Page 1



3GPP TSG-RAN WG5 Testing
R5s141157
01 Jan – 31 Dec 2014

	CR-Form-v11.1

	CHANGE REQUEST

	

	
	36.523-3
	CR
	2471
	rev
	-
	Current version:
	11.5.0
	

	

	For HELP on using this form: comprehensive instructions can be found at 
http://www.3gpp.org/Change-Requests.

	


	Proposed change affects:
	UICC apps
	
	ME
	
	Radio Access Network
	
	Core Network
	


	

	Title:

	Correction of GCF WI-086 EUTRA<>UTRA SRVCC test case 13.4.3.2

	
	

	Source to WG:
	Anritsu Ltd.

	Source to TSG:
	R5

	
	

	Work item code:
	TEI8_Test
	
	Date:
	2014-10-24

	
	
	
	
	

	Category:
	F
	
	Release:
	Rel-11

	
	Use one of the following categories:
F  (correction)
A  (mirror corresponding to a change in an earlier release)
B  (addition of feature), 
C  (functional modification of feature)
D  (editorial modification)

Detailed explanations of the above categories can
be found in 3GPP TR 21.900.
	Use one of the following releases:
Rel-8
(Release 8)
Rel-9
(Release 9)
Rel-10
(Release 10)
Rel-11
(Release 11)
Rel-12
(Release 12)
Rel-13
(Release 13)
Rel-14
(Release 14)

	
	

	Reason for change:
	During the release of MT call, the UE has two response options for the BYE – either 200OK or ‘’481Call/Transaction does not exist’’. If the latter case is chosen, currently the function f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36 is incorrectly using the original INVITE for creating the response template, even though the 481 is response related to BYE and not to the original INVITE.

As a consequence wrong CSeq and method is expected in the 481 message.

	
	

	Summary of change:
	Message header from BYE is used instead of from INVITE when creating response template for ‘’481 Call/Transaction does not exist’’ in the f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36 function.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Conformant UE may fail the test.

	
	

	Clauses affected:
	13.4.3.2

	
	

	
	Y
	N
	
	

	Other specs
	
	X
	 Other core specifications

	TS/TR ... CR ... 

	affected:
	
	X
	 Test specifications
	TS/TR ... CR ... 

	(show related CRs)
	
	X
	 O&M Specifications
	TS/TR ... CR ... 

	
	

	Other comments:
	


Change 1

	Function Name
	f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36

	Reason for change
	During the release of MT call, the UE has two response options for the BYE – either 200OK or ‘’481Call/Transaction does not exist’’. If the latter case is chosen, currently the function f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36 is incorrectly using the original INVITE for creating the response template, even though the 481 is response related to BYE and not to the original INVITE.

 As a consequence wrong CSeq and method is expected in the 481 message.

	Summary of change
	Message header from BYE is used instead of from INVITE when creating response template for ‘’481 Call/Transaction does not exist’’ in the f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36 function.

	Source of change
	Common\IMS\IMS_CommonSRVCC.ttcn


Before change:

	  function f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36(template (value) INVITE_Request p_InviteRequest,

                                              SipUrl p_ContactSipUrl) runs on IMS_PTC

  {

    var IMS_DATA_RSP v_IMS_DATA_RSP;

    var template (value) MessageHeader v_MessageHeader_Bye;

    var InternetProtocol_Type v_Protocol := f_IMS_PTC_ImsInfo_GetTransportProtocol();

    // The SS sends BYE to release the call

    v_MessageHeader_Bye := f_IMS_ByeRequest_MessageHeaderTX(p_InviteRequest);

    IMS_Client.send(cas_IMS_BYE_Request(cs_IMS_RoutingInfo(v_Protocol), cs_BYE_Request(p_ContactSipUrl, v_MessageHeader_Bye)));

    //  The UE either sends 200 OK or 481

    alt {

      [] a_IMS_ReceiveResponse(v_MessageHeader_Bye,

                               v_Protocol,

                               cr_Response(c_statusLine200, f_IMS_OtherResponse_200_MessageHeaderRX(v_MessageHeader_Bye)),

                               v_IMS_DATA_RSP) {}

      [] a_IMS_ReceiveResponse(p_InviteRequest.msgHeader,

                               v_Protocol,

                               cr_Response(c_statusLine481, f_IMS_InviteResponse_4XX_MessageHeaderRX(p_InviteRequest.msgHeader)),

                               v_IMS_DATA_RSP){}

    }

    f_IMS_PTC_ImsInfo_DialogRelease();    /* there is no dialog anymore; @sic R5s140017 MCC160 implementation sic@ */

  }


After change:

	  function f_IMS_SRVCC_CallReleaseMT_AnnexC36(template (value) INVITE_Request p_InviteRequest,

                                              SipUrl p_ContactSipUrl) runs on IMS_PTC

  {

    var IMS_DATA_RSP v_IMS_DATA_RSP;

    var template (value) MessageHeader v_MessageHeader_Bye;

    var InternetProtocol_Type v_Protocol := f_IMS_PTC_ImsInfo_GetTransportProtocol();

    // The SS sends BYE to release the call

    v_MessageHeader_Bye := f_IMS_ByeRequest_MessageHeaderTX(p_InviteRequest);

    IMS_Client.send(cas_IMS_BYE_Request(cs_IMS_RoutingInfo(v_Protocol), cs_BYE_Request(p_ContactSipUrl, v_MessageHeader_Bye)));

    //  The UE either sends 200 OK or 481

    alt {

      [] a_IMS_ReceiveResponse(v_MessageHeader_Bye,

                               v_Protocol,

                               cr_Response(c_statusLine200, f_IMS_OtherResponse_200_MessageHeaderRX(v_MessageHeader_Bye)),

                               v_IMS_DATA_RSP) {}

      [] a_IMS_ReceiveResponse(p_InviteRequest.msgHeader,

                               v_Protocol,

                               cr_Response(c_statusLine481, f_IMS_InviteResponse_4XX_MessageHeaderRX(v_MessageHeader_Bye)), 
                               v_IMS_DATA_RSP){}

    }

    f_IMS_PTC_ImsInfo_DialogRelease();    /* there is no dialog anymore; @sic R5s140017 MCC160 implementation sic@ */


