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6. IMS

R5w160110 – LibSip updates: encoding rules for SIPTypesAndValues, presented by Wolfgang
Keysight is happy to apply this encoding rule across the whole module, rather than the single type requested in their TTCN CR.  TF160 will implement this in the wk24 delivery.
Keysight asked if the tag “XCAPCodec” can be removed from the XCAP_ASP_TypeDefs file.  TF160 replied that this is required for the 34.229-4 model.

Action 33.1: TF160: To update the MCC160 Comments to TTCN CR R5s160270.  By 22nd April.
R5w160109 – Non-IMS TCs with IMS-enabled UEs: regression testing status, presented by Olivier
For the U2L testing, even though R&S have issues with UEs finishing on UTRAN, the initial IMS registration on UTRAN implemented in the last delivery is working.
R&S asked about the column in the results spreadsheet for Multi-PDN for U2L test cases, as this is not currently envisaged in the prose or TTCN.  TF160 confirmed that the TTCN should still fail if the UE tried to activate another PDP context after the IMS registration.  The meeting was not sure if this scenario is required or not.  It was agreed to ask UE vendors for their opinion.

Action 33.2: TF160: To update the Regression results spreadsheet and share with the interested parties in RAN5.  By 22nd April.
4. LTE

R5w160106 – Handling of Frequency Bands higher than 64, presented by Virginie

R&S asked as the type is being changed, if the name of the PIXIT could also be changed in order to preserve backward compatibility.  TF160 replied that this was previously an ASN.1 integer type with restricted range, so we’re simply keeping it as an integer, but allowing any value, so questioned if this was really a type change.
Action 33.3: SS Vendors: To confirm if the PIXIT change for higher frequency bands is ok.  By end of April.
R5w160105 – TLS Handling, presented by Wolfgang
This will be implemented in wk24.
R5w160104 – D2D ProSe: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Virginie

TF160 commented that there are still discussions on the prose and 36.509.
R&S asked as no dedicated RAN5 group has been created, would it be possible if any ongoing email discussions could be shared with all SS vendors.

Anritsu asked what the channel power levels were relative to.  TF160 replied that this is similar to LTE cells, we are planning to add this to 36.508.

Action 33.4: TF160: To share draft prose documents and all email discussions for D2D with SS vendors.  By 22nd April.
Action 33.5: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on D2D changes.  By end of April.
R5w160102 – Dual Connectivity: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Rasheed
This will be implemented in wk24 in order to make these test cases verifiable.

R5w160103 – SCE-PHY: Test Model and ASP Updates, presented by Rasheed
Keysight asked if the zero power configurations were not to be used, then could they be left out of the ASP.  TF160 replied that they will not be used currently in the TTCN, but we do expect them to be used in the future.
This will be implemented in wk24.

R5w160112 – Big UL Grant for Lower Category UEs, presented by Rasheed
TF160 confirmed that this change may impact many test cases, even Rel-8.  This was recently requested by the RAN5 leadership.
Keysight asked if the TTCN will make the decision to implement this based on the UE category. TF160 confirmed. 
TF160 clarified that the SS (not UE, typo in R5w160112) will transmit 1 grant every ‘t’ milliseconds, ‘n’ times.

TF160 will include this in a prose CR to the next RAN5 and then implement this is wk24.

Action 33.6: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on Big UL Grants.  By end of April.
5. WLAN

R5w160107 – WLAN IP Handling, presented by Wolfgang
Keysight asked in the routing table example, if the blue scenario will remove any requirement on the SS to implement any DNS/DHCP.
R&S asked if you would be able to receive IP data from both UTRAN/EUTRAN and WLAN at the same time.  TF160 confirmed that this could technically happen.  When the UE moves to WLAN, the TTCN will re-configure the routing table to update the entry from EUTRA to IPsecTunnel.
TF160 stated that the only potential additional requirement is to check the contents of the EAP payload, but this is not foreseen at the moment.  The rest of the IPsec tunnel should remain as a ‘black box’ in our test model.

