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1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Friday 17th April 10:00 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w200000 were approved. 

IPR and antitrust reminder: 

The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

The delegates were asked to take note that they were thereby invited:

· to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

· to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing declaration forms

The attention of the delegates to the meeting was also drawn to the fact that 3GPP activities were subject to all applicable antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws was therefore required by any participant of the meeting, including the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen and were invited to seek any clarification needed with their legal counsel. The leadership would conduct the present meeting with impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP. Delegates were reminded that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings was important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters.
Statement Regarding Engagement with Companies Added to the U.S. Export Administration Regulations (EAR) Entity List in 3GPP Activities

1. Public Information is Not Subject to EAR

3GPP is an open platform where all contributions (including technology protected or not by patent) made by the different Individual Members under the membership of each respective Organizational Partner are publicly available. Indeed, contributions by all and any Individual Members are uploaded to a public file server when received and then the documents are effectively in the public domain.

In addition, since membership of email distribution lists is open to all, documents and emails distributed by that means are considered to be publicly available.

As a result, information contained in 3GPP contributions, documents, and emails distributed at 3GPP meetings or by 3GPP email distribution lists, because it is made available to the public without restrictions upon its further dissemination, is not subject to the export restrictions of the EAR.

Meeting minutes are maintained for 3GPP meetings. Such meeting minutes for 3GPP meetings are made available to the public without restrictions upon its further dissemination. As a result, information, including information conveyed orally, contained in 3GPP meetings is not subject to the export restriction of the EAR; this would include information conveyed during side meetings that may occur during the main meetings, if these meetings are open to any participants and the results of all said meetings are publicly available without restrictions upon their further dissemination.

2. Non-Public Information

Non-public information refers to the information not contained or not intended to be contained in 3GPP contributions, documents or emails. Such non-public information may be disclosed during informal meetings, exchanges, discussions or any form of other communication outside the 3GPP meetings and email distribution lists, and may be subject to the EAR.

3. Other Information

Certain encryption software controlled under the International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR), even if publicly available, may still be subject to US export controls other than the EAR.

4. Conduct of Meetings

The situation should be considered as "business as usual" during all the meetings called by 3GPP.

5. Responsibility of Individual Members

It should be remembered that contributions, meetings, exchanges, discussions or any form of other communication in or outside the 3GPP meetings are of the accountability, integrity and the responsibility of each Individual Member. In addition, Individual Members remain responsible for ensuring their compliance with all applicable export control regulations, including but not limited to EAR.

Individual Members with questions regarding the impact of laws and regulations on their participation in 3GPP should contact their companies’ legal counsels.
9. MCX

R5w200103 – Updates to LibSip_MessageBodyTypes, presented by Wolfgang
The ASP changes will be included in the June delivery, but for the change to sipfrag, the grace period will be extended to the September delivery.

6. IMS

R5w200107 – Handling of TTCN extension package keywords, presented by Wolfgang
This is presented to share the information with you, but it is not yet planned when this change will be implemented as this type definition library is shared by other projects in ETSI.
R&S asked how to update the command line options to use these changes.  TF160 replied that the command line options are tool specific, but as far as we are aware, all tools have already/will be providing a command line option.

Action 49.1: Olivier: To confirm the tool support for the extension of keywords and when the LibSip changes will be implemented.  By 15th May.
R5w200102 – SMS over IMS: Support of concatenated SMS test cases, presented by Erich

A TTCN module is provided in the zip file which contains all the declarations in the UDH group.  These only show the top-level definitions, the templates which use these and the encode and decode functions.
The test cases which require this are 18.1a and 18.2a.  These have already been added in GCF WI-128 and TF160 hope to include them in the June delivery.  

18.1.b has recently been added to the prose and is already included in the wk11 delivery.  We expect this test case will also be included in GCF WI-128.  

TF160 noted that there are similar test cases included in the IMS over 5G work plan.

10. 5G

R5w200104 – Way forward for RB allocation due to CORESET#0 and CORESET#1 shifting, presented by Virginie
Anritsu commented that it should it be ‘NR SA’ in section 3.  They also asked about the RBstart indexing in CORESET#0.  TF160 replied that we have added the core spec reference for this in the 38.523-3 draft prose CR.  Whatever is in CORESET#0 will start from the bottom of CORESET#0.

Qualcomm have already shared a proposal for the number of PDCCH candidates, but this might not be needed now, so these might need to be removed.
Keysight asked if we still need to do the changes listed for the draft prose CR to 38.523-3, or can we just use the offset calculation?  TF160 replied that as it is documented in 38.508-1 Annex C, we would prefer to refer to this.

R&S asked if SS vendors could receive a sample of early TTCN implementation for testing before the next delivery.  TF160 replied that we are waiting for concrete proposals from Ericsson, who volunteered to prepare 38.508-1 prose CRs.

