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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Thursday 8th February, at 10:00 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w180000r1 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

R5w180002 – V2X: Test Model and ASPs update, presented by Virginie
R&S asked why we have introduced a new MMI command.  TF160 replied that in this case the UE might be preconfigured itself, so then a different USIM will not be needed.  Therefore we cannot use the existing ‘INSERT_USIM’ command.
R5w180004 – LTE High Speed Enhancements: ASP updates, presented by Olivier
TF160 commented that these are now prioritised test cases in GCF.
6.IMS

R5w180006 – MIME updates for eCall and MCPTT, presented by Hellen
R&S commented that if the type is defined as a record, rather than a set, the codec will re-order the fields correctly.  TF160 replied that this is not the job of the codec and the TTCN should be changed to use the ‘set’ type.
Action 40.1: SS Vendors: To investigate the Batch2 proposals (slides 13 & 15) and provide feedback for further enhancements of the MIME type definitions.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
8. NB-IoT

R5w180003 – NB-IoT: PDCP Test Model cleanup, presented by Erich
R&S asked if the comments column still applies even if the type is changed to Null_Type.  R&S would then expect the dummy ciphering to be implemented in the TTCN.  Anritsu commented that similar text is used for the LTE equivalent.
TF160 agreed to rephrase this to specify that the SS does not apply ciphering.

TF160 commented that the counts received contain both the HFN and the sequence numbers.  If the HFN is always 0, then there will be no impact in the TTCN.  In LTE, this ASP is not used to request the PDCP sequence numbers.  R&S commented that the TTCN for 22.3.3.5 may need to be updated.

Action 40.2: TF160: To clarify the wording for the PDCP test model update on slide 3.  By the RAN5 sidebar.

Action 40.3: R&S: To send details of suggested TTCN change for PDCP update on slide 4.  By end of week 6.
R5w180010 – RRC Connection Resume Procedure test cases in NB-IoT, presented by R&S

TF160 commented that we would like to wait for the outcome of the core group discussion before changing the test model.  We can ask for an LS to be sent to RAN2 on the Monday of the next RAN5, so hopefully an answer can be received by the Friday.
R&S asked if TF160 knew there were any outstanding issues with the in-band or guard band configurations for NB-IoT.  TF160 replied that there is an issue with in-band  - a CR at the last RAN5 changed the in-band configuration for the RF and RRM tests, but did not provide values for the SIG implementation.  Hopefully this will be addressed at the next RAN5.
10. 5G
R5w180007 – 5GS TTCN Planning – Status Update, presented by Olivier
Keysight asked about the interworking of 5G/4G and 3G/2G.  TF160 replied that the latest email discussion suggested this could be completely covered by RRM and so there would be no need for any interRAT cases in signalling.  But this is still under discussion.  One test case has been proposed to test the UE capabilities when an NR capable UE attaches to UTRAN.  We have suggested that this can be added to 34.123.
Anritsu commented that the RF adhoc discussed if beam management could be only considered in RF/RRM and it is not yet decided if this has to be considered in signalling.  There are not currently any beam management test cases included in the signalling WP, even though there are signalling aspects related to this in MAC core specs.

Keysight asked if the 15 EPC test cases should be in 38.523 or 36.523.  TF160 agreed that this should be discussed by RAN5 as they need to be run by a UE supporting NR, but do not require an NR cell.

R5w180008 – 5GS Initial EN-DC Test Model, presented by Olivier

Keysight questioned the Timing Info definition as the MAC spec seems to allocate on symbol level.  TF160 replied that this may only be needed for a small number of test cases, which are not tested in EN-DC, but this is FFS.
We have added a PDCP Indication, at least for now, because we assume the PDCP layer to play a more important part in EN-DC, but this is FFS.

Anritsu asked if the EUTRA SYSTEM_CTRL_REQ ASPs will be renamed, as we’re now proposing an NR_SYSTEM_CTRL_REQ.  TF160 replied that this was not foreseen at this time.

R&S asked if there really was no requirement for a new external function for NR AS security.  TF160 replied that this was not foreseen for EN-DC given the information in the current core specs.

Anritsu asked on slide 4 why the need for the linkage of LTE Master Cell with Secondary NR Cell(s): at last workshop it was assumed that for split bearers the LTE & NR cells would be configured separately and in transparent operation. TF160 replied that this would possibly be needed at least for the split SRBs. 

R&S commented that they cannot see the linkage in slide 3 between the nPDCP layers and the DRB port.  TF160 replied that this was shown in a different presentation at the last workshop where the different 5G options were explored in more detail.
Keysight asked if IP data would need to be handled by NR5G_PTC for EN-DC tests.  TF160 replied that we are proposing to update the IP routing table, but we do not know if any test cases will actually make use of IP data on NR cell.

Keysight asked about the parameterized ASN.1 definition used in 38.331.  TF160 replied that this is clearly defined in the ASN.1 standard X.683.  Most tools are claiming they already support this, but we haven’t heard from all of them.
2. Upper Tester

R5w180011 - Upper Tester Issues, presented by R&S
TF160 asked if this is reproducible on the same UE.  R&S replied they did not know on a per-UE basis, but it is a problem between when a test is run automatically, or manually.
R&S asked if the test cases always start in automatic PLMN selection mode.  TF160 replied that we try to ensure this, but there are some test cases which change to manual selection mode.  In these tests, we do change back to automatic mode in the postamble, but if the UE fails in the middle of these tests, it will still be in manual mode.  Therefore it is valid for tests where it’s imperative the UE is in automatic mode, for this to be performed in the preamble; but it could be ensured that this is done before any cells are configured if that would help.

R&S preferred to remove such statements from the prose and will consider raising prose CRs accordingly.

Action 40.4: TF160: To provide feedback on Upper Tester Issues.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
R5w180012r1 - UT Commands for TC-specific USIM handling, presented by R&S
TF160 commented that if any change is needed in 6.3.3, then this must first be changed in the prose.  We also cannot find where the UT command is missing in 6.1.1.3, so ask if it can be documented exactly what changes are required for which test case.

Action 40.5: R&S: To provide more details on the problems and proposed fixes for TC-specific USIM handling.  Before RAN5.
11. Other
R5w180009 - Encoding Rules for ASN.1, presented by R&S
Anritsu commented that as the result of encvalue is now octetaligned, then if the TTCN subsequently calls f_OctetAlignedBitString it will not cause any harm.
TF160 will investigate those extra import statements listed on slide 3 which do not currently specify an encoding rule and propose a way forward for both these and the potentially redundant calls to f_OctetAlignedBitString.
Action 40.6: TF160: To review and feedback about the ASN.1 encoding rules.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
R5w180001 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
TF160 clarified that the wk18 baseline update will use the same, updated, EUTRA (and NBIOT) RRC ASN.1 definitions throughout ALL ATS.
R5w180005 – RAN5 PRD12 Updates, presented by Olivier
TF160 commented that we would prefer it if this template for TTCN CRs could be used, especially for the new test case verifications.
12. Closure of the Meeting

The call was ended on Thursday 8th February, at 15:00 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 40.1: SS Vendors: To investigate the proposals and provide feedback for further enhancements of the MIME type definitions.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
Action 40.2: TF160: To clarify the wording for the PDCP test model update.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
Action 40.3: R&S: To send details of suggested TTCN change for PDCP update.  By end of week 6.
Action 40.4: TF160: To provide feedback on Upper Tester Issues.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
Action 40.5: R&S: To provide more details on the problems and proposed fixes for TC-specific USIM handling.  Before RAN5.
Action 40.6: TF160: To review and feedback about the ASN.1 encoding rules.  By the RAN5 sidebar.
