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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Tuesday 11th April 2017, at 09:30 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w170101 were approved. 

IPR and antitrust reminder: 

The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

The delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing declaration forms

The attention of the delegates to the meeting was also drawn to the fact that 3GPP activities were subject to all applicable antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws was therefore required by any participant of the meeting, including the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen and were invited to seek any clarification needed with their legal counsel. The leadership would conduct the present meeting with impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP. Delegates were reminded that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings was important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters.
4. LTE

R5w170108 – Enhancement to UE_CategoryInfo_Type, presented by Olivier
The working assumption is that we will add the ASP changes in week 23 and the ASN.1 changes for UE_CategoryInfo_Type are postponed until the baseline move in August. 

TF160 noted that UE category oneBis is not supported by RAN5 test specifications. 

Action 37.1: SS Vendors: To provide feedback if there is a known immediate industry requirement for conformance testing of UE DL Categories 18, 19 or oneBis.
R5w170102 – eDRX: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Carlos
Anritsu asked what decides why we use an external function.  TF160 replied that this calculation is specified in an ITU specification, not 3GPP.  If we included this calculation in publically available TTCN, there may be an issue with IPRs owned by different companies.
R5w170103 – eMTC: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Rasheed & Virginie

Keysight asked if the timing for all legacy test cases must be changed for eMTC and Half Duplex.  TF160 replied that this change is only required to be implemented in the SS for test cases which use non-specific scheduling.  If the test case uses explicit scheduling, all these timing restrictions will already be taken care of in the TTCN.  There may be individual test cases which need modification to meet the Half Duplex requirements, but this is currently not expected.
Anritsu asked if the timing info for an explicit DL scheduling should refer to the MPDCCH or the actual data scheduled (as there is a 2ms difference).  TF160 replied that this will be clarified in the ASP description submitted to the RAN5 meeting, but it should refer to the data.

R5w170107 – LAA: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Rasheed
The DCI-Format 1C scrambled with the CC-RNTI is sent on the Scell.  

These changes will be presented at the next RAN5 meeting.
Action 37.2: SS Vendors: To provide feedback for the proposed LAA updates.  By 2nd May.
R5w170105 – V2V: Key Requirements for Test Modelling, presented by Lidia

R&S asked if the test purposes for V2V might be similar to those for D2D which use MIKEY key agreement.  TF160 replied that as today, the work plan does not require TLS and as MIKEY requires TLS, we assume for now that this will not be required.  There may be a proposal to extend the current work item to cover V2X.  As yet, we don’t know if this will add more requirements.
Anritsu asked if the GNSS is only required for the timing requirements and how important this is.  TF160 replied that the only 2 test cases available do use GNSS, but others, yet to be defined, may use UE synchronisation.  R&S replied that the GNSS synchronisation is seen as the most important for V2V, unlike D2D.

We hope to have a more detailed test model in the next workshop conference call and possibly first TTCN in September – subject to progress in RAN5.
R5w170113 – End of Grace Period, presented by Olivier
R&S commented that the audio features params in the contact header are now being checked in wk10 – to align it with IR.92 v.10, but the industry will ask at the next RAN5 meeting if this grace period could be extended.  TF160 replied that as this is not a TTCN issue and the prose is not technically incorrect, then we would prefer if a TTCN CR is not raised – as the TTCN is aligned with the current prose.
8. NB-IoT

R5w170104r1 – NB-IoT: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Hellen
Test case 22.2.4 has previously been reported as verifiable, but because the virtual noise generator does not yet exist in NB-IoT, this test case is currently only compilable.  No verifications will be accepted on test case 22.2.4 until this is added (hopefully in wk23).
Keysight asked if the change to the contention resolution procedure described in clause 7A.8 will result in an ASP change.  TF160 replied that this is essentially a TTCN change.  The ASP is similar to that used in LTE.  In LTE the encoded contention resolution message may be omitted – if it is to be sent separately later on in the test case; but in NB-IoT, this message will be mandatory, as it will also be required in advance.  Therefore there is no need to change the ASP.  This change has been identified for the RRC Connection Reeastablishment message in PDCP test cases, but the rest of the NB-IoT TTCN will be reviewed to ensure the correct procedure is used for all cases.
R5w170112 – Smart Resource Allocation in NB-IoT multi-cell environment, presented by R&S
There is already an ASP (for both EUTRA and NB-IOT) to release a cell, which contains the cell id.  Currently, this is only ever used with the cell id set to ‘NonSpecific’, and is called during the postamble.  If we introduce this, a new function will be required, to release a single, specific, cell.  The existing function call, to release all remaining ‘NonSpecific’ cells, will remain in the postamble.  This will not require an ASP change.
TF160 cannot really see the benefit of adding this (it has been a requirement on the SS since the beginning of LTE) but can see this resulting in many TTCN CRs when an Ncell is released but then needs to be re-used later in the test.

Anritsu and Keysight would like more time to review this and TF160 would also like to review the impact of this in the TTCN.
Action 37.3: Olivier: To request NB-IoT prose authors (especially of NAS test cases) to introduce a table to keep track of all cells used in a test case, such as provided in 22.5.13.
5. WLAN

R5w170109 – IMSoWLAN: Handling of XCAP is SS test cases, presented by Sheila

TF160 is concerned that UEs may support DS2 – in which case we may need to ask RAN5 to support this.

The capability to extract the XRES_Length is already available in the ASP and is used in the IMSoWLAN test cases for IMS authentication. We intend to extend this to the XCAP test cases for XCAP authentication in the wk23 delivery.

Anritsu commented that for the WLAN offload test cases there are always 2 PDNs available and the UE offloads one; but these IMSoWLAN test cases don’t need a PDN, so this may be difficult for multi-PDN UEs.  TF160 agreed that this may need to be discussed again at RAN5 if such UE is found.

5. IMS
R5w170110 – IMSoWLAN: Handling of SPI for IMS, presented by

Anritsu

Anritsu realized that Windows 10 has reserved SPI values from 256 to 280. 

Other SS vendors have not yet tried using Windows 10.
Action 37.4: SS Vendors: To feedback if there is any objection to using proposal 1 (PIXIT Lists of SPIs).  By 24th April.
7. POS
R5w170111 – Merging of LTE GNSS test cases – impact on test model, presented by Lidia
R&S asked if TF160 will accept verification of the current implementation, even though the current sub-tests will probably disappear in the next delivery of TTCN.  TF160 agreed that they would be happy to accept these, as long as there were no TTCN changes which would disappear.
Spirent confirmed that all required prose changes should be submitted to the next RAN5 meeting.

9. Other
R5w170101 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
The IMSoWLAN test cases will only be for 34.229.  The DNS test case, may be possible, but not the IKE test cases.
Anritsu commented that some NB-IoT UEs are available using the September baseline and is concerned that the current TTCN baseline is not sufficient for some test cases.  TF160 replied that we will update to the June17 baseline in our August delivery.  
R5w170114 – RAN5 PRD12 Updates, presented by Olivier
No comments were received.
10. Closure of the Meeting

The call was ended on Tuesday 11th April 2017, at 15:00 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 37.1: SS Vendors: To provide feedback if there is a known immediate industry requirement for conformance testing of UE DL Categories 18, 19 or oneBis.
Action 37.2: SS Vendors: To provide feedback for the proposed LAA updates.  By 2nd May.
Action 37.3: Olivier: To request NB-IoT prose authors (especially of NAS test cases) to introduce a table to keep track of all cells used in a test case, such as provided in 22.5.13.
Action 37.4: SS Vendors: To feedback if there is any objection to using proposal 1 (PIXIT Lists of SPIs).  By 24th April.
