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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Tuesday 30th October 09:30 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w180300 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

R5w180303 – eLAA: Additions for ASP Definitions, presented by Lidia
This will be included in the wk49 delivery.

R5w180304 – V2X: Test Model and ASPs update, presented by Virginie
This will be included in wk49 delivery, apart from the grant (clause 4), which has already been implemented in the wk44 delivery.
9. MCPTT

R5w180314 – Type Defs updates for supporting MCPTT, presented by Olaf
This will be included in the wk49 delivery.

8. NB-IoT

R5w180305 – eNB-IoT: Support of two HARQ Processes, presented by Olivier
R&S asked about providing the HARQ process number in the DCI common type.  They suggested that we could also provide a flag to indicate that the two HARQ process is needed.  TF160 replied that we considered using a flag but concluded that providing the process number is equivalent to providing a flag.  R&S commented that at steps 14, 35 and 44 in the RLC test case 2 UL grants will be needed.  R&S is concerned that by having to specify the HARQ process number it may make the implementation of these 2 UL grants more difficult.
Action 43.1: TF160: To check R&S comments on the need for a higher level flag for the two HARQ processes RLC test case.  By 9th November.
R5w180306 – eNB-IoT: Support of non-anchor carrier enhancements, presented by Olivier
This will be included in the wk49 delivery, hopefully with the test cases that use these enhancements.

R5w180307 – eNB-IoT: Support of SC-PTM, presented by Xi
These are the initial ASP updates required, but we are still investigating if we need additional updates at the physical layer level in order to implement all the test cases for SC-PTM.

R5w180315 – eNB-IoT: Support of early contention resolution, presented by Olivier

R&S asked how will the SS know that contention resolution needs to be performed before Msg4 is sent.  TF160 replied that there is a structured type already defined (and used in LTE) which can now be used for this.
10. 5G

R5w180308 – NR5GC: Layer 3 Test Model, presented by Hellen
Keysight asked if the NAS parameters will be handled in the test cases or in the common functions.  TF160 replied that we intend to do as much as possible in the common functions – therefore we will pass all parameters required in the messages, as well as some ‘inout’ parameters so that we can manipulate more of the NAS data.
Keysight asked if DRBs (DRB MUX, DRB port(s)) were still relevant as SDAP will be configured, so would we need to refer to QoS flows.  TF160 are still investigating this, but we currently expect normal L3 tests to have a simple configuration of 1 QoS flow to 1 DRB.  As there is a one-to-one mapping in UL, our current assumption is that referring to the DRB is sufficient.
TF160 emphasised that for a test case applicable to both Option 2 and Option5, the Option 2 and Option 5 implementations will be done in separate files, running on separate PTCs, and will be delivered in separate test suites.

TF160 also requested if SS vendors could start implementing the new NAS type definitions in their codec and feedback any errors found.  Please be aware that these types will be changed, but hopefully only slightly (CT1 is still changing the 24.501 type definitions).
R5w180309 – NR5GC: SDAP Test Model, presented by Lidia
Keysight asked if setting NR_SDAP_Configuration_Type to ‘None’ is sufficient for the SS to know whether to give to TTCN PDCP SDUs or structured SDAP PDUs.  Do we need to add ‘Transparent Mode’?  TF160 didn’t add this as no additional information (e.g. SN length) was needed.  For EN-DC, the SDAP configuration will be omitted, rather than set to ‘None’.
Action 43.2: SS Vendors: To confirm if they agree with the proposed SDAP test model, or if a Transparent option needs to be added.  By 9th November.

Motorola Mobility asked if SDAP would need to be in Transparent mode for Test Loop Mode A test cases (in PDCP, RRC and NAS test cases too).  TF160 replied that if ‘Transparent’ is introduced, it would only be configured for SDAP test cases.  In all other layer tests, it would still be set to ‘None’.
R5w180310 – NR5GC: PDCP Test Model, presented by Sheila
TF160 have realised that 38.509 currently states that Test Loop Mode A is looped back above PDCP – so there is no SDAP configuration.  If it is decided to move the Test Loop Mode A to above SDAP, then the TTCN will have to handle the SDAP headers.  If we don’t want to do this, then we cannot use the default DRB as this is mandated to use SDAP.  If we do handle the SDAP headers in the TTCN then the test case bodies written for EN-DC cannot be re-used for the other options.

R5w180311 – NR5GC: RLC Test Model, presented by Erich
The open issues with previous layer test models also apply here.
R5w180312 – NR5GC: MAC Test Model, presented by Rasheed
The open issues with previous layer test models also apply here.

R5w180316 – NR5GC: Test Model Update for SysInfo Broadcasting, presented by Virginie
The difference with 4G is that now everything is now in slots, not in subframes.

38.508 specifies a periodicity of either 32 or 64.

We have checked this is correct for TDD with UL and DL slots.

These calculations are based on a value of si-WindowLength of s80 – which is from the running draft CR, after the Ad-hoc.

R5w180313 – Updated NR ASP Definitions, presented by Olivier
These changes are in addition to what was proposed at the Ad-hoc.  They will be in wk44.  Some of the SDAP changes are included, but these are not yet used.  They will be updated according to R5w180309 in wk49. 

R5w180302 – 5GS TTCN Planning – Status Update, presented by Olivier

R&S commented that GSMA may not produce anything related to EN-DC until May’19 – so the EN-DC IMS test cases will probably only be after this date.
You will be able to start EN-DC test case reservation as soon as the wk44 delivery is released.  In addition to normal PRD12 restrictions, special additional rules will apply, they will be shared with the SS Vendors shortly before wk44 delivery is out.
In the wk44 there is an issue with one TTCN-3 compiler in the EN-DC test cases where there is a name clash between a field in the NR ASN.1 and the EUTRA_Parameters module.  We informed the TTCN-3 Tool Vendor a month ago, but have not yet received a fix.  This field is not currently referenced in the TTCN and can be temporarily fixed by renaming the field in the NR ASN.1 to e.g. EUTRA-Parameters-Patch in 2 places.  

11. Other
R5w180301r1 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
R&S commented that some of the MCC160 comments for TTCN CRs have been delivered late recently.  TF160 replied that if we don’t agree with the change we have normally started a discussion within the 2 weeks period with the CR author; however we appreciate that the other SS vendors don’t normally see this discussion.  In future we will endeavour to share these discussions with the other SS vendors.
12. Closure of the Meeting

The meeting was ended on Tuesday 30th October, at 15:15 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 43.1: TF160: To check R&S comments on the need for a higher level flag for the two HARQ processes RLC test case.  By 9th November.
Action 43.2: SS Vendors: To confirm if they agree with the proposed SDAP test model, or if a Transparent option needs to be added.  By 9th November.

