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*API_2_ERH_POSTB 

We are now using a specific triggering EVENT_CALL_CONTROL to test the post method. 

Two problems: 

- API recommendation: Should be used with Envelope SMS-PP Data Download. 

But nothing is written if it is used with an another event. Ok we can't prevent it. 

- As there is no behaviour defined with the upper limit, there is also no behaviour defined with 0 data. 

Both situations need to be clarify in the API and/or the specification. 

And in test case 1, the purpose is to test CRRN2: The byte statusType is SW1 of the status. 

We shall not use an handler empty, so we propose to perform an appendTLV(tag,byte) prior to call post(). 

(and why not used a value different from 9F and 9E, eg 0x62).


Best Regards

Christophe BEGASSAT.
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Hy all,

Our concern is about the test area API_2_ERH_POSTB 

first we don't understand John Maxter's comment : 

We are currently changing and correcting things in 11.13, aren't we ?

As we already stressed : 

According to the test coverage table test case 1 shall 

cover CRRN2 (The byte statusType is SW1 of the status) 

Could you please explain us how ? why ?

Test case 1 is checking the behaviour if the handler is empty, isn't it ? 

There is no such conformance requirement. 

So there shall be no test case 1.

So again our proposals to change test case 1:

- to cover CRRN2: appendTLV(tag,byte) prior to call post(), 

with a value different from 9F, 9E 

to test the behaviour as defined in the Conformance requirement.

- or simply remove test case 1

Thanks for your feedback

Christian Dietrich
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Mario,

I looked at the CR and I noticed that :

In EnvelopeResponseHandler / method post (API_2_ERH_POSTB test), the test case number 1 and 5 are incorrect regarding the conformance requirement. The test coverage table is also inexact because test case 5 is not testing at all CRRN3 but is intended to test CRRN1.

In EnvelopeResponseHandler / method postAsBERTLV (API_2_ERH_POSTBB test), the test case number 1 and 5 are incorrect regarding the conformance requirement. The test coverage table is also inexact because test case 5 is not testing at all CRRN3 but is intended to test CRRN1.

Schlumberger has reported several time this issue to the API testing group and proposed two solutions. 
Note also that these tests have been modified during the last SIM API testing meeting. 
The current CR can't be approved as it is.

Best Regards,
Yannick 