R&S asked if we expect SIP messages and RTP/RTCP data over the same port and if so, how do we differentiate between them?  TF160 replied that we effectively have 2 IP packets – inner and outer.  The outer IP packet will always go to the IPsec tunnel with UDP port 4500 and the inner IP packet will be the same as LTE/UTRAN.

R&S asked that the routing table decides where the DNS query is handled.  TF160 replied that with the blue implementation, the TTCN can handle DNS, together with DHCP/ICMPv6 and so with this model, there will be no requirement to implement this in the SS.

Keysight asked if the SS would need to configure additional sockets for the DNS query from WLAN.  TF160 confirmed that this would be needed, with additional PIXITs.

Motorola commented for WLAN offload scenario, the UE will have different protocol stacks, so may be sending DNS queries etc. on the WLAN in parallel to doing IMS registration on LTE.  TF160 replied that the TTCN will rely on the IP addresses used to determine where to send the replies.

For the IMS over WLAN test cases, we currently only have the work plan and the single test case 20.1, testing DNS.  Ericsson has confirmed offline to TF160 that they will endeavour to avoid writing test cases that require implementing IPsec in the TTCN.

The working assumption is to implement at least the model described in slide 6 in wk24 and the SS vendors will confirm about the model described in slide 8.

Action 33.7: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on the test model described in R5w160107, slide 8, required for IMS over WLAN.  By end of April.
R5w160108 – 3GPP/WLAN IW: ASPs updates, presented by Wolfgang
TF160 would like to implement this, together with the previous proposed changes to the test model, in wk24.
TF160 prefers the SS to send separate indications when each step of the WLAN offloading procedure is performed, rather than waiting until the IPsec tunnel is completed and then sending a single record.
R&S asked if the APN name should be included in the IKE_SA_INIT_Ind to ensure that the UE is sending this correctly.  This is not currently required in the prose.

Action 33.8: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on the WLAN ASP changes, including the last slide.  By end of April.

Action 33.9: R&S: To provide information on extra WLAN ASP change requested.  By end of April.
8. Other
R5w160111 – XSD: Handling of type/element substitution, presented by Hellen
This presentation is based on the recommendation of Devoteam.  They currently include element substitution as standard, but provide compiler options to select all combinations of element and/or type substitution.  They have recommended that we use both element and type substitution. 

At the moment, this will only impact one template in our code – for PubGruu.

When testing this, TF160 found different behaviour with one tool that we support.  The company responsible is investigating if they need to raise a CR to the TTCN-3 standard, which may result in more impact on our code if we turn on type substitution.

The latest STF for the TTCN-3 standard maintenance group is to start in May, so there will not be a new draft version of the TTCN-3 standard until at least the end of this year.
The meeting has decided to ignore Devoteam’s recommendation and NOT to use type substitution at the moment.  We will wait to see the outcome of the related CR(s) on the TTCN-3 standard.

R5w160101 – TTCN deliveries and miscellaneous, presented by Olivier

R&S asked if there will be any multi-cell scenarios for NB-IoT.  TF160 replied there’s no measurement reporting, no handover, no InterRAT.  There may be cell selection – i.e. idle mode test cases, but we have no idea of test cases yet.
The recent GCF meeting was made aware that there are a couple of devices with eUICC that want to be certified, but this is very difficult with the current test cases.
Summary of Actions:
Action 33.1: TF160: To update the MCC160 Comments to TTCN CR R5s160270.  By 22nd April.
Action 33.2: TF160: To update the Regression results spreadsheet and share with the interested parties in RAN5.  By 22nd April.
Action 33.3: SS Vendors: To confirm if the PIXIT change for higher frequency bands is ok.  By end of April.
Action 33.4: TF160: To share draft prose documents and all email discussions for D2D with SS vendors.  By 22nd April.
Action 33.5: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on D2D changes.  By end of April.
Action 33.6: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on Big UL Grants.  By end of April.
Action 33.7: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on the test model described in R5w160107, slide 8, required for IMS over WLAN.  By end of April.
Action 33.8: SS Vendors: To feedback comments on the WLAN ASP changes, including the last slide.  By end of April.
Action 33.9: R&S: To provide information on extra WLAN ASP change requested.  By end of April.

