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1. UTRAN/GERAN
R5w140101 – SS/NITZ Workplan, presented by Olivier
Olivier requested that any SS vendor who intends to verify any SS/NITZ tests could let us know in advance so that we are prepared.
R5w140102 – IPv6 Over GERAN, presented by Hellen
R&S commented that they believe the test model restricts data being sent at any other level than SNDCP – so they do not agree to the Anritsu TTCN CR where the data is continued to be sent at LLC level; but they also believe that when the routing table is configured then all data downlink should be coming from the IP PTC.
Anritsu and R&S think that there is a problem with the uplink test cases, but do not know if this is only once the UE moves to EUTRA.
Action 25.1: SS Vendors: To provide detailed feedback on the proposal for IPv6 over GERAN and submit an alternative solution if necessary; as soon as possible, but before 30th April.

R5w140103 – UTRAN Cell Timing Issue, presented by Virginie
R&S asked if a PIXIT will be used, similar to TTCN2.  TF160 replied that we would prefer a constant, probably the default value used for Cell A or B.
2. LTE

R5w140104 – CCE Index Setting: ASP Change Proposal, presented by CATT 
Agilent asked if this would mean they shouldn't transmit anything in this case.  TF160 replied that this should not change any operation, but CATT would like that the '–' simply be changed to omit.

Anritsu, Agilent and R&S request that this change not be done – there is no technical justification for this change.

R5w140105 – Phase Rotator – ASP and Test Model Proposal, presented by Rasheed
R&S have already tried this and are not sure if this is the correct solution, and are currently in discussion with Qualcomm.
TF160 request feedback from the SS vendors via email, preferably before the next RAN5 meeting.

R5w140106 – eMBMS Handling of MBSFN RS Power Ratio, presented by Rasheed

TF160 will include this in a prose CR for the next RAN5 meeting.
R5w140107 – feICIC ASP Change Proposal, presented by Olivier

Anristu commented that they would prefer the other proposal, to not transmit SIB1, as this does not have impact on the SS.
TF160 replied that this proposal seemed to be more realistic, and even not transmitting SIB1 will require changes to the test model.

R&S and Anite would like more time to investigate both proposals.

Action 25.2: TF160: To provide an alternative proposal for omitting SIB1 for feICIC.

Action 25.3: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about which feICIC proposal they prefer; by 30th April.

R5w140108 – CA Enhancement, presented by Rasheed

R&S ask when these test cases will be delivered.  TF160 would like to implement these test cases in wk24, once the ASP has been agreed in the RAN5 meeting.

Action 25.4: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about the CA Enhancement proposal; by 30th April.
R5w140109 – UL Grant for IMS Signalling, presented by Wolfgang

Anite agree that the problem is more general, and are now seeing problems with the REGISTER message in an IMS registration test case – so this would impact EVERY test that supports IMS.  TF160 replied that maybe we should consider changing the default uplink grant.  We have chosen a value to give the best stability.  Changing this default value may have an impact on stability in other test cases.
R&S and Anritsu request that this solution be implemented only in limited test cases, not ALL tests (e.g. including layer 2 tests).
TF160 will aim at implementing this solution in the IMS test cases (see slide 2) in wk24 delivery. 

Action 25.5: TF160: To show SS vendors how to implement a larger UL grant in the IMS test cases, and to check how the change should be documented.

3. IMS
R5w140110 – Issues with TCP Close, presented by Wolfgang
Anite would like to ensure we allow time for the UE to send TCP close after a successful registration – because some UEs try to close the un-protected ports, which are not needed anymore.  TF160 agree, we could wait e.g. for 3 seconds, and if the UE does not close the TCP connection for the un-protected ports, the SS will close it.
We will comment on the existing Anritsu CR to implement solution 2 as presented, then document this in the next RAN5 meeting.

R5w140111 – Issues with SIP Codec, presented by Wolfgang

R&S commented that they did not like having a union of token or quoted string.  TF160 disagreed and commented that we have already triggered a discussion with the STF responsible for the maintenance of the SIP test suites and they are happy with our proposed changes. 
It would be possible to do this without introducing the union, but this will make the TTCN more difficult to follow.
Anritsu would like to try to ensure that these sorts of changes are all done in one go, especially as this will involve changes in the codec.  They would like to ensure there is full support from RAN5 before these are implemented.

TF160 confirmed the conclusion for ‘Further delimiters and codec specification in 34.229-3’ and ‘URL-Encoding and Decoding’ ; it is the baseline for TF160 comments on TTCN CRs. 

Action 25.6: SS Vendors: To feedback if they are happy with proposed SIP type definition change to the token/quoted string; by 30th April.

R5w140112 – Explicit Encoding and Decoding of SDP Messages, presented by Wolfgang

R&S understood that RAN5 was happy for the syntax check to be performed by the codec.  TF160 replied that if it is a test requirement, this cannot be done by the codec – we cannot assign a fail verdict if the codec is checking the syntax, this must be done in the TTCN.

