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2. UTRAN ASP Convergence
R5w110108  Differences between UTRAN ASP definitions in TTCN-2 and TTCN-3, presented by Virginie
If this proposal is agreed, we would like to submit a CR to RAN5 and implement these changes in the wk36, wk37 deliveries.
Shicheng commented that Rel-8 TDD TTCN2 has not yet started.  We don’t want to touch all the already approved FDD, and TDD, test cases, but would like to start merging these ASPs at Rel-8.  We cannot move forward without this change.

All SS vendors are still investigating, but would like to comment by the end of June.  Initial results are positive.

Action 14.1: SS Vendors and TF 160: Investigate the details and discuss in a conference call 1st July 11.00 CET
3. ASP Changes for 7.1.8.1
R5w110102r1 – Reporting of Rank Indication, presented by Rasheed
AT4Wireless commented that the RI_Type should have a range of 1 to 4 and is referenced in 36.212.
Anritsu commented that this test case uses transmission mode 4 and 36.523-3 currently only supports mode 3.

This will be used as our current working assumption and the ASP change will be delivered in July.

Action 14.2: Check 36.523-3, clause 7.3.1.1, if an update of the transmission modes is needed.
6. Other ASP Changes

R5w110104 – Other LTE ASP Changes, presented by Wolfgang

All SS vendors would be in favour of removing the MIMO configuration from the common channels as this is never used and would like this to be implemented in the September delivery.
AT4Wireless asked about the additional comments on TTCN CR 320, submitted for a MIMO test case.  It was clarified that this was tidying up similar templates, but the details will be checked, and revised if necessary. 

R&S requested the change to AntennaInfoDedicated should be done in the September delivery.
TF160 asked about the implementation of the HARQ Errors, but AT4Wireless commented that they have been unable to generate a HARQ error, so have still been unable to test this properly.
AT4Wireless questioned the timing used in test case 7.2.3.9.  TF160 pointed out that the max. HARQ retransmission time in TDD, in one direction, is 44ms.  It was suggested that it would be a lot simpler to restrict the number of HARQ retransmissions to 1, instead of 4.

Shicheng will ask Renesas for help to verify this area, as they requested allowing up to 4 retransmissions.
1. PRD12
R5w110105 Question to MCC160/RAN5, presented by R&S
The background for this document is R5s110295.

TF160 stated that obviously TF160 expect the SS to implement the test model and use all values as specified in the TTCN.  However during the discussion on verification of test cases, and our reviewing of the logs, all SS vendors were clear that the logs should be checked during validation by the test house.  Validation of the log files is outside the scope of TF160.
TF160 requested that if anyone finds such an issue in the future, that they should raise a CR, on either the TTCN or 36.523-3.
AT4Wireless asked if independent members (not working for SS vendors) of TF160 could verify the log files.  TF160 answered that this is not possible, and is outside the scope of our work.

TF160 stated that we are not the only ones allowed to make comments.  Anyone else can review any CR and/or log files and make comments.

4. UTRA A-GNSS
R5w110101 Differences in 37.571-4 presented by Virginie
This document currently only supports UTRA A-GNSS.  It will be extended in the future to support EUTRA A-GNSS.

TF160 request your feedback by July 8th.
Shicheng will submit the updated version of this document at the next RAN5 meeting.

The first AGNSS test cases can be delivered in September.
7. LTE TDD Scheduling

Most of these issues have been resolved already during discussions between Anritsu and TF160.  Some issues will be corrected in TTCN CRs.
There are a few test cases where a grant needs to be allocated every TTI, which will work, but does not really make sense.  These may need to be changed in the prose.

There are about 5 RLC test cases which use different timing for FDD and TDD – it’s specified in 36.523-3 to use 5ms for TDD, but nothing is specified for FDD.  It was stated that SS vendors were against aligning FDD because they would then need re-validating.
The list of affected RLC test cases is:

7.2.2.6

7.2.2.7

7.2.3.2

7.2.3.9

7.2.3.10

7.2.3.13

7.2.3.15

Shicheng requested Anite to provide a list of RRC test cases that would also need to be changed.

