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1. UTRAN TDD ASP Change
R5w130301 – UTRAN TDD ASP Change presented by Virginie
Xiaozhong doesn't agree to the change as this is not correcting an error, but is changing the interface.
R&S commented that they did not want to break the consistency between the TTCN2 and TTCN3 test models.  They have also noted that there have been several other ASP changes implemented in the last 6 months, so R&S does not understand why only this change will not be accepted.  Xiaozhong replied that minor changes are ok, but this would be a big fundamental change.
R&S has suggested that a default parameter is used, so that the SS can ignore it if they didn't need it.

China Mobile proposes single mode UTRAN TDD test cases are untouched if no error, especially those test cases of release 7 and before have been used for several years, and proposes in this stage it should be focused more on inter-RAT test cases between UTRAN TDD and E-UTRAN TDD from release 8. China Mobile is neutral in pure technical point view.
TF160 feels this change is acceptable for TTCN3 because it doesn't have much impact, but are reluctant to implement this is TTCN2 as there are many constraints to be changed.  However both R&S and TDIA and would like to keep the TTCN2 and TTCN3 implementations the same.
Shicheng commented that there have been many differences between FDD and TDD and is concerned that if we accept this change, will this open the door for all of the others to be changed.  R&S also mentioned that is not their intention to align FDD and TDD.  They agreed that this is just the beginning; they intend to align the many other differences they've found between the TTCN2 and TTCN3 TDD models.  They will circulate a list of all the changes that they've found so far.
TDIA commented that these test cases have been validated and stable for a long time.  R&S replied that this is not an argument for not changing anything.
Action 23.1: R&S: To circulate the list of differences between TDD TTCN2 and TTCN3, to be discussed in the conference call

2. TDD SSC
R5w130309 – Analysis of TDD SSC, presented by Xiaozhong
R5w130318 – PDCCH candidates selection for TDD SSC, presented by Rasheed
Rasheed will discuss details of the DCI format with Xiaozhong off-line.
We would like to conclude this at the next RAN5 meeting so that we can then look to developing these test cases.  China Mobile would like the first test cases to be ready in Q1, 2014.

Action 23.2: TF160 & SS Vendors: Review the TDD SSC proposals, to be discussed further in the conference call.

3. TTCN Delivery Schedule 2014

R5w130303 – 2014 schedule of TTCN deliveries & reports, presented by Shicheng
Release 12 will not be frozen until (probably) Mar15.  Therefore we do not intend to upgrade the baseline in 2014.
R&S asked if we could have a 'clean' version of the Rel-11 ASN.1.  TF160 replied that there should be minimal impact in both TTCN2 and TTCN3, so that's not a problem.  We will move everything (ASN.1 and structured types) at the same time.

Shicheng will ask, in his next report to RAN5, for feedback from the operators which version to move to.

R&S asked for TTCN2 CRs, if we TF160 propose a different solution, they would like us to provide the changed TTCN.  TF160 agreed that if this situation arose, anyone could ask us to provide the changes and then we would circulate the affected TTCN to all SS vendors.
If any changes are agreed to ASPs between TTCN2 deliveries, TF160 will deliver the affected mp files (e.g Rel-9 if there are changes to the Rel-9 ASPs) after the appropriate RAN5 meeting.

Agilent commented that partial test cases may cause confusion when SS vendors try to validate test cases.  Shicheng suggested that we make it clear in the cover sheet that a partial delivery is only for new test cases.

R&S are concerned how the common modules will be affected.
The meeting agreed on the 4 TTCN3 deliveries and 2 TTCN2 deliveries for next year.  The need for, and the contents of, the partial deliveries will be reviewed at a later date.  

4. 34.229-3/4 Split
R5w130306 – Create 34.229-4, Presented by Spirent
Shicheng does not like the new name of this suite.  Also the test cases currently suspended by GCF (7.* and GIBA tests) and the Rel-9 SSAC tests should not be there.  Section 6 and section 7 are RAT specific tests, they are not RAT agnostic.
Spirent agreed that the SSAC tests should be removed, but replied that he wants to include all the tests required by GCF and PTCRB for IM applications, and these requirements may change between now and the RAN5 meeting.  
Rasheed questioned if we should be including test cases in this list that are not RAN5 agreed. – Normally 3GPP specifications only include agreed code.  R&S and Spirent accept this, but as they only intend to publish this spec once, they prefer to include the whole list now.  Spirent agrees to re-word this section to make it clear that this is the list of tests that the model supports.
TF160 requested that the question of who does the maintenance is considered, because if we still have to maintain this code, then we still have to consider both models and our workload will not be changed.  We would prefer to deliver this code once and then forget about it.  Spirent replied that this is not acceptable because GCF will only accept validation from the 3GPP solution first.  But then it depends on the list of test cases included in this document, because if all the test cases are already verified, then this is no longer a problem.  Spirent and R&S require a formal delivery of this TTCN (at least until after all test cases are verified), so that their model can be used for validation.
R5w130313 – A revised 34.229-3 after splitting, Presented by Hellen

Shicheng asked whether the PIXITs in part 4 need to reference part 3 or not.  Rasheed suggested that PIXITs should not be duplicated in two different 3GPP standards.  Hellen replied that it depends on who's maintaining each model.

