Document:  
R5w200311
Title:
Minutes of RAN5 TTCN Workshop #51 (20/10/2020)
Source:
MCC TF160

Attendees

Olivier Genoud, TF160
Holger Jauch, R&S

Virginie Bardaux, Anritsu, TF160

Wolfgang Seka, Anritsu, TF160

Shaun Harry, Keysight
Mohit Kanchan, Keysight

Hellen Saunders, Keysight, TF160

Francisca Rodriguez Navas, R&S, TF160

Erich Weber, TF160

Marija Buis, Adare, TF160

Lidia Salmeron, TF160

Carlos Arroyo-Narvaez, Adare, TF160

Narendra Kalahasti, Anritsu

Mohammed Abdul Rasheed, Motorola Mobility, TF160
Xiaozhong Chen, CATT, TF160

Yin Zheng, Datang Linktester

Fu Wang, Datang Linktester
1. Agenda

The meeting was opened on Tuesday 20th October 10:00 CET. 

The meeting was chaired by Olivier Genoud. The agenda, documents allocation and schedule in R5w200300r1 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.
4. LTE

R5w200306r1 – Updates to EPC NAS type definitions for Rel-16, presented by Hellen

Keysight were concerned that the UE Vendors will be implementing only the Sep20 version of 24.301, so there will be differences between the TTCN definitions and those used by the UE.  TF160 explained that the errors reported are all errors in the syntax, therefore the Sep20 version cannot be implemented as it is.  This means that the UE vendors will also have to find a solution/use the latest CT1 CRs.
5. WLAN

R5w200302 – WLAN Measurement Collection in LTE MDT: ASP updates, presented by Marija
No comments received.
10. 5G

R5w200307 – RRC Connection Re-establishment procedures, presented by Virginie
R&S commented that this amount of detail is not used in other procedures, such as that for the Resume procedure.  They request that only a higher level of explanation should be used and suggest that step 12 is not correct.  TF160 replied that 5G is different to LTE – in 5G is only SRB1 is re-established, therefore another RRC Reconfiguration message is required.  
TF160 commented that we did not provide a detailed explanation for the Resume procedure as this was not very difficult, but we can provide more detail if requested.
Anritsu asked if we need DTCH in step 3.  TF160 replied that it was not required, but we have documented it like this for completeness.

Anritsu asked why the UL grant was configured at step 7 as it is never stopped.  TF160 replied that this is only to configure it on the new cell.

Anritsu asked if the sequence of steps 5 to 7 is correct.  TF160 replied that this can be reviewed, as steps 5 and 6 might need an UL Grant on SR.

Action 51.1: TF160: To check the sequence and provide an updated proposal for the RRC Connection Re-establishment procedure.  By 30th October.
R5w200304 – Intra-NR mobility in RRC_CONNECTED with NR CA updates, presented by Lidia
This was found in the verification of 8.1.4.1.7.1.
R5w200309 – NR-DC Layer 3 test model updates, presented by Virginie
No comments received.
R5w200305 – NR-DC PSCell change, presented by Virginie
TF160 commented that we have found some issues in the NR-DC test cases and procedures in 38.508-1.
For 38.508-1: we are planning to update the connectivity table.  Also, in the sequence the new DRB for SCG cannot use the same QoS Flow, so we need to add a PDU Session Modification.  This will also mean that DRB2 cannot be configured with SRB2 & DRB1 and a separate RRC Reconfiguration message is required.
Finally, the SCG is currently defined as MN terminated, but we think this would be better as SN terminated.

We will share our proposals with those responsible for 38.508-1 and all SS Vendors soon.

In the 38.523-1, we need to clarify the preamble and the specific message contents.

R5w200308r1 – Rel-16 baseline upgrade: NR ASP updates, presented by Virginie
These changes have an impact on Rel-16 tests only.  There are a few field name changes, so these will need changes in the TTCN, but these are backwards compatible from the UE point of view.
Keysight asked about the CRs in the last RAN5 meeting that were updating some of 38.508-1 to Rel-16.  These were not implemented in the last delivery, but will be implemented, where possible, in the wk43 delivery.
R5w200310 – Potential TS 38.523-3 Test Model improvements, presented by R&S
Peer vs Local Configuration Logging:

TF160 suggested that maybe the system configuration will be handled first by the SS, therefore this maybe logged correctly.  Keysight asked if this is only in the case when the SRB message and the local configuration is using the same timing information (i.e. not ‘now’).  R&S replied that this is in all scenarios.  TF160 commented that this would not be possible if there is specific timing information as we would be losing time.
Anritsu commented that adding another CNF flag would only make it more difficult to achieve 100ms timing.

