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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Tuesday 2nd July 10:00 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w190200r1 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.
Statement Regarding Engagement with Companies Added to the U.S. Export Administration Regulations (EAR) Entity List in 3GPP Activities:
1. Public Information is Not Subject to EAR
3GPP is an open platform where all contributions (including technology protected or not by patent) made by the different Individual Members under the membership of each respective Organizational Partner are publicly available.  Indeed, contributions by all and any Individual Members are uploaded to a public file server when received and then the documents are effectively in the public domain. 

In addition, since membership of email distribution lists is open to all, documents and emails distributed by that means are considered to be publicly available.  

As a result, information contained in 3GPP contributions, documents, and emails distributed at 3GPP meetings or by 3GPP email distribution lists, because it is made available to the public without restrictions upon its further dissemination, is not subject to the export restrictions of the EAR. 

Meeting minutes are maintained for 3GPP meetings. Such meeting minutes for 3GPP meetings are made available to the public without restrictions upon its further dissemination. As a result, information, including conveyed orally, contained in 3GPP meetings is not subject to the export restriction of the EAR.
2. Non-Public Information
Non-public information refers to the information not contained or not intended to be contained in 3GPP contributions, documents or emails. Such non-public information may be disclosed during informal meetings, exchanges, discussions or any form of other communication outside the 3GPP meetings and email distribution lists. 
For the duration of the Temporary General License (TGL) issued by the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the US Department of Commerce on May 20, 2019, there are no restrictions on the release of non-public information to companies added to the Entity List on May 16, 2019, to the extent that information is necessary to maintain, service, or support existing handsets, networks or equipment, or “as necessary for development of 5G standards.”
3. Other Information
Certain encryption software controlled under the International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR), even if publicly available, may still be subject to US export controls other than the EAR.  
4. Conduct of Meetings
Until further notice, the situation should be considered as "business as usual" during all the meetings called by 3GPP.  
5. Responsibility of Individual Members
It should be remembered that contributions, meetings, exchanges, discussions or any form of other communication in or outside the 3GPP meetings are of the accountability, integrity and the responsibility of each Individual Member.  In addition, Individual Members remain responsible for ensuring that none of their technical contributions include classified encryption software or other information that is subject to US export control under the ITAR or other applicable US export control regulations.
Individual Members with questions regarding the impact of laws and regulations on their participation in 3GPP should contact their companies’ legal counsels.

4. LTE

R5w190211 – ASP changes for UL 256 QAM support, presented by Rasheed
This will be included in the wk38 delivery.
7. POS
R5w190203 – NR POS: Initial Test Model and ASPs, presented by Lidia
No comments received.
10. 5G

R5w190206 – New external funtion fx_NR_AsIntegrityAlgorithm, presented by Hellen
This has already been included in the wk23 delivery as it is required in test cases 8.1.4.1.5 and 8.1.4.1.6.
R5w190208r2 – Corrections to NAS type definitions, presented by Hellen
The new IE EPS Bearer Context Status should only be required in the NR5GC_IRAT test suite.
R5w190204 – Support of NR PDCP COUNT in EUTRA, presented by Wolfgang
TF160 confirmed that these changes are also at the ASP level.  

R&S asked if all affected test cases will be downgraded to compilable.  The meeting could not conclude which test cases will be affected.  This change will only be required for lossless handover.
Anritsu requested if SS vendors could implement this change themselves if they thought it was needed, no consensus was reached on Anritsu request.

Action 46.1: TF160: To investigate which (if any) test cases require the support of NR PDCP count in EUTRA.  By 16th July.
R5w190209 – EN-DC: Indication of initial RACH on NR cell, presented by Virginie
R&S confirmed that this indication will be used in test cases where data is sent.  Other RRC and MAC test cases may also be affected.
Anritsu clarified that even if it receives the preamble, the TTCN will now wait until the complete is received.  Anritsu asked if we needed a new ASP to cover all scenarios.  Keysight commented that they did not want to introduce a new ASP, but is concerned that this RACH preamble is only the start of the RACH procedure, so they would prefer to introduce a timer – so that they can guarantee the procedure is finished.