Anritsu commented the following MAC tests also contain differences:

7.1.4.1 – This CAN be made the same
7.1.4.8 – TF160 will check.
7.1.5.1 – This cannot be made the same

7.1.5.2 – This cannot be made the same
Action 14.3: SS Manufacturers and TF160: Investigate in which test cases the FDD and TDD values can be aligned, for MAC, RLC and RRC; by 1st July.

5. IMS in LTE tests

R5w110107 Proposal for IP Test Model Modifications, presented by R&S
Anritsu thought it possible for multicast messages to be sent to a DRB/PRN based on not the destination, but the source address.

R&S replied that in 23.401 it specifies that the UE ‘may’ send a router solicitation message.

TF160 suggested that we might need to send a Router Advertisement message, in case the UE doesn’t send a Router Solicitation message.  This would be to ensure this message is sent during the 1.2 seconds which is currently allowed in the LTE preamble.  If this is required, this will need to be specified in 36.508.
Action 14.5: R&S will investigate about the need for the TTCN to send a Router Advertisement by the next RAN5
Action 14.6: Anritsu to investigate the need for ICMP signalling in the middle of a test case for additional PDNs by the next RAN5
R5w110109 IMS Call, Emergency and Voice, presented by ST Ericsson
ST Ericsson currently believes that the ESM procedures (defined in 36.508) and the IMS procedures (defined in 34.229) should be completely parallel and there should not be any co-ordination between the 2 PTCs (apart from at the beginning and the end).  If the timing of the ESM behaviour influences the IMS behaviour, these alternatives need to be catered for in the procedures in 34.229.
R5w110103 IMS Test Model for LTE, presented by Wolfgang

R5w110106 Proposal for IMS Test Model modifications, presented by R&S

Anite believes that 34.229 compliant UEs are already available in the market.  The reason that C2k uses a “black box” is because of a lack of a legacy test system.  They prefer to keep the IMS signalling in the TTCN.

AT4Wireless cannot find any reason not to include IMS in the TTCN.

Anritsu is concerned that if SS vendors have their own IMS implementations, this will cause more problems.

R&S stated that as soon as they use a test USIM in a UE, the UE will switch off all IMS capability.  The meeting replied that RAN5 is clear IMS must be accounted for and cannot be turned off.
The meeting concluded that the R&S proposal cannot be agreed and so the IMS procedures will be included in the September delivery.  It was agreed that although the code will be completed and included in this delivery, it will be commented out until further notice.

AOB
Draft TTCN CR from R&S to change port mapping in MTC module
TF160 are not against the principle, but would like R&S and AT4Wireless to investigate a solution which works for all test cases (including those that need all 3 PTCs).  This solution should not be based on the test case number.
Action 14.4: R&S and AT4Wireless: Provide a viable solution to not connect all 3 PTCs for test cases that only need 2; by 1st July.

R&S asked if there was any way we could reduce the size/time of the whole LTE project, especially with all the IMS type definitions about to be included.

Next workshops: 
Thursday 6th October – this will either be a conference call or a face-to-face.  This will be decided in August.

Tuesday 13th December (provisionally).

Summary of Action Points
Action 14.1: SS Vendors and TF 160: Investigate the details and discuss in a conference call 1st July 11.00 CET
Action 14.2: Check 36.523-3, clause 7.3.1.1, if an update of the transmission modes is needed.

Action 14.3: SS Manufacturers and TF160: Investigate in which test cases the FDD and TDD values can be aligned, for MAC, RLC and RRC; by 1st July.

Action 14.4: R&S and AT4Wireless: Come up with viable solution to not connect all 3 PTCs for test cases that only need 2; by 1st July.

Action 14.5: R&S will investigate about the need for the TTCN to send a Router Advertisement by the next RAN5
Action 14.6: Anritsu to investigate the need for ICMP signalling in the middle of a test case for additional PDNs by the next RAN5