Richard agreed to review those defined in part 4 and maintain on a regular basis.
TF160 asked R&S to check with the test houses whether Annexes C and D are required, or can be removed.
R5w130307 – A new mapping interface in 34.229-3, Presented by Wolfgang

This will be added in an annex of part 3 at the RAN5 meeting in Feb14.
8. 8.1.5.7
We will stop delivering, and supporting, the TTCN2 version of 8.1.5.7 after the next delivery.
5. ASP Changes

R5w130304 – CA HO scenarios, presented by Rasheed
Anite and Agilent commented that 12.1 and 12.2 are not currently required.  Rasheed replied that these have been added for completeness.
R5w130312 – Rules for MSI inclusion, presented by Rasheed
R&S asked if MAC is already configured in normal mode.  Rasheed replied that we are keeping both options, but for Rel-9 and Rel-10, only normal mode is used.
Anritsu asked if only one MTCH is considered.  This is correct for at least Rel-9 and Rel-10.  We can extend our text to cover multiple MTCH.
Action 23.3: SS Vendors: To investigate the skipping on the MTCH proposed in R5w130312

R5w130305 – LTE ASP updates, presented by Wolfgang
There are UEs that need to fragment IP packets, but this requirement has been removed in Rel-10.  Anritsu would prefer this to be defined as a PIXIT, with a default value of 65535.
R5w13316 – Rel-10 Dedicated PUCCH parameter config. in CA test model, presented by R&S
Rasheed commented that this just needs a TTCN CR to implement this as originally proposed.
R5w130310 – Encoding of release extensions, presented by Anritsu

R&S commented that this breaks the compatibility between TTCN2 and TTCN3 and would like more time to check this.  Also, as the test cases listed don't use anything in Rel-10, why are we using this extension?  TF160 replied that this is because we are using the Rel-10 branch in messages to the UE.
Agilent fully support Anritsu's proposal.

TF160 are happy because the impact is minimal, but the extension mechanism is still there.

Action 23.4: R&S: To investigate the impact of the encoding of the UTRAN release extensions, for the conference call
R5w130302 – Analysis for IMS VoHSPA, presented by Virginie

2 test cases have been selected by PTCRB, but they need more information to be provided about the RABs to be used and the Idleupdated procedure to accommodate IMS in 34.108.
R&S asked if the standard Idleupdated procedure should be updated, or a new one created – does not the same argument for IMS registration over LTE apply here too?

R5w130315 – RTP handling in SRVCC/EMC/MTSI test cases, presented by R&S

Anritsu commented that we introduced a "shut up" mode last year, so why are we getting these messages?  TF160 replied that we've forgotten to use this here.

R5w130314 – User Data, presented by Wolfgang

IR.92 v7 now states that the UE MUST send RTCP (this is opposite to what was defined in previous versions).
Anritsu believe that it is feasible, in early call establishment cases, that voice data may be sent on the default bearer before the dedicated bearer is established.

TF160 intend to implement the "shut up" mode in the next delivery and ask R&S to test this and provide feedback to Shicheng about what to include in his report for the next RAN5 meeting.
R5w130317 – SNDCP/IP routing for GERAN, presented by R&S

Shicheng asked if the QoS is required for UTRAN, because surely the requirements for PDCP and SNDCP should be similar.  R&S replied that no, the QoS is not required to configure PDCP; but in GERAN the different layers are more closely related.

Agilent believed that TTCN was in control over all the SNDCP and LLC headers.  TF160 and R&S replied that this was not quite the case – the TTCN currently specifies what should be in the LLC header, but the SS needs to add this.
TF160 requests feedback from the other SS vendors whether they want the XID info, and if so, in what format.
R&S agreed to revise the document to remove the statement regarding XID reset.

Action 23.5: TF160: To draft a CR to part 3 to define the CLLC_XID_Config_REQ

R5w130308 – Analysis of SS over UTRA, presented by Hellen

The SS tests utilise the same NAS messages as in LCS, so there are no differences in the test model.  The only expected changes are to the ASN.1 and the UT interface – most, if not all of these SS can be triggered by AT commands.

R&S asked if they could receive a sample ASN.1 file before we start work on implementing the test cases.

6. R5w130312 – PRD12 Revision, presented by Olivier
R&S commented that we don't need to provide additional information for the MAC and RLC test cases in UTRAN.
7. AOB
XSD

TF160 currently provide both the XSD files and the generated TTCN files in the LTE delivery.  However MTS have told us that we should only provide the XSD files (the same as for ASN.1 - we do not provide any generated TTCN files for these).  Because of current issues with some of the TTCN3 tools, and the TTCN3, part 9 standard, we will provide a grace period until, probably, next summer.  Therefore at some point next year we will stop providing the generated TTCN files and only provide the XSD files.  Meanwhile, there will be inter-operability tests between the tool vendors.
Summary of Action Points:

Action 23.1: R&S: To circulate the list of differences between TDD TTCN2 and TTCN3, to be discussed in the conference call

Action 23.2: TF160 & SS Vendors: Review the TDD SSC proposals, to be discussed further in the conference call.

Action 23.3: SS Vendors: To investigate the skipping on the MTCH proposed in R5w130312

Action 23.4: R&S: To investigate the impact of the encoding of the UTRAN release extensions for the conference call
Action 23.5: TF160: To draft a CR to part 3 to define the CLLC_XID_Config_REQ

Conference Call to be held on Friday 18th October, 10.15 CET to discuss 23.1, 23.4.

Conference Call to be held on Tuesday 22nd October, 10.15 CET to discuss 23.2, 23.3, 23.5.
