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1.	Introduction
During RAN5#91-e, we discussed how to word the usage resp configuration of preconditions, without coming to a final agreement. So, we concluded to handle the topic again at RAN5#92-e, but with a bit more preparation and background. This discussion paper attempts to explain the involved issues in more detail, and then gives our recommendations.
2.	Discussion
GSMA PRD NG.114 says:
If the precondition mechanism is enabled by the Precondition_disabling_policy node in Annex C.3, the UE must use the precondition mechanism.
whereby Precondition_disabling_policy is defined in TS 24.167 and TS 24.229 cl 5.1.5A. The relevant phrase in TS 24.229 cl 5.1.5A reads as follows:
If the UE supports the precondition disabling policy, the UE may support being configured with the precondition disabling policy using one or more of the following methods:
a)	the Precondition_disabling_policy node of the EFIMSConfigData file described in 3GPP TS 31.102 [15C];
b)	the Precondition_disabling_policy node of the EFIMSConfigData file described in 3GPP TS 31.103 [15B]; and
c)	the Precondition_disabling_policy node of 3GPP TS 24.167 [8G].
[bookmark: _GoBack]During RAN5#91-e, we clarified that NG.114 refers to c) as the method for disabling preconditions when needed. TS 24.167 is the IMS Management Object specification and describes a repository of data which is structured in a tree-like fashion. The UE is expected to implement this tree, and implicitly, the network is expected to host it as well (or a corresponding data scheme), per UE being served. In order for the network to modify settings in this repository on the UE, and to keep server and client management object settings in sync, protocols are needed for tasks like synchronization and transport. TS 24.167 does not specify a transport protocol but refers to OMA-ERELD_DM-V1_2. This OMA specification again does not prescribe a particular transport protocol but offers a choice of so-called bindings. Example bindings are HTTP, WSP and OBEX but implementers are free in their choice of protocol.
Note that the above is just a rough and sketchy description of real-world network deployments. 
In RAN5 testing, as precondition configuration mechanisms never were in the scope of our test cases, we neither have the prerequisites of handling above IMS Management Object tree nor do we have synchronization means nor transport protocols tailored to this task. Implementing all the mechanisms needed, if it was required, would be a huge task. Instead, UE vendors actually use well-established mechanisms from the testing world (e.g. NV items) to enable or disable the use of preconditions, as required by the test case at hand. These mechanisms have nothing to do with above Precondition_disabling_policy, other than that they achieve the purpose of enabling or disabling preconditions.
However, in RAN5#91-e discussions it was proposed to use wording and capabilities that stem from above real network deployments, e.g., in TS 34.229-2 to introduce capabilities like “UE supports the precondition disabling policy” or in TS 34.229-5 test purposes to use terms like “UE being configured with the precondition disabling policy indicating that the UE is not allowed to use the preconditions mechanism”. Such terms mimic the wording used in NG.114 and above core specifications, but are not fulfilled by our actual test case designs and the underlying test model. 
3.	Proposals
Realizing that above Precondition_disabling_policy is not in scope of RAN5 testing, we should not refer to it. Rather the following simple and generic, yet precise wording is proposed, and capabilities not needed for running our test cases should not be added. 
Hence, we make the following proposals:
a) In Test Purposes use wording “UE is configured to use preconditions” resp “UE is configured to not use preconditions”
b) In Pre-test conditions use wording “The UE is configured to use preconditions” resp “The UE is configured to not use preconditions”
c) Do not add capabilities related to Precondition_disabling_policy




