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According to the current prose in Step 12, the SS should send 12 RLC PDUs. In order to ensure that the testcase behaviour is same for all Category TTCN implementation sends 10 RLC PDUs followed by 2 RLC PDUs. 

This may cause the UE Buffer status not to be sufficiently filled up, resulting in UE always reporting with happy bit set to “happy”. 

To improve the stability of the test case, in step 12 of the expected sequence, it is proposed that the SS send 20 RLC PDUs on LCH1 instead of 12.
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1. lt_LocalTest: The test case variable tcv_NumPDU is set to 20.

2. lt_Step12: Loop back PDU’s in block of 10 PDUs are sent initially followed by another set of 10 PDUs

3. lt_CleanAnyRetransmissions: Constraint ca_RLC_TR_MACesDATA_IND is used instead of ca_RLC_TR_MACesDATA_IND_Happy
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2 Modification to TC 7.1.6.2.2

2.1 lt_LocalTest

Test case Name
lt_LocalTest

Reason for change
According to the current prose in Step 12, the SS should send 12 RLC PDUs. In order to ensure that the testcase behaviour is same for all Category TTCN implementation sends 10 RLC PDUs followed by 2 RLC PDUs. 

This may cause the UE Buffer status not to be sufficiently filled up, resulting in UE always reporting with happy bit set to “happy”. 

To improve the stability of the test case, in step 12 of the expected sequence, it is proposed that the SS send 20 RLC PDUs on LCH1 instead of 12.

Summary of change
The test case variable tcv_NumPDU is set to 20.

Source of change
New change

Label
WA#

Before:
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2.2 lt_Step12

Test case Name
lt_Step12

Reason for change
According to the current prose in Step 12, the SS should send 12 RLC PDUs. In order to ensure that the testcase behaviour is same for all Category TTCN implementation sends 10 RLC PDUs followed by 2 RLC PDUs. 

This may cause the UE Buffer status not to be sufficiently filled up, resulting in UE always reporting with happy bit set to “happy”. 

To improve the stability of the test case, in step 12 of the expected sequence, it is proposed that the SS send 20 RLC PDUs on LCH1 instead of 12.

Summary of change
Loop back PDU’s in block of 10 PDUs are sent initially followed by another set of 10 PDUs



Source of change
New change

Label
WA#

Before:
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2.3 lt_CleanAnyRetransmissions

Test case Name
lt_CleanAnyRetransmissions

Reason for change
The check for the happy bit is not required in this test step, since all the checks have been performed previously in the test purpose and now only a clean up of re-transmissions is required.

Summary of change
Constraint ca_RLC_TR_MACesDATA_IND is used instead of ca_RLC_TR_MACesDATA_IND_Happy

Source of change
New change

Label
WA#

Before:
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