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1. UTRAN/GERAN
R5w140207 – Pics/Pixit Differences between TTCN2/TTCN3, presented by R&S
TF160 replied that we will have to investigate further; but we can rename the PICS/PIXITs. However we have discussed in the past that renaming PICS causes problems, so we will need to align with the SS vendors when we do this.
A long time ago the TTCN2 Telelogic editor did not support default values, and as this was our default editor we moved all the default values to the comments section.  R&S suggested that even though the default values were just comments in TTCN2, their values should match the default values used in TTCN3.
Action 26.1: TF160: To provide proposal for PICS/PIXIT differences. By 5th August.
R5w140208 – ASN.1 TDD Differences between TTCN2/TTCN3, presented by R&S
TF160 agree that there is an issue.  We need to correct TTCN3 for the first point and the last point, and we need to investigate further for the 2nd point.
Action 26.2: TF160: To provide proposal for ASN.1 TDD differences. By 5th August.

R5w140202 – A5/4 and GEA4 Ciphering Keys, presented by Hellen
These ASPs are referenced also in TTCN3, so even though there are no test cases currently defined in TTCN3 using these algorithms, these changes will be implemented in the ASP definition in both TTCN2 and TTCN3.
We plan to present these changes in 34.123-3 at the next RAN5 and implement them, together with the new test cases, in the next delivery.

Action 26.3: SS Vendors: To provide feedback for ASP changes for 128 bit ciphering key. By 5th August.

R5w140203 – HSDPA Multiflow: Test Model, First Analysis, presented by Virginie
If there is no progress at RAN5#64, then we can also postpone the ASN.1 patch, but our current plan is to implement this in wk49.  This patch is only relevant for multiflow – so there should be no impact on UEs that don't support this.
2. LTE

R5w140201 – Support of MAX bandwidth of 5 MHz in MAC TBS for band 31, presented by Rasheed
R&S commented that they have implemented these proposals and verified that they are fine.
This will be implemented in the next delivery and the related prose CRs will be presented at the next RAN5 meeting.
R5w140204 – Phase Rotator vs. Power Level Adjustments - Practicalities, presented by Olivier
This is the official start for testing.
3. IMS
R5w140205 – Handling of Content Length of SIP Message Body, presented by Wolfgang and Erich
Slide 3:

For option4 - now that we have 2 stage encoding in the TTCN we encode the message body separately so we should be able to get the length of this in the TTCN.
Anite do not like option 1 and prefer option 2.  R&S prefer option 2.  Anritsu prefer either option 2 or 4. Agilent are happy with any option.

The meeting has endorsed option 2.

Slide 4: 

TTCN3 has to use a float for xs:decimal.  Because the XML standard specifies the value may be encoded as either 1 or 1.0, then the receiving side must be able to accept both.  We therefore cannot accept change 5.1 in the CR as it is against the TTCN3 standard.

Slide 5:

The Mantis CR is only to change the xs:any element to use the 'anytype' TTCN3 type, so is not directly related to this issue.  It may help with complex uplink structures, but we don't think we currently have any instances of this.  

R5w140206 – IMS Over UTRAN: Test Model, presented by Olivier and Wolfgang
R&S do not want the same test case number in both the IMS_EUTRA and IMS_UTRAN.
TF160 replied that 6.3 and 7.1 should not be run over LTE – they are only applicable to UTRAN therefore this will not be a problem at the moment.
We currently have no plans to add any other test cases which are RAT independent to the _UTRAN test suite.  However if there are any duplication of test cases, we can discuss test case names then.

R&S asked if there is a requirement from PTCRB to run IMS registration over UTRAN test cases.  They are concerned that customers may then ask for all UTRAN only tests to handle IMS Registration.  TF160 replied that there is currently no such requirement known today.

This test model will be added to 34.229-3 only.  If they want to allow any other 36.523 or 34.123 test cases to include IMS registration then these specs will need to be updated too.
R&S asked if the 2nd IMS PTC will result in 2 RABs configured.  TF160 replied that this test model is the same as that as used in EUTRA.

4. AOB

Next Face-to-Face Meeting is Tues 30th September.

Summary of Actions:

Action 26.1: TF160: To provide proposal for PICS/PIXIT differences. By 5th August.

Action 26.2: TF160: To provide proposal for ASN.1 TDD differences. By 5th August.

Action 26.3: SS Vendors: To provide feedback for ASP changes for 128 bit ciphering key. By 5th August.

