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Certain SM Test Cases implement the network initiated MODIFY PDP CONTEXT procedure.

In real network implementations this procedure is supervised by timer T3386 such that in adverse network conditions when UTRAN does not receive a response from the UE the MODIFY PDP CONTEXT REQUEST may be re-sent up to four times.

Clause  11.1.1.1 in TS 34.123-1 does not specify that the T3386 timer should be used in in this procedure.  However, the T1 approved TTCN for test case 11.1.1.1 uses the common test step ts_ModifyPDP_Context_MT_Accept which does implement the T3386 timer & re-send procedure.  Thus, the prose and TTCN are currently inconsistent.

TS 51.010 clause 45.2.1.1 (the equivalent SM test to TS 34.123-1 clause 11.1.1.1) does not describe implementation of timer T3386.

Anite believe that the generally accepted principle in GERAN and T1 is that such network timers will not be implemented in the test cases since the signalling tests will be performed under “ideal” conditions and the likelihood of SS->UE messages not being received is very small.  It is believed that in practice if a UE fails a test case due to such message loss, the test operator will repeat the test and the UE will usually pass on the re-test..

The TTCN test step ts_ModifyPDP_Context_MT_Accept is also used in the TTCN for test cases 11.1.4.1.1 and 11.2.1.  The Expected Sequences for these test cases in 34.123-1 contain:

· 11.1.4.1.1
- no reference to T3386

· 11.2.1

- T3386 is started and stopped but these is no reference to re-sends of the REQUEST message

There are two options to resolve the inconsistency:

1. Add a reference to T3386 into the prose

2. Remove use of T3386 and re-sends from the TTCN

Anite believe that the correct approach is option 2, given accepted practice.

However, CR T1-040168 is raised at T1#22 in order to permit this issue to be discussed and a clear decision made by T1.

If T1 decides that option 2 is the correct approach then Anite would be happy to withdraw this CR and raise a TTCN CR for subsequent approval on the T1 email reflector.
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