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1 Reason for Change

This document includes some steps IOP should go through when approving an enabler for which not all mandatory features have been tested. On this version, this idea is matured after off line discussions between the author and other interested parties.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

These changes will be applicable only to enablers still to enter the IOP phase.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

There is no impact on any other specifications.

4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

It is requested for IOP to approve the CR.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

Change 1:  Correction of the ETR definition:

9. Role, Responsibility and Scope

The ETR SHALL cover at least those requirements documented in the RD & AD in addition to any other items TWG has identified as important enough to warrant attention from interoperability perspective and identify any technical functionalities that should be covered by testing.

It SHOULD also include prioritisation guidance for testing from TWG perspective. Mandatory test requirements should cover the features and use cases that require validation in order to approve the enabler. They include areas with complex interactions between the different functional components of the enabler architecture or where the complexity of the specification(s) is such that there is some uncertainty that they have been correctly specified.

These requirements and use cases SHOULD cover mandatory and MAY recommend prioritisation of optional implementation features. If testing of some of the mandatory features is not required, then the ETR SHALL contain an explanation for their exclusion.
If testing of some of the mandatory features is not required, then the ETR SHALL contain an explanation for their exclusion.

In the situation that IOP WG or TWG does not see value in including a particular Enabler Release into OMA IOP Program, it will be described with details in the ETR.

Change 2:  Correction of the EVP definition:

9.6.2. Role, Responsibility and Scope 

The EVP MUST be created before any TestFest or Bi-Lateral Testing is conducted. The EVP may exist in draft form for the purposes of Prototype Testing at a TestFest. The EVP MUST be approved by the IOP WG before any Formal Testing at a TestFest, or any Bi-Lateral Test Results are recognised by the OMA Trusted Zone. 

The EVP SHALL define validation strategy and validation methodologies for meeting the requirements in the associated ETR and the recommendations on mapping the OMA IOP Process for the Enabler under consideration.

The EVP SHALL include a definition of scope for complete testing of the Enabler including Interoperability and Conformance testing details, and any re-prioritisations if identified.  The EVP SHALL define the set of test cases that are mentioned in the ETS which are required to be tested in order to validate the Enabler, including references to the corresponding ETR requirements. In case some mandatory ETR requirement is found to be untestable, the EVP SHALL provide an explanation why the requirement can not be tested. Should the ETS document be split into several sub-documents, the EVP SHOULD refer to each ETS sub-documents when necessary.

The EVP SHALL include a preliminary proposal on the high-level requirements for any required or recommended test code for the Enabler including the provision of TTCN code for some or all the Conformance test cases.

In addition to the above, the EVP will be used to identify the financial and legal requirements and communicate with the BoD-IOP Steering Committee so that the interoperability efforts can continue without additional delays.

It is anticipated that the EVP MAY be updated after each TestFest or Bi-Lateral Test Session, where an Enabler Test Report has been published, to improve the validation plan or define new test processes and requirements for the approval of the enabler. The IOP Sub-Working Group responsible for the EVP document SHOULD conduct a review of the EVP after each Enabler Test Report is published.

Change 3:  Correction to the IOP Report definition:

10.11.4 Enabler IOP Report

IOP WG may request the OMA Trusted Zone to create a skeleton of an Enabler IOP Report by collating the test result information presented in the Enabler Test Reports once the test coverage of the Enabler in question fulfils the requirements described in section 11.4.  The Trusted Zone will provide the skeleton, containing the collated Enabler Test Report data, to the OMA IOP SWG.

When the Enabler IOP Report is agreed by the IOP SWG, the document MUST be submitted to the OMA Trusted Zone for checking.  Should the OMA Trusted Zone agree with the Enabler Test Report data presented in the document, then the OMA Trusted Zone will submit the Enabler IOP Report to the IOP WG for Agreement.  If the OMA Trusted Zone disagrees with the Enabler Test Report data, then the document will be returned to the IOP SWG along with the reasons why the document cannot be forwarded.  Upon agreement by the IOP WG, the IOP WG SHOULD present it as the recommendation to the Release Planning committee to be packaged together with the Enabler Release specifications for the Technical Plenary approval.

The required content of the report SHOULD include:

· Concerned enabler including revision

· Type of testing (E.g. TestFests, Bi-lateral)

· A summary of the number of times each enabler validation test case, as identified in the EVP, has been executed by different technologies and a result summary breakdown.  In the event that there is no test evidence for some enabler validation test case, the reason(s) for the missing test information SHALL be provided in the IOP Report.
· Version of test specification used

· 
· Version of test code used (if any)

· PRs/Change Requests issued and their status

· IOP WG recommendation for approval of the Enabler Release

Results from prototype testing events MUST not be taken into account in the enabler IOP reports.
A template for Enabler IOP Report is available at http://www.openmobilealliance.org/.

Change 4:  Change the approval criteria

10.13
Enabler Release Approval Criteria

In general it is important to have sufficient statistical information for status transition of an enabler and approving it. The main source of statistics is the OMA sanctioned TestFest. Statistics from bi-lateral testing sessions, performed by the member companies, can be used as another source. 

When there are sufficient testing information and statistics for those enablers that the IOP WG has taken interoperability testing responsibility for, then the IOP WG SHOULD request status transition for the enabler and RECOMMEND the Candidate Enabler Release to be approved by creating an Enabler IOP Report.  The Enabler IOP Report SHOULD be directed to REL, which in turn and in accordance with its process puts the recommendation to the TP. Before approving the Enabler IOP Report, the IOP WG SHALL secure that:

· All mandatory test requirements of the enabler, as identified in the ETR document, have been covered by the EVP. In case some mandatory ETR requirement was found to be untestable, the EVP SHALL provide an explanation why the requirement could not be tested. The EVP clearly defines the approval criteria for the Enabler.
·  All enabler validation test cases, as identified by the EVP, have been covered in sufficient number of OMA sanctioned TestFests or in bi-lateral test sessions. In other words, sufficient interoperability testing coverage using relevant combination of mobile network technologies shall be encouraged. The enabler approval criterion, as defined in the EVP, is fulfilled.
· 
· 
· 
· Functionality in the specifications of a Candidate Enabler Release has been tested according to its EVP, ETS and EICS.
· The IOP WG SHALL determine that it has addressed any identified interoperability issues in the enabler’s technical specification. In particular, IOP WG shall ensure that there are no open unresolved Problem Reports for the enabler.
· Testing of the enabler has been documented in an Enabler IOP Report as described in section 10.11.4.
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