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1.
Introduction
GSMA PRD IR.92 on “IMS Profile for Voice and SMS” was updated to Version 13.0 and should be analyzed for implications on our IMS tests.
2.
Discussion
Earlier discussion paper R5-184057 had analyzed if our test coverage for IR.92 V12.0 was appropriate, and as a consequence new test cases were submitted and approved.

In this discussion paper, we focus on the differences between Version 12.0 and 13.0 of IR.92 – as far as they are relevant to RAN5 (for instance, the new Call Composer feature was added for sake of RCS, yet is out of RAN5 scope for VoLTE testing).
We observed the following relevant differences:

a) Clause 2.2.4 on Call Establishment and Termination mandates the UE to add a Reason header field to CANCEL or BYE requests
b) Clause 2.2.5 on Forking mandates support of “199 Early Dialog Terminated” responses. While it it seems difficult to make the UE send such a response or to check UE behavior upon reception of such a response, the inclusiong of the corresponding option tag in INVITE is straightforward.

c) Clause 2.2.7 on Early media and announcements adds more requirements how and when UE has to render locally generated information. Seems outside our test model.
d) New clause 2.29 on SIP OPTIONS requests the UE to include the mmtel ICSI. 

e) New clause 2.6 on User Agent and Server Headers requests the UE to include the User-Agent header in all SIP requests and the Server header in all SIP responses. Although this requirement is worded in a generic way it seems motivated by RCS only.

f) Clause 4.3.1 on EPS Bearer Considerations adds requirements on PDN connection setup for XCAP and HTTP Content Server requests is out of scope of SIP level testing, and has optionalities in there that give such liberties to the UE that test scenarios would have reduced applicability.
g) Clause 5.2.1 mandates the UE to support emerg-reg timer. Testing this would require dedicated flow(s) for emergency call handling.

h) Clause 5.2.3 mandates the UE, for the case of an emergency call in EN-DC, to use the access network information based on the primary cell of the Master RAN node in order to populate the Geolocation header field. This sounds like border line functionality.
3.
Proposals
a) Add test coverage for a CANCEL scenario (new test case).
b) Add requirement to include 199 option tag in Supported header of INVITE (extend default message).
c) Do not add test coverage on rendering locally generated information.

d) Do not add test coverage for SIP OPTIONS as we do not have such scenarios and we already test for such ICSI in other requests.
e) Do not add test coverage for User Agent and Server headers.

f) Do not add test coverage on PDN handling for XCAP and HTTP Content Server requests

g) Consider testing emerg-reg timer in the context of IMS over 5GS

h) Do not add test coverage for Geolocation header field in the context of EN-DC

