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1.
Introductions

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

He then outlined the purpose of the meeting which had been convened to prepare an input to the 3GPP T1 Ad Hoc meeting on 24th January 2002 to discuss 3G Test Case Prioritisation Principles.

An additional item was added to the agenda (“item 2.1 - Review T1 3G test case prioritisation meeting agenda”) which was then approved.

2.
Agree the key selection criteria for the prioritisation process

2.1
Review T1 3G test case prioritisation meeting agenda

A paper distributed the previous day by the T1 Chairman (“Proposal for Agenda for 3GPP T1 ad hoc meeting January 24”, Doc 009) was presented on screen. 

After a brief review it was decided not to change the agenda for the T1 meeting. 

Mr Simmons( Nortel Networks) suggested that the target for this meeting should be to agree the principles for prioritisation at next week’s Ad Hoc as it was unlikely that the list of actual tests would be agreed.

2.2
Presentation by the TWG (Mr Hajo Schulze) of the document TWG’s 3G Test Case Prioritisation Principles and Proposed Implementation, TWG Doc 380r4/01 

Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone) presented this paper (Doc 001) which provided information about the TWG’s principles for prioritising 3G test cases and which proposed a methodology for implementation by the test industry.

The paper included a proposal for five tranches of tests with deadline dates.

A second paper prepared by Orange France; Hutchison 3G, D2-Vodafone and  Vodafone UK (“3G Test Case Prioritisation”, Doc 002) was then presented.   This paper gave details of the proposed tests in these five tranches (plus two additional tranches without deadlines).  

Mr Schulze explained that tranche 1 contained RF tests and suggested that no prioritisation was necessary for these tests as they were all required early.  

However where alternative means existed for validating tests (e.g.. test-bed networks) he explained that it may be possible to move some tests to later tranches.

It was noted that some RX tests were missing from the paper and he acknowledged that this was because the list had not been compiled from the latest 3GPP documentation.  

Mr George (Anritsu) observed that while T1’s objectives were to produce approved test specifications, GCF had objectives which went beyond this.  He therefore reminded the meeting that the T1 Ad Hoc meeting should not be expected to go beyond their objectives.

There was some discussion about the importance of tests dealing with  handover functions between UTRAN and GERAN (Inter RAT) and it was agreed that these were required as a priority.  

Mr Morley (Anite) noted that there appeared to be an expectation about a certain level of testing that would be required before 3G users would have any confidence.  He referred GPRS test validation where around 50 tests per quarter were being achieved by the test industry and stressed that this figure should be considered when requesting 3G validation.

Similarly Mr Jacklin (RFI) suggested that the TWG members should identify 3G features which would be needed first in order to allow the test industry to progress.

Mr George (Anritsu) agreed with these views and asked for clarification about the requirement in the TWG paper for the test equipment industry to validate and accomplish 80% of the highest priority package before starting work on the next one.  

Mr Mooseburger (Rohde & Schwarz) explained that the current baseline agreed by T1 for verification was June 2001.  However he believed that the proposed figure of approx 500 validated test cases by December  2002 was ambitious as no tests had so far been approved by T1 and on the basis of 50 – 70 tests validated per quarter it was probably an unrealistic target.

Mr Morley (Anite) reminded the meeting that obtaining 3G reference terminals was an equally high priority issue which needed to be addressed.

TDD vs FDD testing was discussed and it was noted that TDD was not likely to be considered until after December 2002.  Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone) explained that the core and test specifications for TDD were not as far advanced as FDD and this was the reason why TDD had been given a lower priority. 

This position was reinforced by Mr Malmbak (Motorola) who observed that as this matter had already been reviewed by the GCF Steering Group the Ad Hoc group should concentrate on FDD proiritisation.

2.3
Agreement regarding any modifications required to this document

Mr Willars (Ericsson) introduced a paper jointly produced by Ericsson, Motorola and Nokia (“Proposed principles for test case prioritisation”, Doc 003).

A Powerpoint presentation produced by Ericsson (“Principles for prioritising Interim set Test Cases”, Doc 006) was also shown.
Mr Brown (Hutchison 3G) observed that there was much in common between the operators’ position and the proposals put forward by the manufacturers.  Therefore he recommended that the best of both sets of proposals should be combined.

This view was supported by Mr Morley (Anite) who noted that there was also much similarity between the two lists of tests which would be presented.  He therefore wished to reach some conclusions for basis of selection of criteria.  

The proposal in the presentation for an ‘interim’ set of test cases was accepted as a goal for a ‘good’ set of tests and although these would probably be in place by mid 2003  it was accepted this may be too late for some operators.

Mr Simmons (Nortel Networks) agreed with the proposal for the interim set and noted that timing was an important issue which would dictate when tests would be available.  He also noted the criteria statement concerning the continued operation of  existing features and he referred to the problems encountered with early GSM terminals which had incorrect error handling. 

Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone) agreed that interim testing was important but stressed that the current requirement was to prioritise test into packages in order to produce a list by the end of January 2002. 

However Mr Morley (Anite) reminded the meeting that agreement in T1 was required first before GCF could proceed.  He noted that both sides had identified some important tests and the task now was to work on these lists.

In order to facilitate this he suggested that both lists (Docs 004 & 005) should be amalgamated and a paper (Doc 007) was subsequently produced for review.

