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Intorduction

This document lists, in seprate clauses, some issues with applying the RAN5 PRD 13 when specifying EPS (E-UTRAN & EPC) TC prose, unresolved at RAN5#40, as well as, some not covered yet.
The document provides some suggestions and aimes at achieving agreements.
1
What to put in table coulmn "Procedure"
(Clause 2 in RAN5#40 R5-083624)

(This also addresses the issue of how to provide additional information for the TTCN team)
Two different cases should be distinguished:
1
A TC testing a particular protocol layer should normally include/describe only steps that describe actions which belong to that protocol layer AND NOT actions that adjasent lower or higher layers do. For example if we test RLC, in the normal case, only actions belonging to RLC should be specifid and no actions e.g. in MAC. In general it shall be assumed that e.g. a lower layer in the SS is designed according to the core spec and behaves correctly according to the core spec requirements. If problems are found these are SS problems and not a TC problem.

2
However, in certain cases there may be TCs for which the TP cannot be achieved without a specifc interaction with lower or higher layers, e.g. an action at lower layer needs to be trigered which would not be possible if the lower layer is left to follow the normal behaviour of its protocol; or, a message/PDU/SDU/etc. belonging to the lower or the higher protocol needs to be verified in order to confirm that the protocol layer under test has behaved correctly.

What to do in case (1): Dedicated steps for events outside of the protocl layer under test shall NOT be included in the test procedure sequence

What to do in case (2): Dedicated steps for events outside of the protocl layer under test shall be included in the test procedure sequence.
Providing additional information to steps: If the TC prose developer feels that some additional information, which is not available elsewhere in the TC, may be still helpful for understanding the test procedure sequence then the TC prose developer may provide this information as Note(s):

-
if the information relates to an existing step then the Note(s) shall be incuded in the test procedure sequence table (the usual last row dedicated for notes)

-
if the information DOES NOT relate to an existing step then the Note(s) shall be incuded outside, immediately bellow, the the test procedure sequence table.
2
What to put in table coulmn "Message"
(Clause 3 Issue 2 in RAN5#40 R5-083624)

Currently the PRD13 specifies the following procedure sequence table structure.
	St
	Procedure
	Message Sequence
	TP
	Verdict

	
	
	U - S
	Message
	
	


The "Message" column shall contain the complete information unit, e.g. a message or a PDU, that a protocol can send to its peer and NOT portions of its contents.

The implication of this for example is that a RLC PDU can be indicated in the column "Message" but a SDU(s) that this RLC PDU contains shall not.
If the structure/contents of a PDU needs to be specified this shall be done in/under the Specific Message Contents clause.
3
Replace examples with using TC descriptions from 36.523-1

(New)

The examples used in RAN5 PRD 13 currently are examples from 34.123-1 because they were developed at the time when 36.523-1 was not available or did not provide sufficiently developed TC prose.

Having examples form 36.523-1 would make applying those examples easier and would increase understanding.

It is suggested to eplace the existing examples with examples from 36.523-1 gradually, i.e. whenever a suitable example can be derived from 36.523-1.
