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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Thursday 17th October 09:30 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w190300 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 information conveyed orally, contained in 3GPP meetings is not subject to the export restriction of the EAR; this would include information conveyed during side meetings that may occur during the main meetings, if these meetings are open to any participants and the results of all said meetings are publicly available without restrictions upon their further dissemination.

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, and may be subject to the EAR.

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

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 their compliance with all applicable export control regulations, including but not limited to EAR.

Individual Members with questions regarding the impact of laws and regulations on their participation in 3GPP should contact their companies’ legal counsels.
10. 5G

R5w190307r1 – Updates to NAS Type Definitions, presented by Hellen
R&S asked why the MAC field is defined as optional.  TF160 replied that the TTCN needs to work out the value of MAC – by passing this whole type to the external integrity function.  As we don’t have a MAC value until we obtain the result of this function, this field is set to omit when passed as a parameter to the function.
TF160 decided to define a length restriction for all optional string types included in the NAS type definitions.

R&S asked which verifiable test cases were affected by the N.B.C. change.  TF160 replied that only 8.1.4.2.1.1 should be affected and that SS vendors are free to implement this change, if required by their UE for verification of 8.1.4.2.1.1, until TF160 include this change in the wk50 delivery.
Action 47.1: TF160: To define a length restriction for all optional string types included in the NAS type definitions.  By wk50.
Action 47.2: TF160: To inform UE vendors that we will implement the N.B.C change from 24.501/33.501 in wk50.  By 25th October.
R5w190310 – NR: Minor ASP Changes, presented by Wolfgang
These changes will be included in the wk50 delivery.
R5w190312 – ASP Proposal for Delta Values (FR2), presented by Rohde & Schwarz
Anritsu suggested that it only makes sense to request the Delta Values for FR2; and they would also like to make the secondary band optional.  R&S replied that the FR1 values may be required for FR1/FR2 inter-band tests.  Even though it has not yet been considered by RAN5, these tests will probably require an OTA chamber.  The default value for FR1 fields can be set to 0.  TF160 commented that they would prefer to keep the secondary band mandatory, as at initialisation we don’t know which bands or frequencies will be used during the test cases.
Keysight asked what the problem was with the PIXIT based model.  R&S replied that they are trying to avoid introducing more PIXITs in the future.

TF160 commented that the Delta Values depend on the frequency, but the ASP definition is per band.  This is not sufficient.  R&S agreed to update the ASP.
Action 47.3: R&S: To update the ASP proposal for Delta Values.  By 8th November.
R5w190314 – Proposed Updates for NR ASPs, presented by Keysight
Slide 2: TF160 suggested we introduce a new record for Transparent Mode – so to introduce another level in the definition to make it clearer.
Action 47.4: TF160: To share their proposal for the updated SDAP definition.  By 25th October.

Slide 3: Anritsu asked why the change to NR_SYSTEM_IND was needed as this is an UL message.  TF160 suggested that this information could be shared internally without updating the ASP definition.  The meeting agreed not to accept this proposal.
R5w190315 – EN-DC Handover Sequence, presented by Keysight
R&S commented that the activation time might not be the same on both the EUTRA and NR systems.  TF160 replied that it should be exactly the same, as we specify this in 38.523-3, and we also get the time from EUTRA.
TF160 are reluctant to change the existing procedure as we expect more scenarios to use this in the future.  They suggested to use the HO ASP to indicate that a simultaneous activation may be required.

TF160 are concerned that we are being asked to modify the TTCN due to a restriction on the SS implementation that we know nothing about.  We are happy to continue discussions, but do not accept any changes at the moment.
R5w190302 – EarlyContentionResolution and rrcReestablishment, presented by Virginie
This will be included in one of our CRs to be presented at the November RAN5 meeting.
R5w190303 – Updated Guidelines on 5GS Test Execution, presented by Virginie
This list is generated based on review of 38.523-1 and 38.508-1, and implemented in TTCN for test case (de)selection.  This will be included in one of our CRs to be presented at the November RAN5 meeting.
R5w190304 – NR Supplementary Uplink Support, presented by Virginie
TF160 clarified that there will be a (different) BWP on each UL carrier – each one will contain a different frequency, and only one will contain PUCCH.
For example, the TTCN will never configure Cell 33.  A System Req will be sent to Cell 1, but it will indicate whether the UL scheduling grant should be sent on NUL or SUL.

