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5. WLAN

R5w150307 – 3GPP/WLAN IW: Test Model Investigations, presented by Rasheed
R&S asked how the IP address allocation should be considered.  TF160 replied that we are providing the IP address of the PDN connection for ePDG to be used, but the rest is left up to the SS.  We leave the IP address of the WLAN connection to the SS to control.
R&S asked after if there would be any drastic changes to this test model due to the introduction of IMS over WLAN.  TF160 replied that we aim to have only one common test model – so we may need to change this test model, but we do not know any details of this new work item yet.  R&S are concerned that there may be a requirement to access the data traffic over the WLAN AP for this new WI.  They would like to see how the diagram will be extended.  TF160 replied that we need to wait until at least the next RAN5 until more details are available.

Anite asked if we intend to keep the extra bands and extra bandwidths in the ASP definitions that are not defined in 36.508.  TF160 replied that this is simply to be future proof in case this extra capability is required.  Anite also asked how the ANDSF rules should be provided to the UE.  TF160 replied that 24.312 defines how this can be done, however this is out of scope of the work item.  We may introduce MMI commands to check the required rules are already configured in the UE, similarly to MBMS test cases.  Motorola will provide a list of ANDSF rules at the next RAN5 meeting that are required for these test cases.
R5w150313 – Proposed modification for WLAN Test Model, presented by R&S
TF160 commented that although we do not agree that this is necessary, we are happy to consider this proposal, as long as all SS vendors agree to it.  This would mean the ASPs will be split into separate ePDG and AP ASPs.
TF160 will present a proposal for the updated ASPs at the next RAN5 meeting.  
4. LTE

R5w150310 – CA Band Initialisation, presented by Virginie
Anite commented that they will need to investigate the impact.  This change will require a TTCN change in order to change any band combination.
R&S asked if the current PIXITs will still be used.  TF160 replied that only the CA test cases will be changed, all inter-band test cases will still uses these PIXITs.

Action 31.1: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about CA Band Initialisation.  By 30th October.

R5w150311 – UL Grant Sizes, presented by Erich
Anite commented that they originally introduced this for the INVITE message, and then the SUBSCRIBE message in 9.2.1.1.28, therefore they are concerned what the impact might be if this was introduced in general.  They have not seen any test cases failing due to this retransmission.  There may be a couple of other test cases that mandate IMS registration that may also need changing.
TF160 requested that SS vendors keep an eye on this issue, especially during the IMS-enabled UE LTE TC regression testing activities (see R5w150306).  Category 0 UEs would probably not support IMS for voice service, but there is no reason why they cannot support IMS for SMS.  This timer is configurable, but not by the network.
Anite suggested that test cases which do not mandate IMS use a different default behaviour, which does not fail these unexpected IMS messages.

TF160 will investigate the impact and possibly consider implementing big grants throughout when the UE supports IMS.  R&S commented that as the number of affected test cases seems to be quite small, they would prefer not to implement big grants throughout.

Action 31.2: Anite: To identify and raise TTCN CR on test cases which need Big Grants.  By 30th October.

Action 31.3: TF160: To provide status update on IMS re-transmissions and Big Grants.  By RAN5#69.

Action 31.4: Olivier: To ask question to RAN5 about Cat 0 UEs and IMS support.  In RAN5#69 Report.

R5w150305 – LC MTC – FDD Half-Duplex Enhancements: Test Model, 
presented by Rasheed

Anritsu commented that the data rate for option 2 would be higher than option 1.
TF160 commented that even if IMS is supported for such UEs, we can assume that the SIP messages will not be too large.  According to Ericsson, all test cases should be capable of running this.  They have made a few tests not applicable for Cat 0 UEs, but the majority are.  R&S commented that there are about 7 test cases where a sister test has been introduced, but all other tests will be applicable for Cat 0 and half-duplex.

Action 31.5: SS Vendors: To feedback if they do not agree with TF160’s preference for LC MTC Half Duplex Option 1.  By 30th October.

R5w150304 – D2D ProSe: Sidelink Discovery Test Model, presented by Virginie
The interface ports to the SS are not changed.  They are the same as is used for XCAP.  For OMA PUSH, we may define just a UDP packet, similar to DHCP and DNS.
Anritsu asked if any geolocation information is required.  TF160 replied that there is currently one test case that requires this information, but this can provided in the DL message UPDATE UE LOCATION INFORMATION.

In EPC-ProSe discovery, the network decides if UEs are near to each other, so we do not need to simulate another UE.