R5w140113 – Enhancement of SDP Type Definitions, presented by Wolfgang
R5w140120 –SDP Notation, presented by Wolfgang

R&S asked if 34.229-3 will be updated accordingly.  TF160 asked if they could highlight which sections would need clarifying in this spec.
TF160 propose to provide a draft version of TTCN including all SDP type definition and message body changes (as described in documents 112 and 113) by Easter, with a view to include the final version in the wk24 delivery.  

This test delivery at Easter will only include the IMS 34.229 and 36.523-3 test suites and will be for SDP type definition testing only.  Any differences in other test case specific or common files should be ignored. 
Action 25.6A: TF160: To deliver draft IMS test suites by Easter (see details above).
R5w140118 – IPv6 Address Comparison in SIP Messages, presented by Anite
TF160 acknowledges the problem and would like help in identifying where it needs to be changed.
Action 25.7: Anite: To raise a TTCN CR to correct the IPv6 Address problem.

R5w140119 – Handling IPv6 with MLD, presented by Anite
TF160 would be happy to turn these protocols off, but generally this is not always agreed to by RAN5.
Olivier agreed to add this question to his report in the next RAN5 meeting.

Action 25.8: TF160(Olivier): To make RAN5 aware of the issue in R5w140119 and to seek their guidance on the way forward.

R5w140114 – IMS Part 4 Implementation, presented by Wolfgang

TF160 suggested that we could also include the new 34.229-4 stubs in the Easter test delivery.
Anite asked how verifications would work with this part 4.  TF160 replied that we need to ask for agreement from RAN5, but our opinion is that there is no technical reason why we cannot continue to accept verification CRs from both models.

TF160 will present this as our intention at the next RAN5 meeting.
R5w140121 – XCAP in TS36.523-3 Test Model, presented by R&S

TF160 commented that it is already specified in 34.229-3.  The SS already gets all the routing information required to configure the routing table itself.  If this proposal was to be accepted, then the whole concept of the routing table would need to be re-considered.  We do not want to have to consider HTTPS in the TTCN.

Anritsu supports R&S' proposal to configure the routing table in the TTCN.  They argue that all these concepts are already in TTCN.  It may be possible to do this without changing the test model.
TF160 will agree to add an entry to the routing table, but do not want to open a socket in the TTCN.

Action 25.9: TF160(Wolfgang): To make a proposal for a compromise solution for HTTP, before 30th April.

R5w140115 – Multiple PDN Handling, presented by Olivier
R5w140122 – Multiple PDN Handling, presented by R&S

The difference between the 2 presentations is that TF160 assume that first PDN requested by UE can/will be always used for IMS.  This is according to the current version of 36.508.  R&S replied that some UE manufacturers do not do it this way.
TF160 believe that it is clear in IR.88 that it is the network's choice what the default APN should be.  Any UE which does not follow this is not conformant to IR.92.

The meeting agreed that we need to ask RAN5 and the wider UE community if the current scenario in 36.508 – where the default PDN is always IMS - is correct.  TF160 pointed out that if this scenario is to be expanded, then this will have major implications in the TTCN.
R5w140116 – Handling of XSD: Status Update, presented by Hellen

Devoteam and IBM have agreed to test the conformance ATS produced by STF475.
4. AOB

R5w140117 – TTCN Deliveries & Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier

TF160 commented that for eMBMS-SC TTCN development, LTE Rel-11 ASN.1 upgrade is likely to be required. Working assumption is that a move to LTE Rel-11 March 2014 will be done in wk24 delivery. 
Action 25.1: SS Vendors: To provide detailed feedback on this proposal for IPv6 over GERAN and submit an alternative solution if necessary; as soon as possible, but before 30th April.

Action 25.2: TF160: To provide an alternative proposal for omitting SIB1 for feICIC.

Action 25.3: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about which feICIC proposal they prefer; by 30th April.

Action 25.4: SS Vendors: To provide feedback about the CA Enhancement proposal; by 30th April.
Action 25.5: TF160: To show SS vendors how to implement a larger UL grant, and to check how the change should be documented; by Easter.

Action 25.6: SS Vendors: To feedback if they are happy with proposed type definition change to the token/quoted string; by 30th April.

Action 25.6A: TF160: To deliver draft IMS test suites by Easter (see details above).
Action 25.7: Anite: To raise a TTCN CR to correct the IPv6 Address problem.

Action 25.8: TF160(Olivier): To make RAN5 aware of the issue in R5w140119 and to seek their guidance on the way forward.

Action 25.9: TF160(Wolfgang): To make a proposal for a compromise solution for HTTP, before 30th April.

R&S asked about interRAT A5/4 test cases.  60.1b was introduced as a Rel-9 test case, but they are not sure of the GCF priority for this test case.  They will clarify this at the GCF meeting next week.
Anite asked about LTE TDD – UTRAN FDD test case verification. TF160 replied that the TTCN can be configured to execute the existing Inter-RAT test cases with TD-LTE / UTRA FDD combination, and that those branches have usually already been verified in FDD-LTE / UTRA FDD and TD-LTE / UTRA TDD. So as long as both TD-LTE & UTRA FDD branches have already been verified, the working assumption is that there is no need for Category B re-verification CRs. Corrections can be made using Category F TTCN CRs.
The next conference call (#25.1) will be on 30th April.
