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1 Reason for Contribution

The IOP LOC SWG has been reviewing the Enabler Test Requirements for MLS and SUPL enablers and some comments and questions have arisen. It is desirable to socialize these issues with the Location WG in order to address the comments or obtain clarifications and a better understanding. 

2 Summary of Contribution

Comments and questions arisen along IOP LOC conference calls or submitted to the IOP LOC mailing list. 

3 Detailed Proposal

1
MLP 3.1

1.1 Is there any intention to bring MLP 3.1 into interoperability testing?

2
MLS

2.1 
- 5.1.1.1 & 5.1.2.1 Error Flow -- to test this requires a test tool. Does the LOC WG know this, and is the LOC WG willing to wait for a tool to available for these items to be tested?

2.2 
Is it needed a tool for other parts of the protocol? When and which group must decide whether to use a test tool or not: LOC WG while elaborating the ETR or IOP LOC while making the Test Plan?

2.3 
- 5.1.1.2 & 5.1.2.2 Error Flow -- what is an "Invalid Request"? How do we produce one to test this?

Can it be any request carrying a non-valid text accordingly to the DTDs?

3 
SUPL

SUPL ETR is still evolving. The latest agreed document is uploaded periodically to the IOP LOC portal in order to IOP LOC SWG get familiarized with the problem and start commenting on it since an early state. This comments refers to document OMA-ETR-SUPL-V1_0-20041130-D:
3.1
 Why are some items highlighted in BLUE?

3.2 
Need to remove the DELETE THIS COMMENT comments.

3.3 
What do all of the acronyms mean: SET, INIT, SLP, etc...?  None of these are in the Abbreviations or Definitions.

3.4 
- 5.1.1 Error Flow -- The first two items MAY be considered Normal Flow, since authentication is part of the SUPL specifications.

3.5 
- 5.1.1 Error Flow -- Third item, Do the specifications say what STATE the system components will be in after such an action? If so, can it be put into the requirements? If not, what are we then attempting to test?

3.6 OPTIONAL items in SUPL need to be added.

4 
General comments

4.1 
Would it be possible to put specification references into the ETR items? This makes IOP's work a lot easier when attempting to map test cases to SCR items and specifications.

4.2 
MLS is near ready for IOP agreement.  However, SUPL needs a some work.

3.3 
Clarification: The ETR's are required for Consistency Review, but they are not part of the Candidate Package. They remain a working document between the WG and the IOP group.

As the ETR is not part of the package, but a working document, can IOP LOC and LOC update it when needed after Consistency Review?

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 kindly recommended the IOP LOC SWG and the LOC WG to socialize this issues jointly in order the IOP LOC SWG to better understand the enablers and the LOC WG to update the ETR,s if considered needed.
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