R&S replied that this purely an issue between the TTCN and the SS.  It is not due to the sending of the SRB message from the SS over the air, so it would not take any time.  It would only be an internal co-ordination message in the TTCN.
Keysight and Anritsu do not have this issue and would prefer this not to be implemented as it will add overhead for the TTCN and has no benefit.

TF160 suggested that this topic can be revisited at the TTCN Sidebar during the next RAN5 meeting.

NR Cell Config Request:

R&S suggested that the follow-on flag is not currently being used in the way it was designed for.  TF160 commented that it may not be possible to provide all the information in one request; also, sometimes there are many choices and if statements to process before the configuration is sent.

Keysight and Anritsu commented that it would be nice to have the configuration all in one message, but they understand this would mean the TTCN would be a lot more complicated; however, it would be good if the follow-on flag could be used, at least in the same cell context.

TF160 replied that the follow-on flag would end up being used everywhere and it will never be straightforward.

R&S suggested that they could categorise certain procedures where they would like this to be implemented, if possible.
Action 51.2: R&S: To provide further scenarios where the follow-on flag may be used in the NR Cell Config Request.  By the TTCN Sidebar.

Action 51.3: TF160: To check if the follow-on flag may be used in the NR Cell Config Request in the scenario provided.  By the TTCN Sidebar.
RLC Discard:

Action 51.4: TF160: To check the history of the RLC Discard ASP with a view for its removal.  By the TTCN Sidebar.
11. Other
R5w200303 – RAN5 PRD12 updates, presented by Olivier
Keysight asked if there was any guidance on how to fill in the “clauses affected” for CRs which are only for common functions.  TF160 replied that they don’t mind what information is provided, just that this field is not blank.  It could be either the common function names, or if thought more useful, a group of relevant test cases.
Keysight commented that if FR1 + FR2 are being verified, then FR1 cell(s) can be conducted. TF160 replied that in their understanding of RAN5 decision FR1 + FR2 can only operate fully OTA. Anritsu clarified that for FR1 + FR2, FR1 can be only an un-calibrated link.

These changes are more relevant for category B CRs, but they should be taken into account as soon as possible.

R5w200301 – TTCN Deliveries and Miscellaneous, presented by Olivier
Anritsu asked which Rel-16 features would be targeted for the next TTCN-3 delivery(ies).  Only a couple of Rel-16 test cases are planned for the December delivery, but there is not much progress in the prose for Rel-16 features.  Therefore, the earliest delivery for these will be in March next year.  Please let us know if there are any requests for the priority of our implementation of the Rel-16 features.
Keysight asked about the Rel-15 5GS non-3GPP access test cases, which are already available in the prose.  TF160 replied that they don’t currently think there is any industry interest for this.

R&S asked if there will be any changes between wk43 & wk50 in the NAS type definitions due to the issues found in 24.301.  As the CT1 meeting is on this week, we hope all issues will be resolved in time for us to implement them in our delivery; however we cannot guarantee that corrections will not be needed in wk50. 
R&S asked if there will be any progress on Bluetooth and if only the WLAN aspects will be implemented.  TF160 are not currently aware of any industry interest for Bluetooth.  If this changes, we can work on a test model.  GCF have not provided any bands for Bluetooth.  They treat Bluetooth and WLAN as the same, in the same GCF Work Item.

R&S requested for workshop#54 to be on Tuesday 6th July. 

12. Closure of the Meeting

The meeting was ended on Tuesday 20th October 13:05 CET. 

Summary of Action Points:
Action 51.1: TF160: To check the sequence and provide an updated proposal for the RRC Connection Re-establishment procedure.  By 30th October.
Action 51.2: R&S: To provide further scenarios where the follow-on flag may be used in the NR Cell Config Request.  By the TTCN Sidebar.

Action 51.3: TF160: To check if the follow-on flag may be used in the NR Cell Config Request in the scenario provided.  By the TTCN Sidebar.
Action 51.4: TF160: To check the history of the RLC Discard ASP with a view for its removal.  By the TTCN Sidebar.