TF160 commented that the proposal should work as there will be delay sending these commands between the SS and the TTCN.  If necessary, we could also introduce a short (in the order of 100ms) delay in addition to this proposal.

Anritsu commented that this should be enough, as long as there is not more than one attempt.

TF160 prefers the proposed solution as this can be implemented in a single function.  We prefer not to only introduce a delay as it is unknown how long different UEs will take to find the NR cell.  In FR2, it may not only be at step 1 that the RACH procedure may fail, but any step may fail until contention resolution is confirmed.

We believe that the long term solution should be to introduce a new ASP – to indicate when the whole RACH procedure has been completed.

Anritsu suggested the SS vendors could be given a 6 months timeframe to implement a new ASP.

R&S asked if we can clarify that no specific timing is expected – and that this should be set to “Any”.

Anritsu requested if this indication could be made optional – does it need to be implemented in all test cases?

Keysight asked if there’s any reason why we cannot apply this globally.  R&S agreed that they would prefer this set as default.

TF160 agreed that we do not currently check the “EXCEPTION” statement in the RRC_CONNECTED procedure in 38.508-1 Table 4.5.4.2-1.  If the RACH procedure fails, the UE should send an SCG Failure message anyway.

The workshop endorsed the solution proposed in R5w190209 and decided to apply it globally for EN-DC test cases. TF160 will raise this TTCN CR after the GCF CAG#59 meeting, but before the wk38 delivery to implement this as a generic solution.

R5w190207r1 – NR beams management for CSI-RS, presented by Wolfgang
Keysight asked if the potential collision referenced would be left to the SS to resolve.  TF160 replied that we have proposed to avoid this in our draft prose CR to 38.523-1.
This will be included in the wk38 delivery, together with hopefully one test case implementation, which uses this.

R5w190210 – NR: Noise generator for quality-based testing, presented by Marija
There is one minor difference to the noise generator used in EUTRA: the EUTRA version has the bandwidth as a parameter, whereas in NR we assume the bandwidth is the same as the NR cell.

This will be implemented in the wk38 delivery.

R5w190205 – Updates on intra-NR mobility in RRC_CONNECTED, presented by Virginie
This will be presented at the August RAN5 meeting.
R5w190202 – Guidelines on 5GS test execution, presented by Virginie
TF160 have contacted the prose authors only for test cases where the prose is not optimised, not for all tests listed in the execution guidelines.
Keysight commented that for FR2 we cannot currently handle any test cases with more than 3 cells.  TF160 replied that this has not yet been considered as this is still FFS in 38.508-1.  Perhaps this should be considered in the applicability of the test cases in 38.523-2, even though this is not a UE capability.

11. Other
R5w190201 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier

No comments were received.
AOB

Keysight asked about the PIXIT of non-simple type.  TF160 would like to determine if anymore PIXITs of complex type will be needed before making a decision.

Anritsu replied that inter-frequency discussions are still ongoing, but the same deltas may be re-used.

R&S suggested that they could submit a CR to flatten out the implementation, to make these integers, and also provide a proposal for the RAN5 sidebar to change this into an ASP.  Using an ASP would make it clear in the log, rather than simply filling in PIXITs, exactly what the calibration was for a test run.

TF160 asked when this new ASP will need to be called.  As these delta values may be needed in the system information then it will be needed during initialisation, before the cells are configured.

TF160 suggested that this information could be defined in XSD – especially if this information will be saved by the SS in XML.

TF160 would like at some point in the future for SS vendors to be able to support complex types for PIXITs.  We think that the original restriction in TTCN-2 was related to a complex ASN.1 type which needed to be PER encoded.

12. Closure of the Meeting

The meeting was ended on Tuesday 2nd July, at 13:20 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 46.1: TF160: To investigate which (if any) test cases require the support of NR PDCP count in EUTRA.  By 16th July.