Mr Willars (Ericsson) explained that the principle of an ‘interim’ test set was to define a limited set that all terminals should pass as a minimum before volume deployment.  This would enable a reduced ‘time-to-market’, ensure interoperability for both initial and upgraded terminals and provide the confidence necessary for volume production by minimising the risk of basic functions stopping when functions are activated at a future date.

Mr Madsen (Nokia) summarised the discussions and noted that many issues were still outstanding.  He urged the meeting to make a decision about the first set of tests and to define the associated tranches.

Mr Morley (Anite) summarised the discussions and hoped that it would be possible to agree a set of selection criteria for high priority tests by the end of the meeting.  He believed that a refinement of the two papers already presented would permit this.  

3.
Agree the Packages of Prioritised Test Cases

3.1
Presentation by the TWG (Mr Hajo Schulze) of their proposal, GCF S-01-182

This paper (Doc 002) had already been reviewed under item 2.2. 

3.2
Presentation by any other organisation of their proposal 

The two papers prepared by the manufacturers (Docs 004 & 005) had been reviewed previously.

They were subsequently combined with the operators list (Doc 002) to produce an amalgamated list (Doc 007). 

3.3
Application of the selection criteria agreed in item 2 to the combined lists

The meeting decided to concentrate on preparing selection criteria proposals to the T1 Ad Hoc and therefore this item was not progressed.

3.4
Agreement on any other test cases to be introduced into the resultant Packages using the agreed selection criteria.

No other test cases were introduced during the meeting.

4.
Agreement on acceptable validation methodolgy for introducing 3G test cases into GCF at the earliest time.

Mr Morley (Anite) presented a paper on screen which combined both the manufacturers’ and operators’ proposals for test case prioritisation. (i.e. Docs 001 & 006)

The paper was discussed at length and various changes were made to the wording in order to produce suitable text which all members could agree to. 

Mr George (Anritsu) noted that the operators wished to launch their revenue earning 3G services as soon as possible.   However he stressed this had to be balanced against the requirement for interim performance testing and the number of test cases that would be necessary to achieve this.

The issue of how many  test there should be in each tranche was also debated.  A proposal to start with100 test cases in each tranche was reviewed and was accepted on the basis that this figure could be refined in the future. 

Mr Morley added that the first requirement was to deal with the signaling test cases and to leave RF test cases until later. 

A proposal to add a comment about GCF monitoring development of test equipment  (Doc 001, section 6e) was however not accepted as this was not within the Ad Hoc group’s Terms of Reference as defined by the GCF Steering Group.  The note was therefore removed from the ‘combined’ paper. 

The proposed deadlines were discussed and a short statement was included about initial validated high priority tests being available from May 2002 and all by December 2002.

The draft paper was approved as Doc 008.

4.1 Agreement on the use of “Test Mobiles” as ”Reference Mobiles”

This item was not discussed.

4.2
Other proposals

No other proposals were input. 

5.
Agreement on how to present the findings of this meeting to the T1 meeting on 24/1/02

Mr Willars (Ericsson) agreed to present the proposed paper (Doc 008) jointly with Mr Schulze (D2 Vodafone)  - ‘GCF’ will be shown as the source. 

ACTION POINT 1: Mr Willars, Mr Schulze 

(It was also agreed to review the paper on the Wednesday (23rd January) evening prior to the T1 Ad Hoc meeting on 24th January.)

Mr Collins (Secretariat) accepted an action to distribute this paper to all the attendees after the meeting.  In addition a copy would be sent to the GCF Chair and Vice Chair for information.

ACTION POINT 2: MrCollins

Mr George (Anritsu) agreed to forward copies to the T1 delegates in advance of the T1 Ad Hoc meeting.

ACTION POINT 3: Mr George 

Mr Willars (Ericsson) stated that as the text had now been agreed only comments about editorial and formatting issues will be permitted

Mr Morley requested the members to review the completed draft paper by Monday evening (21st January).  Any feedback should be to the joint presenters.

ACTION POINT 4: Ad Hoc members

Mr Morley (Anite) suggested that both manufacturers and operators’ delegates should check the accuracy of the combined list of tests (Doc 007) and to give feedback where there were differences.  

ACTION POINT 5: Ad Hoc members

(It was agreed that Mr Schulze and Mr Willars would receive operators  and manufacturers comments respectively about high / low priorities and phasing).

Mr Nasshan (Siemens) noted that the ‘manufacturers list’ had been prepared by infrastructure manufacturers and not terminal manufacturers.  He stated that his company were still reviewing the list and it was suggested that another column should be added to the table to reflect terminal manufacturers’ requirements.

Mr Morley (Anite) suggested that participants therefore should review the list and input any comments to the T1 Ad Hoc meeting.

Mr Brown (Hutchison 3G) recommended that following the T1 Ad Hoc meeting there should be a more focused GCF Ad Hoc group which should review and draw up priority lists of 3G tests. 

He agreed to arrange this meeting to address test cases prioritisation and phasing of high priority test cases as well as use of test mobiles.  

A provisional date of 31st January 2002 was agreed for the meeting which will take place if possible  in Sophia Antipolis.

ACTION POINT 6: Mr Brown

6.
Any Other Business

None.

The meeting closed at 16.50
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