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1. Overall Description:

RAN WG2 thanks T WG1 for the LS on test cases for unsupported UE configuration (T1-020603). We list below the results of the discussions on each of the RAN WG2 actions:

T1 would like to ask RAN2 to provide references to the core specs (e.g. TS 25.331) where T1 can find the UE requirements related to the failure case “Unsupported configuration”. 

T1 would also like to be kept informed if and when RAN2 makes any modifications and/or clarifications of those UE requirements.

RAN2: It has been clarified in a CR to the RRC specification (R2-02nnnn) that the UE should consider as unsupported each configuration that is not according to the UE capabilities. As example, if the UE is required to perform a handover toward a frequency which is not supported by the UE, the failure case “Unsupported configuration” should be used. Given the wide range of UARFCN values, it should always be possible to devise such tests, if T1 is planning to do so.

In addition, T1 would like to ask if RAN2 has any view on whether or not the UE response for a test case aimed at “Unsupported configuration” and similar cases (such as “Invalid configuration”) could always be predicted.

RAN2: The understanding is that it is too late to impose very strict requirements on the UE behaviour for each of the possible error conditions. Some of the "invalid configurations" cases are already specified with a "shall" requirement. T1 could use one of the existing cases to design test cases (e.g. if neither IE "Ciphering mode info" nor IE "Integrity protection mode info" is included in the SECURITY MODE COMMAND message). RAN2 does not plan to add more "shall" requirements for invalid configurations.

In general, RAN2 believes that it is not critical to test the UE behaviour with respect to unsupported/invalid configurations and the UE ability to distinguish between these failure cases. Anyhow, T1 should decide how much effort to dedicate to this activity. E.g. T1 should not design test for the cause value as such in the failure messages.

2. Actions:

To T1 group.

ACTION: 
None
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
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1. Overall Description:

During its meeting on July 29th - Aug 2nd 2002,T1 discussed a particular RRC test case, part of R’99 package 2. This test case aims to cover when UTRAN includes an “Unsupported configuration” in a reconfiguration message sent to the UE. 

The corresponding UE conformance requirement used by T1 can be found in TS 25.331 v3.11.0 (subclause 8.2.2.6).  “If the UTRAN instructs the UE to use a configuration, which it does not support and/or if the received message causes the variable UNSUPPORTED_CONFIGURATION to be set to TRUE, the UE shall … transmit a failure response … set the IE "failure cause" to "configuration unsupported".”

T1 was not 100% sure whether the RRC statements above are explicit enough to be used as a base for a test case, which polls for a certain response message including the specified failure cause from the UE. Opinions were raised that there might be a risk that the response from the UE would be hard to predict and thus partly left for UE implementation. For example, there may be other failure cases, such as “Invalid configuration”, which may be triggered instead of the intended one. 

For the time being, T1 agreed the proposal to remove the details of the “Unupported configuration” test cases from the T1 specifications.

However, to facilitate the future progress on these test cases, T1 would like to kindly request RAN2 for guidance.

2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION:
T1 would like to ask RAN2 to provide references to the core specs (e.g. TS 25.331) where T1 can find the UE requirements related to the failure case “Unsupported configuration”. 

T1 would also like to be kept informed if and when RAN2 makes any modifications and/or clarifications of those UE requirements.

In addition, T1 would like to ask if RAN2 has any view on whether or not the UE response for a test case aimed at “Unsupported configuration” and similar cases (such as “Invalid configuration”) could always be predicted.

3. Date of Next T1 Meetings:
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