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1.
Introduction
GSMA PRD NG.114 Version 1.0 was published in August 2020. It is to be decided and discussed in how far this profile drives RAN5 test cases in TS 34.229-5 and how this is recorded.
2.
Discussion
TS 34.229-1 had originally, except for early testing of IMS over 3G, been conceived for testing conformance to GSMA PRDs IR.92 and IR.94 (VoLTE and ViLTE). Over the years, as TS 34.229-1 developed, RAN5 added test cases that went beyond IR.92 and IR.94, e.g., eCall over IMS, special roaming scenarios, IMS over WLAN and Fixed Broadband Access, Converged IP Communications, and IMS scenarios for CAT M1 UEs. Also, RAN5 tests enforced IR.92/94 requirements that went beyond a strict notion of a profile – and that without mentioning this explicitly. In the end, we lacked transparency where requirements came from and, at times, artificially restricted applicability of test cases. 
Going forward, let us take a first look at NG.114 and commit initial guidelines on how to use it.

a. NG.114 lists a considerable number of requirements specific to RCS (Rich Communication Suite).
b. NG.114 lists requirements that are not found as such in 3GPP specifications, e.g., the requirements that From and To headers in re-registration and de-registration must be same as in registration request that created the binding. Such strengthening of 3GPP specs is one of the roles of a profile like NG.114 but we should make this transparent.
c. “Smallish” NG.114 requirements like the one on From and To headers should be checked in our test cases but should not unnecessarily lead to the situation that UEs not following such requirements will be excluded from running our test cases. 

d. Some issues were underspecified in 3GPP, e.g., SIP Session Timer, and IR.92/4 and NG.114 filled this void by prescribing dedicated behavior. We should describe why test cases suddenly ask for behavior that cannot be found in 3GPP specifications.
e. UEs that implement Voice/Video/SMS on top of NR and 5GC, but do not follow NG.114, will fail some or many of our test cases. Such test cases should show this dependency on NG.114 in their applicability statements. Note that we had used pc_VoLTE before for IR.92 dependencies, and 5G test cases like 38.523 test case 11.1.1 use term “EPS IMS Voice (VoLTE in GSMA PRD IR.92: “IMS Profile for Voice and SMS”)”. We should define something similar for NG.114.
3.
Proposals
Based on above discussion, RAN5 is asked to endorse the following proposals:
1. For the time being, RAN5 to not cover requirements specific to RCS. 

2. Make NG.114 specific requirements transparent by listing them in the Conformance Requirements of affected test cases
3. Whenever appropriate and feasible, protect NG.114 specific requirements by dedicated PICS/PIXITs such that not entire test cases will be artificially restricted to NG.114.
4. Define a new generic NG.114 PICS and add it to the applicability statements of those test cases that require UEs to abide to NG.114.