R&S asked if SFN would be enough, or if subframe is also needed.  TF160 is not sure at the moment if it always will be needed, but it is more accurate to also include the subframe.

R5w150308 – D2D ProSe: Sidelink Communication Test Model, presented by Virginie

Anritsu asked where the pre-configured information comes from.  TF160 replied that this will be defined in 36.508, but will be present in the UICC.  The UE may also have information in the non-volatile memory of the UE, but the data in the UICC will take precedence.
R5w150309 – D2D ProSe: ASP Type Definitions, presented by Virginie

TF160 will look to introduce the ASPs and the test model into 36.523-3 at the next RAN5 meeting.  These ASPs may be included in the next delivery, but as there are still a lot of FFS, it’s doubtful if there will be any test cases delivered this year.  As there are fewer open questions for PC3, if there are any test cases, it will probably be in this area.

6. IMS
R5w150312 – RTP/RTCP Loopback, presented by R&S
R&S do not want to hide when they open a socket from the TTCN.  TF160 do not think that it is mandatory to open a socket, but it is left up to the SS implementation.  The intention is not to open a UDP server in the TTCN for loopback.
Anritsu and Anite have not yet implemented and tested this fully.

Action 31.6: SS Vendors: To feedback results of testing RTP/RTCP loopback implemented in wk38.  By 30th October.

R5w150314 – Support of ‘IMS over UTRAN’ in LTE Inter-RAT test cases, presented by R&S 
There is a new problem, seen in at least 13.4.3.7 which does a CS handover so the PDP context is deactivated in the RAU when the UE moves to UTRAN.  Some UEs are trying to activate a new PDP context after the CS call has finished.  This can be initiated by a Service Request (which will be handled in the UTRAN postamble), R&S believes that the UEs then want to perform IMS registration on UTRAN, which is not expected.
We need to investigate if this behaviour is valid, but if so this will require a change to the prose.  This needs to be discussed in RAN5 and a decision on a way forward made before any TTCN CRs should be raised on this subject.

R5w150306 – Non-IMS TCs with IMS-enabled UEs: regression testing status, presented by Olivier

Anite reported that individual test cases are still failing and they are raising TTCN CRs accordingly as required.  All SS vendors are still doing regression testing but should be able to complete this in the next few weeks.
Action 31.7: SS Vendors: To feedback status of regression testing of non-IMS TCs with IMS-enabled UEs.  By 30th October.

8. UTRAN/GERAN
R5w150303 – GERAN Type Definition Update, presented by Hellen
This will be implemented in the wk50 delivery.  There are currently no verified test cases that use this command.

R5w150302 – DCH Enhancements: Initial Test Model, presented by Thomas & Marija
R&S asked if the same changes are needed for the Setup message too.  TF160 replied that this is currently required only for the reconfiguration message, but it can be added elsewhere for completeness.  TF160 will check if there is a use case for adding this to the Setup message too.
The slot format is defined in 25.311 so this does not need to be included in the ASP.

ASP updates will be included in the wk50 delivery.

8. Other
R5w150301 – TTCN deliveries & miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
It may be too early to do a Rel-13 baseline move in Apr.
From the wk50 delivery, we will have LTE_A_R10_R11, LTE_A_R12 and LTE_A_IRAT test suites.  The new EUTRA-WLAN test case(s) will be in LTE_A_IRAT.  This will include the already provided test case 8.4.8.3, at least as compilable.

Anite asked whether the new pixit for CA Band Combination selection would be introduced in wk50 delivery. TF160 confirmed that this is the plan. 

Anite asked about CA test case verification using FDD+TDD Band Combination.  TF160 replied that these test cases require the UE to report itself as Rel-12.  As no UEs are currently doing this, the re-verifications are still pending.
Summary of Actions:

Action 31.1: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about CA Band Initialisation.  By 30th October.

Action 31.2: Anite: To identify and raise TTCN CR on test cases which need Big Grants.  By 30th October.

Action 31.3: TF160: To provide status update on IMS re-transmissions and Big Grants.  By RAN5#69.

Action 31.4: Olivier: To ask question to RAN5 about Cat 0 UEs and IMS support.  In RAN5#69 Report.

Action 31.5: SS Vendors: To feedback if they do not agree with TF160’s preference for LC MTC Half Duplex Option 1.  By 30th October.

Action 31.6: SS Vendors: To feedback results of testing RTP/RTCP loopback implemented in wk38.  By 30th October.

Action 31.7: SS Vendors: To feedback status of regression testing of non-IMS TCs with IMS-enabled UEs.  By 30th October.

