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5. WLAN

R5w160403 – WLAN-LTE Rel-13 Interworking: Overview, presented by Sheila
Keysight asked if there was a requirement for the SS to simulate more than 1 access point.  TF160 replied that yes, there are 2 test cases which require 2 access points. 
Question was raised as to whether the LWIPEP layer could be fully emulated by TTCN. TF160 replied that it potentially could, decision on which way to go (in TTCN or in SS controlled by TTCN) will be done when doing a detailed analysis.  
3. UTRAN/GERAN

R5w1604011 – UTRAN TTCN2 “Access Stratum Release Indicator”, presented by R&S
TF160 commented that this is a small change in the rrc.asn file with no impact to TTCN2 files as these values of the AccessStratumReleaseIndicator are not checked.  We accept the request and this will be done in the next TTCN2 release (Mar17).
Anritsu asked if this change would require all r99 tests to be re-validated.  The meeting agreed that this should not be required as there’s no TTCN impact – only the ASN.1 is being changed.
4. LTE
R5w160402r1 – D2D ProSe: Test Model and ASP updates, presented by Virginie
No comments were received.
R5w160404 – eMTC: Test Model and ASP updates, presented by Rasheed
TF160 clarified that Ericsson has confirmed to remove the repetitions, so the transmission time will now be 8ms for FDD DL, and similar for UL.
These ASP changes will be included in the delivery at the end of this week.

R5w160408 – eMTC: SysInfo Modification Handling, presented by Virginie

Please note as the SIs-BR modification period is very long, we will be using the HSFN to provide this.

There is no change to connected mode, as Cat M1UEs don’t look for paging for SysInfo change in connected mode.
R5w160405r1 – SC-PTM: Initial Test Model, presented by Marija

TF160 intend to bring a CR to introduce SC-PTM into 36.523-3 at the next RAN5 meeting.
6. IMS
R5w160406 – non-IMS TCs with IMS-enabled UEs: regression testing status, presented by Olivier
Anritsu and R&S will provide their test results next week.  R&S commented that the UE they’re using for multi-PDN connections, the UE only configures one PDN on UTRAN.  Therefore they currently don’t think multi-PDN is an issue for UTRAN.  TF160 asked if they could clarify the UE behaviour when the UE starts with one PDN on UTRAN and then moves to LTE.  Does the UE then request a 2nd PDN?
R&S asked if the issue of adding 10 seconds to every loopback test case to catch UEs which still send the SIP message was still required.  TF160 agreed to raise this issue at the RAN5 meeting, but a prose CR will also be required to 36.508.

Keysight asked about the removal of IMS regression related notes from 36.523-2.  Olivier agreed he will raise a CR to remove note 12, and another to remove notes 15 & 16 related to G2L testing.  Keysight agreed to raise a prose CR to update the other test cases in 36.523-1 for G2L testing. To bring confidence to RAN5, Olivier recommended that the Note15/16 test cases are tested with the IMSoGERAN long term solution. 
Action 35.1: R&S: Raise a prose CR to 36.508 to add 10s timer when configuring loopback.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.2: Olivier: Add the issue of adding 10s when configuring loopback to RAN5 Status Report.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.3: SS Vendors: Provide latest test results for IMS regression testing. By Thursday 10th Nov.
Action 35.4:Keysight: Raise a prose CR to 36.523-1 to update other G2L test cases.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.5: Olivier: To remove Notes 12, 15 and 16 from 36.523-2.  By RAN5#73.
8. NB-IoT

R5w160412 – NB-IoT: RRC/NAS Test Model, presented by Hellen

Anritsu asked about releasing SRB1bis.  TF160 replied that this is related to UP, so is still FFS, but we currently see two options:
· either the TTCN configures both SRB1bis and SRB1 together at the beginning of the test case.  As it’s clearly defined when SRB1bis becomes SRB1, both the TTCN and the SS will know when one becomes the other.  The TTCN will start sending messages on SRB1 at the appropriate point without any further ASP required.  After this point the SS can implicitly release SRB1bis if required.
· or the TTCN releases SRB1bis and configures SRB1 in the middle of the signalling procedure.  So during preamble: TTCN will configure SRB1bis, then after e.g. the ESM Information Response, the TTCN will release SRB1bis, configure SRB1, then use this to send the RRC Security Mode Command.
 The text of this document will be submitted at the RAN5 meeting.
R5w160414 – NB-IoT: RLC Test Model, presented by Erich
TF160 clarified that our proposal is to add a ‘Test Mode’ option in the NAS emulator which we will interface (internally within the TTCN) to the NB_SRB_PORT, we will then send/receive the processed message through the L2_DATA_PORT (this is similar to legacy DRB_PORT – but as we are now in CP, there is no DRB).
The reason we are doing this because we are using RRC and NAS to send/receive the RLC data over SRB, instead of simply using PDCP to send/receive data over DRB.  We cannot position the loopback directly over RLC as we need to be able to open the test loop and send the RRC Connection Release on this same SRB.
As this complicated implementation is only due to the messages at the end of the test body to get out of test loop mode; other option, not currently considered by RAN5 is to simply turn off the UE.  TF160 replied that test loop mode can also be used to trigger UL data.  In this case, the RRC connection will be released and after a delay, the UE will establish a new RRC connection. 
R5w160415 – NB-IoT: Test Methods and Design Considerations, presented by Wolfgang
Anritsu asked if we are also considering 3.75kHz?  Yes, this is catered for in the ASP definitions.

