLICIT" TESTING and REJECT/FAILURE BEHAVIOUR decision shall be made based on shared assumption between RAN5 and Certification organisation to the Risk Analysis definition. A baseline spreadsheet document will be provided for the next meeting seeking for GCF guidance. 
The Risk Indication value 3 shall be used as threshold.
For the TCs included in the STRAIGHT FORWARD IMPLICIT TESTING area only technical consideration shall be used, it is a clear case of duplicated and hence redundant testing, therefore with regard of this area the Risk Indication shall be set to 1 (No Risk) since there is no testing coverage loss.
It has also been agreed that information (about conformance requirement and test purposes) shall be preserved for TCs belonging to the STRAIGHT FORWARD IMPLICIT TESTING. The relevant information shall be moved from the “small” TC to the “more complex” TC.. The relevant information (e.g. TP, Conformance Requirements) shall be moved from the “small” TC to the “more complex” TC and the “small” TC shall be removed from the test specification.
For relevant activity in RAN5 RF group it has been decided to inform RAN4 about the achievement on TC optimization progress.
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