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	Reason for change:
	In the current TTCN implementation of the function fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody , at step 4 cr_508_CounterCheckResponse is expected to have the entries for v_MCG_DRB_Id and v_SCG_DRB_Id. 
In the counter check DL message , count is provided as “0” for both MCG and SCG DRB.

1) COUNT value sent in cs_508_CounterCheck message is “0” for MCG DRB 

2) There is no DRB tx/rx happen on MCG DRB , so UE side COUNT value also will remain as “0” for MCG DRB

3) Due to COUNT value being same between the ones indicated in drb_CountMSB_InfoList and the one in UE side , UE will send counter response without filling drb-CountInfoList as the highlighted condition is failing in below spec snippet . 

As per TS 136 331 - V17.4.0 section 5.3.6.3 Reception of the CounterCheck message by the UE
Upon receiving the CounterCheck message, the UE shall:
1>	for each DRB that is established:
… <<skipped text>>…
2>	else if, for at least one direction, the most significant bits of the COUNT are different from the value indicated in the drb-CountMSB-InfoList:
3>	if the DRB is configured with E-UTRA PDCP:
4>	include the DRB in the drb-CountInfoList in the CounterCheckResponse message by including the drb-Identity, the count-Uplink and the count-Downlink set to the value of the corresponding COUNT;
3>	else if the DRB is configured with NR PDCP:
4>	include the DRB in the drb-CountInfoList in the CounterCheckResponse message by including the drb-Identity, the count-Uplink and the count-Downlink set to the value of TX_NEXT – 1 and RX_NEXT – 1 (specified in TS 38.323 [83]), respectively;
It is proposed not to check the value of drb_CountInfoList , when receiving Counter Check Response

	
	

	Summary of change:
	When receiving Counter Check Response , drb_CountInfoList value is not checked by TTCN
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	A conformant UE may fail the test case 

	
	

	Clauses affected:
	8.2.2.2.1.ENDC

	
	

	
	Y
	N
	
	

	Other specs
	
	X
	 Other core specifications	
	

	affected:
	X
	
	 Test specifications
	38.523-1

	(show related CRs)
	
	X
	 O&M Specifications
	

	
	

	Other comments:
	

	
	

	This CR's revision history:
	



 

Page 1
 

 






[bookmark: _Toc139023798]Table of Contents
Table of Contents	3
1	Overview	3
2	Corrections required	3
2.1	Correction to the Function fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody	3
1 [bookmark: _Toc122434485][bookmark: _Toc138933183][bookmark: _Toc138964073][bookmark: _Toc139023799] Overview
This document lists all the essential changes needed to correct problems in the iwd-TTCN3-B2022-09_D23wk24 related to the title of this CR.
Contact:	Parikshit Bhise
	parikshit.bhise@rohde-schwarz.com 

2 [bookmark: _Toc122434488][bookmark: _Toc295288959][bookmark: _Toc139023800]Corrections required
2.1 [bookmark: _Toc139023801]Correction to the Function fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody
	Function name
	fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody

	Reason for change
	In the current TTCN implementation of the function fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody , at step 4 cr_508_CounterCheckResponse is expected to have the entries for v_MCG_DRB_Id and v_SCG_DRB_Id. 
In the counter check DL message , count is provided as “0” for both MCG and SCG DRB.

1) COUNT value sent in cs_508_CounterCheck message is “0” for MCG DRB 

2) There is no DRB tx/rx happen on MCG DRB , so UE side COUNT value also will remain as “0” for MCG DRB

3) Due to COUNT value being same between the ones indicated in drb_CountMSB_InfoList and the one in UE side , UE will send counter response without filling drb-CountInfoList as the highlighted condition is failing in below spec snippet . 

As per TS 136 331 - V17.4.0 section 5.3.6.3 Reception of the CounterCheck message by the UE
Upon receiving the CounterCheck message, the UE shall:
1> for each DRB that is established:
… <<skipped text>> …
2>	else if, for at least one direction, the most significant bits of the COUNT are different from the value indicated in the drb-CountMSB-InfoList:
3>	if the DRB is configured with E-UTRA PDCP:
4>	include the DRB in the drb-CountInfoList in the CounterCheckResponse message by including the drb-Identity, the count-Uplink and the count-Downlink set to the value of the corresponding COUNT;
3>	else if the DRB is configured with NR PDCP:
4>	include the DRB in the drb-CountInfoList in the CounterCheckResponse message by including the drb-Identity, the count-Uplink and the count-Downlink set to the value of TX_NEXT – 1 and RX_NEXT – 1 (specified in TS 38.323 [83]), respectively;
It is proposed not to check the value of drb_CountInfoList , when receiving Counter Check Response

	Summary of change
	When receiving Counter Check Response , drb_CountInfoList value is not checked by TTCN 

	TTCN module
	ttcn/develop/ENDC/8_2_2/RRCReconfig_ENDC_EUTRA.ttcn

	MCC160 Comment
	



    
Before Change:
	function fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody() runs on EUTRA_5GS_PTC
  { // @sic R5-191203 R5-201204 R5-213472 R5s210730 sic@
  
   << SKIPPED CODE >>
   
   interleave {
        []SRB.receive(car_SRB_RrcPdu_IND_Common(eutra_Cell1, // Table 8.2.2.2.1.3.2-3: Parallel behaviour
                                              tsc_SRB1,
                                              cr_508_CounterCheckResponse(-, {cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_MCG_DRB_Id), cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_SCG_DRB_Id)}),
                                              -,
                                              crs_RlcBearerRouting_Eutra(eutra_Cell1))) {};
        []SRB.receive(car_SRB_RrcPdu_IND_Common(eutra_Cell1,// Table 8.2.2.2.1.3.3-9
                                              tsc_SRB1,
                                              cr_508_CounterCheckResponse(-, {cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_MCG_DRB_Id), cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_SCG_DRB_Id)}),
                                              -,
                                              cr_RlcBearerRouting_NR(nr_Cell1))) {};
    }
	
	<< SKIPPED CODE >>
	
}



After Change:
	function fl_TC_8_2_2_2_1_ENDC_EUTRA_TestBody() runs on EUTRA_5GS_PTC
  { // @sic R5-191203 R5-201204 R5-213472 R5s210730 sic@
  
   << SKIPPED CODE >>
   
	interleave {
	[]SRB.receive(car_SRB_RrcPdu_IND_Common(eutra_Cell1, // Table 8.2.2.2.1.3.2-3: Parallel behaviour
										  tsc_SRB1,
										  cr_508_CounterCheckResponse(-, /*{cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_MCG_DRB_Id), cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_SCG_DRB_Id)}*/?),  //WA#WI=1106046
										  -,
										  crs_RlcBearerRouting_Eutra(eutra_Cell1))) {};
	[]SRB.receive(car_SRB_RrcPdu_IND_Common(eutra_Cell1,// Table 8.2.2.2.1.3.3-9
										  tsc_SRB1,
										  cr_508_CounterCheckResponse(-, /*{cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_MCG_DRB_Id), cr_DRB_Count_Info(v_SCG_DRB_Id)}*/?),  //WA#WI=1106046
										  -,
										  cr_RlcBearerRouting_NR(nr_Cell1))) {};

	
	<< SKIPPED CODE >>
	
}