Also is it possible to schedule the data and the HARQ ACK for previously received DL data in the same subframe?  TF160 replied that due to the restrictions for Half Duplex mode, it should not be possible to schedule UL data whilst DL data transmission is ongoing.
What are the white spaces for in Table 7A.3.3-2?  TF160 replied that this is where nothing is happening.  We can schedule downlink data in the orange blocks (search space candidate 0), but the UE will not be looking for any DL transmission in the white blocks.  The search space candidate 0 blocks must be postponed until after any SI messages/other signals are sent.
Keysight asked if we can mix the polling mode for scheduling requests when the SR-ProhibitTimer is not configured.  If we are sending a periodic UL grant, will the UE monitor the NPDCCH before it starts the RACH procedure.  TF160 replied that this is not specified – so the UE may or not do this.  We therefore believe the longest possible SR-ProhibitTimer is needed so we don’t get the UE using the RACH procedure in connected mode.

Keysight agree that we do not need any periodic Timing Advance commands, but there are currently two conflicting values defined in 36.508.

R&S asked how the prose should be worded in L2 testcases – legacy LTE refers to e.g. after 60ms, but this doesn’t seem appropriate for NB-IoT.  TF160 suggested that all timing requirements for L2 tests should be in terms of number of search spaces.

R&S also asked if the timer tolerances should be the same – as the timing is very different for NB-IoT.  TF160 replied that this is not yet included in 36.508, clause 8.3.
The text of this document will be submitted at the RAN5 meeting.

R5w160409r1 – NB-IoT: ASPs, presented by Wolfgang
These updated ASPs listed in the word document will be included in this week’s delivery.
Action 35.6: SS Vendors: To feedback if they have any problems with the name changes of the legacy ASP types. By RAN5#73.

R5w160407 – NB-IoT Postambles, presented by Hellen

Anritsu asked if there was any mention of SRB1/SRB1bis.  TF160 replied that obviously in legacy LTE this was not required and currently (e.g. in the preamble procedure defined in 36.508) there was only the extra messages when required for User Plane, but still the SRB used is not mentioned.  Obviously this is catered for in the TTCN.
The text of this document will be submitted at the RAN5 meeting.

R5w160410 – Update of Common Test Environment Sections for NB-IoT UEs, presented by R&S

TF160 suggested it may be better to wait until more prose test cases are available before adding anything for the timer tolerances required for NB-IoT.  For now we can simply use the same calculations as defined for legacy LTE.
Keysight asked why 4 cells are specified in table 8.3.1-1.  For legacy LTE this is currently restricted to 3 cells.  Keysight and Anritsu suggested we keep the same number of a maximum of 3 active cells and then review this if required for the jumbo test cases.  Keysight and TF160 commented that all test cases should be applicable for all operation modes, so it doesn’t make sense to restrict a different number of cells for the different modes.  There is also currently no foreseen scenario for the co-existence of LTE and NB-IoT cells (at least in Rel-13).
TF160 commented that table 8.1.4.2-1 already references f4 and f5.  Therefore table 8.3.2.3.1-1 must be updated.
Jacob asked if everything has been included to complete all the GCF priority 1 test cases.  R&S replied that they are still waiting for an answer from CT1 & CT6 to update clause 8.1.9.  CT6 currently assume that if only one RAT is available (i.e. Rel-13), they do not need to perform any update.  R&S replied that this will mean that the current Idle Mode test cases will therefore need updating.

9. Other
R5w160413r1 –IoT TTCN planning, presented by Olivier
WK49 will be a full, normal delivery.  We hope you should be able to run all the existing LTE test cases against Cat M1 devices – but various issues are expected to be uncovered during testing, and some issues we have already identified in the prose.  For those test cases, the setting of the PICS will determine whether the cell is configured as “normal” or for a Cat M1 device.
At least 50% of the eMTC test cases will be verifiable in wk49.  These may be reserved from about wk49.

CAG#49bis will definitely take place, but the date is yet to be confirmed.  It may be influenced by the date of the MWC (28th Feb – 2nd Mar).

R5w160401 – TTCN Delivieries & Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier

No comments received.
Summary of Action Points:
Action 35.1: R&S: Raise a prose CR to 36.508 to add 10s timer when configuring loopback.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.2: Olivier: Add the issue of adding 10s when configuring loopback to RAN5 Status Report.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.3: SS Vendors: Provide latest test results for IMS regression testing. By Thursday 10th Nov.

Action 35.4: Keysight: Raise a prose CR to 36.523-1 to update other G2L test cases.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.5: Olivier: To remove Notes 12, 15 and 16 from 36.523-2.  By RAN5#73.
Action 35.6: SS Vendors: To feedback if they have any problems with the name changes of the legacy ASP types. By RAN5#73.

