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1. UTRAN/GERAN
R5w150102 – SS/NITZ: Support of DTMF for Manual Execution, presented by Hellen
The new altstep will be called only from the affected test cases (approx, 2/3 of SS test cases).
TF160 will raise a TTCN CR and will include this in the wk18 delivery.

R5w150103r1 – Rel-12 Baseline Upgrade: Analysis of UTRAN/GERAN/NAS, presented by TF160
R&S asked about the extension of SIB19.  TF160 replied that if the prose CR is agreed at the next RAN5 meeting, then these changes will be implemented in wk37 in TTCN2.
R&S asked about the changes to GERAN Iu Mode being implemented differently in TTCN2 and TTCN3.  TF160 replied that TTCN3 conforms to the latest Rel-12 baseline.  If we kept these fields in, then the SS vendors would question in years to come why non-existent fields are still included.  TTCN2 however is frozen at the Rel-10 baseline from 2012.  As these fields are optional, they should not cause any problems if the UE does not include them.  These fields are only checked in 8.1.5.7, which is only in TTCN3.  The TTCN2 classmark test cases do not check these fields in this much detail.
R5w150111 – Upper Tester: MULTIPLE_CNF, presented by Hellen
R&S commented that they do not see the point of checking the operator can type in the test name when they are not using AT commands, but they will gather all their comments about this issue into a document for the next RAN5 meeting.

Anritsu asked if there would ever be a case when the UE sent an unsolicited response without an MMI 'prompt' from the TTCN.  TF160 replied that no, this will never happen – even though the TTCN assumes the AT command will always be used.  As all AT commands are optional, we have to always allow for the case when AT commands are not used.

Anite commented that they are happy with the proposal, but can we use a 'fake' AT command instead?  They will send more details of their alternative proposal in the next few days.

TF160 replied that the current 'MMI alternative' consists of a prefix which should match the first part of the AT response expected and a postfix of _MULTIPLE.  After it has received the expected unsolicited response the TTCN state machine should discard any subsequent responses received, but if the UE sends any other response before this, the SS will need to filter these out.

There is already an existing TTCN CR (R5s150213) which proposes changing some SS test cases for this issue.  TF160 will use this CR to document all of the required test case changes and implement them in wk18.  A CR to 36.523-3 to remove the MULTIPLE_CNF option will also be submitted at the next RAN5#67 meeting.

2. LTE

R5w150105r2 – Rel-12 Baseline Upgrade: Analysis of LTE/EPC, presented by TF160
The changes for RLC have been introduced for small technical enhancements so they are not purely for D2D. RLC changes will be implemented in wk18. 
The PDCP type changes are not needed for wk18, but they should not hurt if they are included.  R&S request that these changes are done in wk18 as they do not have any impact on existing messages. Anite shares R&S view. TF160 accepted this request. 
Keysight request that the redundant MIMO types are not removed as they are not the only ones that are not used.  TF160 replied that these are the only redundant types that are not used in any ASPs.  If they were required in the future then we can always add them back, but we will need a prose CR anyway to add them into an ASP.

R5w150104 – eICIC: Test Model for OCNG, presented by Rasheed

The UE is not supposed to measure in this sub-frame, but IS still expected to read each non-ABS sub-frame.  It still needs to read the SIBs and if it cannot, it will cause side-effects.

Anritsu commented that it would be simpler to implement OCNG over all symbols in sub frame, including PDCCH /PDSCH. TF160 replied that it might meet the requirements in current test cases but is associated with risks as it may not work in Pcell if UE is expected to receive any DL in non ABS sub frames.

Anite support this proposal and commented that this is consistent with those defined in other test specs such as 36.521.

TF160 stated we are trying to give more flexibility to the SS vendors to how they implement this feature.  This is because 2 SS vendors expressed their concerns at a side-bar meeting at the last RAN5 with the previous proposal.

R&S are surprised that the previous proposal has been revised and feel that this proposal actually makes it more difficult for the SS vendors to implement.  

Keysight commented that there was only element in the requirements that could not be met in the original proposal.  They suggested that we should be using a similar model to the RRM test cases to ensure the models are consistent and provide flexibility to the SS vendors.

R&S do not agree that the same model should be used for both signalling and RRM test cases.  They do not agree to this proposal.  They are available for a conference call to discuss the details of this model next week with TF160.

Anritsu need to investigate this in more detail, but are currently happy that this proposal will allow them the flexibility to implement how they want.

3. WLAN

R5w150112r2 – 3GPP/WLAN IW: Key requirements for test modelling, presented by Rasheed
R&S asked about the security procedures in WiFi.  TF160 replied that EAP-AKA will probably be used, but we cannot say what the impact will be at the moment.  R&S are concerned what requirements will be required on the USIM.
Anritsu asked if all test cases have already been defined in the work plan and if so, if they are all testing inter-operability and offloading?  If so the black box approach would be fine; however if signalling test cases are required, then this approach will not be sufficient.  TF160 replied that this is still being discussed, but at the moment no signalling type test cases are being suggested.

R&S and Anritsu are concerned that the authentication will need to be verified and may be the scope needs to be extended compared to C2K.  TF160 suggested that this can be raised at the next RAN5 meeting.

TF160 have only introduced this topic today to provide the information we have to date, no decision on test modelling is done. 