7.1.1.1.5 is the only test case testing this feature and is only valid for option 2 (SUL appears to exist for EN-DC, but there are currently no test cases for this scenario).

The ASP changes will be included in the wk50 delivery.

R5w190311 – NR MFBI Support, presented by Virginie

R&S commented that we have combinations for frequency bands in 36.508 for LTE and NB-IoT.  TF160 agreed that we will have similar tables in 38.508-1: to be provided by Datang and CATT.

This will be included in one of our CRs to be presented at the November RAN5 meeting.

7. POS

R5w190308 – NR POS: Test Model and ASPs Updates, presented by Lidia

This will be included in one of our CRs to be presented at the November RAN5 meeting.

The associated ASP changes will be included in the wk50 delivery.

4. LTE

R5w190309r1 – Aerial UE: Initial Test Model and ASPs, presented by Marija
This will be included in the wk50 delivery.

9. MCX

R5w190313 – MIKEY Type Definition Updates, presented by Wolfgang
This will be included in the wk50 delivery.

11. Other
R5w190306 – Category B TTCN CR co-sourced by several SS vendors, presented by Olivier
Keysight and Anritsu requested that TTCN CRs listing multiple changes requested from different SS vendors could be allowed within a week of the GCF CAG meeting deadline.  TF160 replied that if it’s that close to the deadline then only one SS vendor should submit the TTCN CR.
R&S commented that GCF certification is based on common TTCN code, but in the example shown there are 3 different sets of TTCN code – therefore there is no longer any common code.

Keysight commented that they could try to resolve any differences but asked what if they could not find a common solution that all parties agreed to.
TF160 defined the procedure to be used as follows: 

· Any co-sourced CR should only contain common changes, agreed to by all co-sources
· If there are unresolvable conflicting changes, only one company (the company who reserved the test case if applicable - if they are ready to submit the CR) should submit the CR on their own

· If one (or more) company has also passed the test, they can send an email requesting that their additional changes should also be considered; or if they object to any changes.  TF160 will then add this information to the version of CR on which they comment.
TF160 have seen quite often that a draft prose CR is required, but not provided until asked for.  TF160 insist that all draft prose CRs be submitted with the verification and that if different companies think that different changes be made in the prose, these should be resolved before the submission – so that all logs are submitted against common prose.

R5w190305 – Legacy TTCN Test Suites Maintenance, presented by Olivier
Proposals 1 to 4, 6a/b: OK, no comments received.

Proposal 5: R&S would prefer to keep the SSNITZ test suite separate.  They proposed an alternative solution: to archive the SSNITZ test suite, or to deliver it just once a year. Keysight needs to think more about this one. This will be re-discussed at RAN5#85. 
R5w190301 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
As the 2020 wk25 delivery next year is so close to the GCF CAG deadline, R&S asked if TF160 would be able to provide a pre-delivery implementation to show how critical prose CRs will be implemented.  TF160 suggested an alternative would be to reduce the 10 day rule requirement from GCF CAG.

TF160 commented that there may be a RAN5bis meeting in 2020 to handle other 5G options.  If this is the case, then the schedule of the TTCN3 deliveries may need to change.
12. Closure of the Meeting

The meeting was ended on Thursday 17th October 15:05 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 47.1: TF160: To define a length restriction for all optional string types included in the NAS type definitions.  By wk50.
Action 47.2: TF160: To inform UE vendors that we will implement the N.B.C change from 24.501/33.501 in wk50.  By 25th October.
Action 47.3: R&S: To update the ASP proposal for Delta Values.  By 8th November.
Action 47.4: TF160: To share their proposal for the updated SDAP definition.  By 25th October.

