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1. Agenda
The meeting was opened on Thursday 2nd February 10:00 CET. 
The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w230000 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.

10. 5G
R5w230004 – Rel-16 NR_MobEnh: Correction to RRC DAPS Handover procedure, presented by Lidia
This will be included in our 38.523-3 prose CR at RAN5#98.

R5w230011 – Rel-16 NR UE Power Saving: DCI 2_6 Support, presented by Marija.
Keysight is happy with this proposal.
Anritsu asked if the search space is defined in both the Rel-15 and Rel-16 ASN.1, as an extension.  TF160 replied that the Rel-15 field is included anyway and if more search spaces are needed, then these will be in Rel-16.  This will be defined as a record so we can include as many as required.

This ASP change will be included in the wk12 delivery.

R5w230005r1 – Rel-16 V2X: Test Model and ASP updates, presented by Lidia.
This will be included in our prose CR at RAN5#98.
The ASP change will be included in the wk12 delivery.

R5w230007r1 – Rel-17 eDRX: Initial Test Model, presented by Carlos
The TTCN will calculate the Paging Hyperframe number.

R&S asked if the extended paging cycle will be included in the ASP – as the SS will not be able to use it if it’s just included in the SIB.  
TF160 replied that the SS does not need to know the paging cycle as the TTCN will specify when the message should be sent using the activation time.  
We expect the TTCN implementation to be similar to 36.523-1 TC 8.1.1.2a, which is the LTE sister test case.  

No ASP change is required, but this procedure will be included our 38.523-3 prose CR at RAN5#98.

R5w230008 – Rel-17 RedCap: Support of RedCap-specific initial BWP, presented by Virginie
Anritsu asked as the TTCN will be providing the initial BWP for both the RedCap and non-RedCap, will a non-RedCap UE pass in the preamble, but it will fail in the test body?  TF160 replied that this ASP will only be used for RedCap UEs, based on the TCSE.  
A real network will know it’s a RedCap UE because it will use a different LCID.

The prose specifies that the preamble will be non-RedCap, as normal.  At step 1, the TTCN will configure both InitialBWP and InitialBWP-RedCap in the SS and 
start broadcasting SIB1 with the specific RedCap BWP.

If the RedCap specific BWP is provided, what will happen to the configuration for non-RedCap part?  TF160 replied that it will remain as not all information is necessarily provided in the RedCap BWP.  RACH message 2 and message 4 may remain in the non-RedCap BWP.

R&S asked if the RedCap BWP can be included in the preamble.  TF160 replied that this is not the TP.
InitialBWPRedCap is at the same level as InitialBWP so both fields can be included together in the ASP.  We specify this per DCI, as in a real network.  They may occur in different frequency domains.
R&S asked if both the InitialBWP and the InitialBWP-RedCap configurations would be needed at the same time?  TF160 replied that TC 7.1.1.1.17 switches between the two PRACH resources within the test body – at step 12.

For the TCs already defined, the InitialBWP-RedCap is only required for 7.1.1.1.17 and 7.1.1.8.3.  All other TCs which are applicable to both RedCap and non-RedCap UEs will only use the ‘normal’ InitialBWP.

It is possible to configure both InitialBWP-RedCap and InitialBWP from the beginning for 7.1.1.8.3, but not 7.1.1.1.17.

As the actual physical resources will be the same, R&S didn’t think that any changes would be needed to the existing ASPs.

R5w230009 – Rel-17 RedCap: Check of RedCap-specific LCIDs, presented by Rasheed
R&S are happy with the proposal.
This will be enabled only for the 3 relevant TCs.

R5w230012 – Rel-17 RedCap: Legacy test cases re-verification, presented by Olivier
No comments received.

R5w230003 – Updated guidelines on 5GS test execution, presented by Virginie
No comments received.

2. Upper Tester
R5w230010 – Additional Upper Tester Commands, presented by Hellen
No comments received.

8. NB-IoT
R5w230006 – Rel-17 NB-IoT NTN: Initial Test Model and ASPs, presented by Marija
R&S asked if the expected sequence will be: switch the UE on, the UE finds SIB31, UE looks for the satellite, then sends RACH Req.  
We can’t use our generic preamble for these TCs.  This will need to be made clear in the prose.  We will need a GNSS simulator with a scenario simulating the position.  The UE will need to get the satellite position before it reads the SIBs of the SS cell.

Keysight said that the prose currently specifies either GNSS or any other means.  How is this different to SON/MDT tests, where we use a test function?
TF160 replied that unlike the SON/MDT tests, we need to adjust the SS according to the position.
TF160 has already asked the prose author to clarify, among other things, how the position information is provided, if this has to be done by a GNSS simulator; and if so, if it’s needed for all TCs.

Anritsu asked if we need to emulate the service link?  TF160 replied that UE is communicating over Uu link, but this will have bigger delays than normal.  The
UE doesn’t differentiate between a normal eNodeB and the satellite, apart from adjusting the timing.  The UE will be using the existing NB-IoT protocol.

Anritsu said that normal frequencies specified for NB-IoT will not transmit more than approx. 15Km, so a different interface will be needed in order to communicate with the satellite.  TF160 replied that no major changes have been made to the physical layer in the core specs.  

Keysight asked how we test the UE adjusting the frequency due to doppler shift?  TF160 replied that it’s not yet clear in the prose if we need to simulate a moving satellite.

This is a high priority topic, but there are still many outstanding questions.  We may be able to implement some easy TCs, which do not need a GNSS or a moving satellite in the wk12 delivery.

11. Other
R5w230002 – RAN5 PRD12 Updates, presented by Olivier
No comments received.

R5w230001 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
The status report presented in RAN5#97 included NR NTN but there is currently no prose available.  This will therefore not be progressed until later in the year.

Keysight asked if there are any other restriction, apart from the PICS, for TCs applicable for RedCap.  For legacy test cases, only Rel-15 TCs have been considered, but of these, unless restricted by the TCSE, all TCs should be applicable.

12. Closure of the Meeting
The meeting was ended on Thursday 2nd February 12:35 CET. 