4. IMS

R5w150106 – DRB Configuration at the SS, presented by Wolfgang
Anite commented that they have already witnessed some side effects so would welcome these changes.  They asked if this will also be implemented in the IPCAN emulator.  TF160 replied that the IPCAN emulation is simpler, so the impact won't be as great, but this will also be changed.
Anritsu asked what the impact would be on the HO test cases.  TF160 replied simply that the DRBs will be reset.

TF160 do not believe that there should be any timing issues when moving the DRB configuration just before the RRC reconfigurations, but would like all SS vendors to regression test all test cases.  The DRBs are only needed to send/receive data and there are several signalling steps before any procedure gets to this point.
R&S support these changes.  Anritsu agreed that this was the correct way forward, but asked if it would be possible to have something in advance to test.  TF160 replied that everything needs to be done in one go, and to remember that the asn.1 baseline will also be changed at the same time.  We will provide the TTCN CR as soon as possible, but it's only 2 weeks before the delivery.
Keysight asked if 36.523-3 would need to be updated.  TF160 replied that there are not many procedures defined in part 3, and what there are do not need many changes, but these will be updated at the next RAN5 meeting.

Anritsu said that we activate security on all DRBs, together with sequence numbers, before the Security Mode Command is sent.  They are concerned that the timing of this will also need to be changed.

Action 29.1: TF160: To complete analysis on dynamic DRB configuration and provide draft TTCN CR.  By Mon 20th April.
R5w150107 – Missing HTTP headers in HTTP Responses, presented by R&S 
Anite are fine for this to be done in the TTCN, but asks that the content length will need to be filled in by the SS, similar to the SIP message bodies.  This is the only field that they have seen which needs to be filled in so far.
TF160 agrees that it should not harm to implement these headers in the TTCN but this will disallow proxy servers from being used in the SS for HTTP.  If we introduce this, then this will also impact on 34.229-1.
The meeting endorsed the introduction of these headers in the TTCN.  R&S will provide the required 34.229-1 prose CRs to RAN5#67 (supported by TF160) and then if agreed, the necessary changes will be implemented in wk25.

Action 29.2: R&S: To draft TS 34.229-1 prose CRs to add the missing HTTP headers in the XCAP specific message contents specification, to be presented at RAN5#67.
R5w150108 – LibSip and XSD Type Definition Updates, presented by Hellen
The new XSD file will be included in wk18 for information only, but the new test case which requires this (and so any templates which use this etc) will not be included until wk25.
R5w150109 – GBA: Initial Test Model Analysis, presented by Wolfgang
Anritsu commented that TLS is not specified in IR.92 so do not expect that this will be a conformance requirement.  TF160 agreed but believe that GBA can be done independently of TLS.
TF160 have already started discussions with Ericsson and will bring CRs to the next RAN5 meeting to clean up the test cases in this area.

R5w150113 – LTE (non-IMS) TCs regression test with IMS-enabled UEs, presented by Olivier
Ericsson have suggested that the applicability be changed for test case 10.2.1.

If there is no prose CR required for a specific test case, this is because only TTCN changes are required.

Anritsu commented that they are still continuing their regression tests, so this list may not be complete.  They asked if we expected the wk25 should be fully compliant with IMS enabled UEs.  TF160 replied that as the SS vendors are still continuing with their regression tests, this is impossible to say.  Also there are different problems if using UDP or TCP.

Anite commented that they have asked UE vendors for their expectation for IMS over other RATs, specifically GERAN.  It is their understanding that some UEs that are IMS registered in LTE may want to IMS deregister in GERAN.  

TF160 understand that RAN5 do not support IMS over GERAN.

There is a field in the Attach Accept and RAU Accept messages to specify support of VoIP, but there is nothing to specify support, or not, of IMS.  Even though TF160 has done nothing specifically to support IMS in GERAN, because the GERAN cell has already been added in the IP routing table and the IMS deregistration procedure is already implemented in the IMS PTC, it may already work.
TF160 suggest that if changes are required by the TTCN to get the IMS deregistration to work over GERAN, then RAN5 should be consulted first so see if this allowed before any TTCN CRs are raised.  R&S agree with this approach. 

4. POS
R5w150110 – Rel-12 Baseline Upgrade: Analysis of LPP, presented by TF160
No comment. 
5. Other
R5w150101 – TTCN deliveries & miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
The Rel-12 has been frozen in the March 15 version of the specs.
Some delegates would prefer not to have the next face-to-face meeting on a Friday.  Rasheed also pointed out the next conference call, on Friday 10th July, is at the same time as a GCF meeting, so at least he will not be available then. Dates of the next two workshops will be reconfirmed. 
The eICIC test model changes will not be implemented in wk18.  Prose CRs to add TD-LTE aspects of eICIC are expected to be presented at the next RAN5 meeting and then if agreed, they will be implemented in wk25.
No further ASP changes, compared to what was presented today, are expected for the wk18 delivery due to baseline moving, but as always, new ASPs related to new features may be introduced afterwards.

Summary of Actions:

Action 29.1: TF160: To complete analysis on dynamic DRB configuration and provide draft TTCN CR.  By Mon 20th April.
Action 29.2: R&S: To draft TS 34.229-1 prose CRs to add the missing HTTP headers in the XCAP specific message contents specification, to be presented at RAN5#67.
