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4. LTE

R5w160003 – Dual Connectivity: Initial Test Model, presented by Rasheed
R&S asked if TestLoop Mode A is to be used.  TF160 didn't think TestLoop Mode B had ever been used for this type of scenario.  
The test model allows 0 or more SCells, so would theoretically support any number of SCells specified in the prose.
Anritsu asked about the addition of ExtendedLI in the ASPs. TF160 clarified that it is not directly related to Dual Connectivity, but was spotted as missing configuration during the analysis. 

TF160 hope to include this test model in the CR to 36.523-3 at the next RAN5 meeting, and then to provide the 1st test cases in the TTCN in the wk10 delivery.

Action 32.1: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about Dual Connectivity Test Model.  By 4th February.
R5w160002r1 – D2D ProSe: Test Model and ASP updates, presented by Virginie
R&S asked if we can still assume that we need only one sidelink UE.  TF160 confirmed that is the assumption for now based on the test case prose available, but in Rel-13 we will need 2 sidelink UEs (relay).
Question was raised whether the reduced UL Grant could accommodate potential IMS signalling. We expect the IMS registration to have already happened and so changing the UL grant size during the Discovery test case bodies should not have an impact.

R&S asked if any D2D test cases will be officially available in wk10.  TF160 replied that the ASPs will be included; but there is still a lot of uncertainty about the work plan.  Therefore we hope to include at least one compilable test case, but it would be difficult to implement all 70+ steps of a mega test case in time for the wk10 delivery.
We still need 36.508 to progress as we have no generic procedures, power levels, etc. before we can make any test case verifiable.

We hope to deliver some security test cases as compilable in wk10.

5. WLAN

R5w160005 – 3GPP/WLAN IW: Test Model and ASPs update, presented by Sheila
This PIXIT will be added to 36.523-3 in the next RAN5 meeting.  For the co-existence test cases, the value of this PIXIT will not be used.  How the ANDSF rules are provided to the UE is out of scope of the test case.  The TTCN will simply provide an MMI prompt to ensure the correct rules have been pre-configured in the UE.  This is similar to MBMS.
6. IMS
R5w160004 – Non-IMS TCs with IMS-enabled UEs: regression testing status, presented by Olivier
It would be good if we could have one set of results for a single PDN, and another set for multi-PDN.
Keysight asked if the list of switch off/switch on test cases will also include interRAT test cases.  TF160 replied that only test cases with switch off/on in LTE will be included.

The list will contain the test cases included in R5-150647, therefore SS vendors can already start their regression testing using this document.

Prose of test case 8.5.4.1 has already been updated to cater for Multi-PDN with switch off/on. It could be used as an example for prose CR for other test cases, 
Action 32.2: TF160: To provide a regression test list for switch/power off in test bodies.  By 22nd January.

Action 32.3: SS Vendors: To report IMS-enabled / Multi-PDNs UE regression test results.  By 4th February.

R5w160006 – Handling of IMSoUTRA-enabled UEs in UTRA to LTE inter-RAT test cases, presented by Olivier 
R&S, Anritsu and Keysight all prefer to go for option C because it appears to be more future-proof.
TF160 suggested that when we update the prose, we could add something to 36.508, rather than touching 34.108.  R&S asked if the UTRAN only test cases written in TTCN3 will also be expected to do IMS registration.  TF160 replied that RAN5 have made it clear that IMS is turned off for the test cases defined in 34.123.

Anritsu asked if new PICS would be required to show the UE supports IMS over UTRA.  TF160 replied that RAN5 would prefer not to introduce new PICS.  R&S suggested that we could wait (for the same 10s currently in LTE) to see if the UE requests the activation of a PDP context.
Keysight asked if the UE does IMS registration on UTRAN, will this cause a problem with the IMS-IPCAN co-ordination messages.  TF160 acknowledges that this needs to be checked.
R&S asked if we assumed we would not be supporting multi-PDN on UTRA.  RAN5 has not yet considered this possibility.  If the UE requires a connection to another IP address, it will request another primary PDP context.  

R&S and Qualcomm are working on prose CRs for the RAN5 meeting for IMS registration over UTRA.

Anritsu asked if a PDP context would now also be handled for IMS over GERAN.  TF160 replied that RAN5 does not have a business case for IMS over GERAN, therefore this has to be disabled in UEs, if supported.

Action 32.4: R&S: To submit prose CR(s) for IMS registration over UTRA.  To the next RAN5 meeting.
R5w160008 – Allow flexibility to configure different IP address for BSF server, presented by Anritsu
R&S replied that 36.523-3 cl. 4.2.4.6.2 specifies that all network entities on a given PDN shall have the same IP address.  TF160 replied that this requirement only applies for the address prefix/subnet.
Anritsu have already seen UEs that send DNS queries and expect different IP addresses for the BSF and NAF servers.

R&S do not see a reason to make the TTCN more complex.
TF160 stated that we have previously made our model simpler by restricting the TTCN to a single IP address, but this could be changed if required.
R&S stated that TF160 had previously argued for keeping a single IP address, despite protests from network operators.

Keysight agree with R&S that even this is artificial; it does significantly simplify the TTCN and SS implementation.  Therefore unless there is a strong reason to change this from network operators/RAN5 they would prefer to keep the current test model.

As the majority of the SS vendors prefer to keep a single IP address, a new PIXIT will not be introduced at the moment.

R&S observed that iwd-15wk50 two pixits for BSF server IP address have been introduced. TF160 stated that those pixit definitions went into wk50 by mistake but are not used anywhere. They will be removed in iwd-16wk10 unless RAN5 decides otherwise. 
8. Other
R5w160007 – Use of switch on and power on, presented by Keysight
TF160 suggested that they would prefer the prose to be changed to state the UE to be switched off, such as in 9.2.3.1.8b.
Action 32.5: Keysight: To bring a prose CR for switch on for 6.1.1.8 and 6.1.1.9. To the next RAN5 meeting

R5w160001 – TTCN deliveries and miscellaneous, presented by Olivier

R&S asked if in the 3GU reservation system, we could make the field for agreement for log files mandatory.  TF160 replied that even though our recommendation is that this field is set to agreement, it won't break the database if this is not done.  This is why it is not made mandatory in the system.
Summary of Actions:
Action 32.1: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about Dual Connectivity Test Model.  By 4th February.
Action 32.2: TF160: To provide a regression test list for switch/power off in test bodies.  By 22nd January.

Action 32.3: SS Vendors: To report IMS-enabled / Multi-PDNs UE regression test results.  By 4th February.

Action 32.4: R&S: To submit prose CR(s) for IMS registration over UTRA.  To the next RAN5 meeting.
Action 32.5: Keysight: To bring a prose CR for switch on for 6.1.1.8 and 6.1.1.9. To the next RAN5 meeting

