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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Friday 13th November 10:00 CET. 

NR RLC TCs 7.1.2.3.3/4 (R&S)
This is related to prose CR R5-205372 from HiSilicon.  HiSilicon asked if we still need the 20ms gap for both UL and DL?  There is no problem for DL – this will result in an execution time of 2 minutes, but for UL it means a much longer execution time.

R&S noticed there is a slight difference between how this test is written in TTCN, compared to 7.1.3.3.2 – in each slot data, there is a list of 64 PDUs; but in these test cases, there’s only 1 PDU in each slot data.  Should we be using an activation time in the TTCN, to ensure 64 PDUs are sent in 1 MAC packet?  TF160 commented that the activation time was removed by a R&S TTCN CR before wk38.

There is also a request to reduce the list size to 32 to reduce the coding rate.  The 20ms gap was originally introduced in the prose to improve the reliability of the TC.

TF160 agreed that an activation time can be used.

R&S requested to use an activation time; and if the 20ms is kept, this should be used as a slot offset on DL.  In this case, then the list size does not need to be reduced from 64 to 32 as there will be more time to complete the coding.
Keysight are concerned that using an activation time will introduce an inherent delay of 100ms, to a TC which is currently working.

Anritsu commented that the list of 64 PDUs was introduced to reduce the execution time, as it was previously taking approx. 90 minutes.  Reducing this size will increase the execution time proportionally.
The DL TBS size is not specified but is left to the maximum the SS can use.  This maybe why there is no problem seen in DL.  Anritsu suggested increasing the UL grant to use the maximum allocation as it should currently be 4992.  The current default is to use MCS=9.  If this is changed to 11, 12 or 14 it may solve the problem.  We could use the ‘big grant’ as is used in the IMS test cases.

R&S would prefer not to change the MCS but requested that the TTCN should only expect 1 PDU in the UL – rather than expecting a list of 64.

It was agreed to change the list of 64 PDUs to 32 and not to use an activation time.  The prose CR should therefore be revised “within 1 slot” from note 5, and to remove note 7. The only update needed is on note 4. HiSilicon agreed to revise their CR. 
NB-IoT TDD: impact on legacy test cases (R&S)
This is related to prose CR R5-205275 from CATT, TDIA.
TF160 would prefer to remove the applicability updates for TDD to the legacy NB-IoT test cases for now. As there are no TDD frequencies yet defined for SIG, it would not be possible to implement.

R&S would expect prose changes to be required in 36.523-1.  As TDD was only introduced in Rel-15, they would expect additional message contents to be needed, in addition to the applicability in 36.523-2.  They suggested that a work plan is created (as was done for feMTC) and the work load was assessed.

It was agreed that the prose CR be revised to keep only the changes to the Rel-15 test cases and remove the changes related to Rel-13 & Rel-14 tests.
TTCN Workshop#51 follow up
Action Points:
Action 51.1: TF160: To check the sequence and provide an updated proposal for the RRC Connection Re-establishment procedure.
The updated proposal has been documented in R5-205343.

Action 51.2: R&S: To provide further scenarios where the follow-on flag may be used in the NR Cell Config Request.  

This proposal is for all consecutive ASPs for the same cell to include the follow-on flag.

Action 51.3: TF160: To check if the follow-on flag may be used in the NR Cell Config Request in the scenario provided.  
R&S commented that their proposal has not limited to 2 ASPs or activation times.  TF160 replied that their proposal is also not limited to 2 ASPs and this can be clarified.

This will be used in all HO scenario, including PCell change and CA, and release.  The code structure should remain more-or-less the same.  This can be used both when the timing info is ‘Now’ and when there is a scheduled activation time.
R&S asked if other ASPs, such NR_RadioBearerList_Type also be considered as this is included in the affected procedure. TF160 would prefer to only consider NR_CellConfigInfo_Type for now, but accepted to assess the complexity and impact on NR ASP semantics in case of including NR_RadioBearerList_Type.
Anritsu is concerned that if a number of ASPs set the follow-on flag, then an activation time of 100ms might not be achieved.  TF160 replied that there will not be any transmission, reception, calculation or condition between ASP calls in the TTCN.
TF160 commented that we need to investigate any extra complexity associated to the use of this follow-on flag.  We can add our proposal to our prose CR to 38.523-3 for the current RAN5 meeting.

Action 51.4: TF160: To check the history of the RLC Discard ASP with a view for its removal.  
This is only used by one MAC TC in LTE, but there is no intention to use this ASP in the NR version.  It can therefore be removed.  
Keysight requested that it be kept so that there is no impact on the enumeration of the other ASPs defined.  R&S requested that if this ASP was to be needed in the future, it would be announced in advance, e.g. at a future workshop. TF160 accepted the request.
SPS support in NR ASPs (TF160)
NR ASP updates will be required in the future for the NR SPS test cases.  There is not currently an urgent requirement for these test cases, but the SS vendors would like time to review any changes required.
R&S commented that there may already be a MAC test (7.1.1.3.2b) that is related to SPS.  This shall be checked.
TTCN Delivery w.r.t. GCF CAG (Keysight)
Keysight asked if it would be possible to have a 2-part TTCN delivery when the CAG deadline is close to the TTCN delivery.
R&S suggested that the SS vendors do not pre-implement any critical CRs but waits for the official TF160 delivery; or to take a snapshot of the latest TTCN code before the delivery.

TF160 would prefer to adjust the timing of the CAG and RAN5 meetings, if possible, or for GCF to reduce the 10-day rule deadline to give more time to SS Vendors to prepare their validation submissions using the latest TF160 iWD.  This however would restrict the time available to review the several hundred CRs submitted to CAG.

As only SIG TCs are implemented in TTCN, changing the 10-day rule or the delivery date will not make any difference to RF or RRM TCs - where a lot of the queries are based.

No conclusion was reached on any change to the TF160 TTCN delivery plans. 

R5-205240 – PIXITs or TC connectivity (Keysight)
Keysight have a CR to use PIXITs to determine the applicability for the NR PDCP TCs, but it was agreed to use TC connectivity instead.  This is just a question of wording – to say it uses TC connectivity EN-DC (or NR).
NR_PdcpCountGetReq_Type (TF160)

This ASP is defined as:

  type union NR_PdcpCountGetReq_Type {

    Null_Type                 AllRBs,   /* return COUNT values for all RBs being configured */

    NR_RadioBearerId_Type     SingleRB

  };
  As NR PDCP can be configured on both EUTRA and NR PTCs, it has been suggested that the definition remain the same, but the comment be modified to specify that the PDCP counts are only required from the PTC in which the ASP was sent.
More details will be sent by email.

12. Closure of the Meeting

The meeting was ended on Friday 13th November 12:05 CET. 

