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1. UTRAN/GERAN
R5w140102 – IPv6 Over GERAN, presented by Hellen
Action 25.1: SS Vendors: To provide detailed feedback on the proposal for IPv6 over GERAN and submit an alternative solution if necessary; as soon as possible, but before 30th April.

After the last meeting TF160 had another idea to configure SNDCP (as normal) and allow the IPv6 messages to be handled.  Therefore we circulated modified TTCN for test cases 6.2.3.21 (DL) and 6.2.3.23 (UL) where SNDCP was configured at the beginning of test cases and the test case bodies were delayed to allow time for the IPv6 messages to be handled first.
The data blocks in both cases (either DL or UL) were then sent/received at SNDCP level, rather than LLC.

Anritsu replied that for the DL case, this solution worked but they needed to increase the data block size sent at SNDCP level in order to stop the DL TBF ending before the next block is sent.  This was their proposal A.

Their proposal B was to turn off SNDCP after the IPv6 messages had been processed so that the data blocks could still be sent/received at LLC level.

TF160 and R&S prefer to use proposal A.  Therefore this will be included in the comments of the existing TTCN CRs and will be implemented in all affected test cases in the wk24 delivery.
2. LTE

R5w140107 – feICIC ASP Change Proposal, presented by Olivier

Action 25.2: TF160: To provide an alternative proposal for omitting SIB1 for feICIC.

Action 25.3: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about which feICIC proposal they prefer; by 30th April.

Two alternative solutions are described in R5w140124. Anritsu and Agilent prefer not to send SIB1.  Therefore we will go ahead with this option, using the slightly updated ASP description suggested by Anritsu.  We will inform the prose author and submit a new ASP enhancement for this in wk24 delivery.
R5w140108 – CA Enhancement, presented by Rasheed

Action 25.4: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about the CA Enhancement proposal; by 30th April.

No feedback has been received, therefore this is taken as accepted and we will submit this to the RAN5 meeting and implement in wk24 delivery.
R5w140109 – UL Grant for IMS Signalling, presented by Wolfgang

Action 25.5: TF160: To show SS vendors how to implement a larger UL grant in the IMS test cases, and to check how the change should be documented.

TF160 provided details on TTCN implementation in Rs5140160_MCC160Comments_r1.zip. No feedback has been received, therefore this is taken as accepted and we will implement this in wk24.
3. IMS
R5w140111 – Issues with SIP Codec, presented by Wolfgang

Action 25.6: SS Vendors: To feedback if they are happy with proposed SIP type definition change to the token/quoted string; by 30th April.

We have also discovered another header, Feature-Caps defined in RFC 6809, is also missing from the type definitions.  This is required for aSRVCC test cases.  

Wolfgang presented a summary of all the SIP type definitions now to be included in wk24 in R5w140126.

SIP type definition updates are accepted and this will be implemented in wk24.
R5w140113 – Enhancement of SDP Type Definitions, presented by Wolfgang
R5w140120 –SDP Notation, presented by Wolfgang

Action 25.6A: TF160: To deliver draft IMS test suites by Easter (see details above).
Anritsu asked if we were planning to rename the suites because this has an impact for them.  TF160 replied that this will be the names we intend to use in the wk24 delivery.  This is because of the changes to 34.229 part 3 and part 4.  
Hellen asked about the IMS_IRAT test suite because even though there is still no decision about which test cases will be supported by part 4, there is now no reason for these test cases in a separate suite.
Olivier will follow the discussion of the part 3 and part 4 test suites and we will make a decision on the names and the merging of the IMS_IRAT test cases during the RAN5 meeting.
R5w140118 – IPv6 Address Comparison in SIP Messages, presented by Anite
Action 25.7: Anite: To raise a TTCN CR to correct the IPv6 Address problem.

R5s140350 has been submitted by Anite.
R5w140119 – Handling IPv6 with MLD, presented by Anite
Action 25.8: TF160(Olivier): To make RAN5 aware of the issue in R5w140119 and to seek their guidance on the way forward.

Issue to be described in TF160 report to RAN5#63. 
R5w140121 – XCAP in TS36.523-3 Test Model, presented by R&S

Action 25.9: TF160(Wolfgang): To make a proposal for a compromise solution for HTTP, before 30th April.

Wolfgang presented a proposal for HTTP in the IP_PTC in R5w140125.

Anritsu, Anite and Agilent are happy with this proposal.  R&S are concerned about how to solve the authentication issues.  TF160 replied GAA authentication is still FFS in the prose.  We will therefore submit this proposal in RAN5 and implement this solution in wk24.
4. AOB

There was a request from some of the SS vendors, due to the timing of RAN5 and CAG meetings, to move the date of the wk24 delivery.

TF160 proposed that we could move the delivery to the Wed lunchtime of wk24.  This will mean moving the TTCN CR cut off date and will also reduce the number of new test cases provided.
R&S, Agilent and Anite are happy with this new date.
Wolfgang asked about the timing of the next face-to-face meeting in October.  There was a suggestion that this should be moved to the beginning of the month, but this will be further discussed in RAN5.