Keysight asked that as there are different proposals put forward if there was an agreement how to proceed.  TF160 replied that we are going for proposals 1, 1bis, 2 and 3, although we haven’t yet seen clear proposals for 1bis and 2.

There is already a TTCN CR for an alternative proposal from Keysight.  This TTCN CR will be postponed until the outcome of these RAN5 discussions.  TF160 think there will be a number of changes, so are reluctant to document all of these in a TTCN CR

TF160 suggested that 38.523-3 Table 7.1.2.2.3.1-1 should be updated to point to the CORESET#0 calculations in 38.508-1.  Keysight replied that the SS currently need to calculate this value so will this also be added to the ASP, or do they still need to do the calculation?  TF160 agreed that we will get the value directly and pass the RBstart and the LRBmax in the ASP to the SS.

Action 49.2: Olivier: To request from Ericsson for a draft prose CR for the RB allocation due to CORESET#0 and #1 proposals.  By end of today.

Action 49.3: TF160: To provide draft TTCN code snippet for the implementation of action 49.2.  TBD.

Action 49.4: Olivier: To request RAN5 what to do with the Qualcomm proposal about the PDCCH candidates.  By end of today.
R5w200105 – Handling of DAI in DCIs, presented by Olivier
Keysight asked in which case will the mode be set to automatic, and which fixed?  TF160 replied that the next delivery would use the automatic mode.  This will be the default setting.  
Keysight asked if it would impact everything?  TF160 replied that currently when test cases have 1 serving cell, the UE is told to multiplex HARQ-ACK in the UL PUSCH transmissions, so there may be some issues with UL decoding.  When there is more than one serving cell, the DCI format 1_1 DAI size is 4 bits, but 38.508-1 specifies 2 bits, so the UE may not be able to decode the DCI format 1_1.
Issue 3 may exist in a particular situation, but we don’t know if any test case currently exists which used this.

R&S asked which use cases are there for explicit mode?  TF160 replied that we don’t know of any SIG test cases that need it today.

R&S asked if there was no use case for non-automatic mode, why is the ASP change required?  TF160 replied that explicit mode is already included in the ASP today and we are adding the automatic mode.

TF160 clarified that there is currently no known use case for explicit mode.
TF160 commented that if both DL & UL transmissions are required, the TTCN will provide at least a 40ms gap, therefore there shouldn’t be a reason to use explicit mode in any MAC test case.  We keep it only in case we may need it in the future.  
Anritsu asked if we are sending RLC data every 20ms, when should we be giving the grant?  TF160 replied that the TTCN will still use automatic mode in this situation therefore the SS should know what the UL TTI should be.
Action 49.5: SS Vendors: To provide feedback for the DAI proposal.  By 4th May.
R5w200106 – Updated guidelines on 5GS test execution, presented by Virginie
There are no changes required for CA at the moment.
11. Other
R5w200101 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
The July CAG meeting may run over onto Friday 10th July, therefore it was agreed to move Workshop#50 to 6th July.

Keysight asked if the IMS over NR test cases are dependent on the publication of NG.114 from GSMA?  R&S replied that the draft is ok in some parts, but not in others.  TF160 agreed that in that case we may not be able to make any test cases verifiable in wk25.  
R&S commented that hopefully the registration and basic voice call test cases should be available in the prose after the next RAN5 e-meeting, therefore some of these may be able to be made verifiable.  TF160 would not like to make any test case verifiable which is dependent on a draft GSMA specification.

Keysight asked if there is any plan to provide MCPTT test cases over LTE?  TF160 replied that we are only delivering MCPTT tests over the IP test model at the moment, but will endeavour to provide MCPTT over LTE if any SS Vendor asks us to.  There are still a number of prose issues that are still under discussion, and no test case can formally verified using the IP Test Model until this has been agreed by RAN5.

Keysight asked if there is any feedback from Operators about Options 4/5/7.  TF160 replied that there will not be a work plan until at least the August meeting and there won’t be any contributions until the meeting after this.
TF160 commented that we will provide a full TTCN Status Report by the end of today.

12. Closure of the Meeting

The meeting was ended on Tuesday 17th April 12:46 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 49.1: Olivier: To confirm the tool support for the extension of keywords and when the LibSip changes will be implemented.  By 15th May.
Action 49.2: Olivier: To request from Ericsson for a draft prose CR for the RB allocation due to CORESET#0 and #1 proposals.  By end of today.

Action 49.3: TF160: To provide a draft TTCN code snippet for the implementation of action 49.2.  TBD.

Action 49.4: Olivier: To request RAN5 what to do with the Qualcomm proposal about the PDCCH candidates.  By end of today.
Action 49.5: SS Vendors: To provide feedback for the DAI proposal.  By 4th May.
