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1. [bookmark: _Toc122434488][bookmark: _Toc295288959][bookmark: _Toc114545018]Corrections required
1.1 [bookmark: _Toc114545019]Correction to the function fl_TC_8_1_4_1_6_TestBody
	Template name
	fl_TC_8_1_4_1_6_TestBody

	Reason for change
	In the current Implementation of the test case 8.1.4.1.6, cs_NR_RachProcedureConfig_RRCReestablishment is used to configure the rach list as in other reestablishment test cases.

As this test case is negative scenario , on the reception of reestablishment DL Peer Message with a wrong nextHopChainingCount value causing an integrity check failure, UE is not going to initiate Rach for sending the RLC ACK for reestablishment , and further for sending reestablishment complete 

It is proposed not to configure the rach list for this negative scenario

	Summary of change
	Removed the rach list , instead configured the rach entry which is specific to reestablishment request procedure

	TTCN module
	RRC_IntraNR_Handover_NR5GC.ttcn

	MCC160 Comment
	Accepted



    
Before Change:
	function fl_TC_8_1_4_1_6_TestBody () runs on NR5GC_PTC
  {
     << SKIPPED CODE >> 
    
    f_NR_SS_CommonCellConfig(nr_Cell1, cads_NR_RachProcedure_DcchDtchToCSS_Config_REQ(nr_Cell1, cs_TimingInfo_Now, tsc_CnfReq,
                                                                                               cs_NR_RachProcedureConfig_RRCReestablishment(v_NR_PhysicalParameters, tsc_C_RNTI_Value4), //@sic R5-225418 sic@
                                                                                               cs_NR_SearchSpaceDlDciAssignment_CSSType1(v_NR_PhysicalParameters),
                                                                                               cs_NR_SearchSpaceUlDciAssignmentCSS(v_NR_PhysicalParameters, cs_NR_DciFormat_0_0_Params)));
    

<< SKIPPED CODE >>  
}



After Change:
	function fl_TC_8_1_4_1_6_TestBody () runs on NR5GC_PTC
{
     << SKIPPED CODE >>
      
    
    f_NR_SS_CommonCellConfig(nr_Cell1, cads_NR_RachProcedure_DcchDtchToCSS_Config_REQ(nr_Cell1, cs_TimingInfo_Now, tsc_CnfReq,
                                                                                               cs_NR_RachProcedureConfig_CBRA_Msg4Based(v_NR_PhysicalParameters, cs_NR_RachProcedureMsg4WithNoRrcMsg), //WA#WI=1007438
                                                                                               cs_NR_SearchSpaceDlDciAssignment_CSSType1(v_NR_PhysicalParameters),
                                                                                               cs_NR_SearchSpaceUlDciAssignmentCSS(v_NR_PhysicalParameters, cs_NR_DciFormat_0_0_Params)));

     << SKIPPED CODE >>
}
    



