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1 Reason for Contribution

Following Test Fest #21, PRs 0013 to 0016 were raised against the SUPL 1.0 specifications. These PRs are summarised below for discussion and Spirent’s proposals for solutions are given after each PR. Spirent will also propose the necessary CRs if these proposals are accepted. 
R01 Modifies proposals after further review.
2 Detailed Proposal

Summary of PR0013.

Problem Description:

Push Message Example provided in the ULP Document is ambiguous

Problem Statement:

The following statements are taken from Appendix C, Section C.1 "Push Message Example" in OMA-TS-ULP-V1_0-20070122-C.pdf

--asdfghijkl

Content-Length: 24

Content-Type: application/vnd.omaloc-supl-init

X-WAP-Application-Id: x-oma-application:ulp.ua

00180A00000000FAF34BCC3CA0F82CC0A8FD0CCAC1F8C010

--asdfghijkl--

In the above example the blank lines before and after the ASN.1 encoded SUPL INIT could be interpreted by some servers as part of SUPL INIT message and sent to the clients. As this is message is sent to PPG for encoding, it might be interpreted diffrently by different PPG implementations. Please elaborate this a little bit further in ULP document.

On a similar note, the conformance test case "SUPL-1.0-con-060 - Protocol error" mentions only about SUPL INIT packets of smaller size than given in the SUPL INIT header. It does not clearly mention the client behavior or response when the received SUPL INIT packet is larger than given in the SUPL INIT header.

Spirent comments and proposal for PR0013

The first part of this PR has been forwarded to LOC TWG for resolution

The second part proposes that the scope of the Test Case is extended. Spirent does not see any value in doing this – there are a number of error Test Cases in the ETS that test just a selection of possible errors, they do not try to test every possible error condition. 
Spirent proposes to “Reject” the second part of this PR.
Summary of PR0014.

Problem Description:

ETS test cases for SET initiated Quality of Position (i.e.

SUPL-1.0-int-61x) need clarification.

Problem Statement:

This PR is as a result of confusion by all the parties involved at TF-21 on how to test these test cases.

Step 2 of the Test Procedure for all of these test cases mention that the H-SLP returns the position in the ULP-SUPL END to the SUPL Agent however the Test Pre-conditions do not mention that that position method must not be SET-Based since that method does not provide the position back to the SLP.

If the intention is that SET Based method may be used, then Step 2 of the Test Procedure should be modified to allow for verification of position vs. QoP to be conducted by inspecting the results on the SET, or create new test cases that distinguish where the QoP is verified.

Spirent comments and proposal for PR0014

Spirent agrees with this PR and will raise a suitable CR for this to say that SET-based A-GPS should not be used for Test Cases int-610, 611, 612. However Test Cases int-613, 614 do not require modification as they use Cell ID only..

However Spirent does not believe we should add new Test Cases to test SET-based A-GPS at this time.
Summary of PR0015

Problem Description:

Is SET Initiated Autonomous GPS (SUPL-1.0-int-602) a valid test case.

Problem Statement:

At TestFest 21 all the participants where wondering about the validity of this test case / message flow since the SET is not getting or providing any useful information from/to the network.  Unlike the Network Initiated case where the computed position is provided to the network.

Spirent comments and proposal for PR0015
Spirent believes this is a valid Test Case (albeit it may not have much value). We understand it covers the case where the Network finds itself unable to supply Assistance Data for some reason and instructs the SET to use Autonomous GPS using SUPL RESPONSE, SUPL POS INIT, a SUPL POS session without Assistance Data and then terminates the SUPL session using SUPL END. This call-flow is fairly well described in the Test Case.
Spirent therefore proposes to “Reject” this PR. 

Summary of PR0016

Problem Description:

In TC "SUPL-1.0-int-604 - Enhanced Cell ID" pre-conditions can not be met all the time.

Problem Statement:

There are some combinations of client and server where it is not possible to meet the pre-conditions for the test.  E.g. the client does not provide network measurements unless the server selects ECID as the positioning method AND the server will not select ECID as the positioning method if the set is capable of GPS methods.

If the client does provide network measurements then the server can select ECID as the method based on QoP.

Spirent comments and proposal for PR0016

Spirent believes it is fairly clear in this Test Case that the SLP / SET must be somehow “forced” into using ECID (using QoP if possible or by using debug or administrative commands if necessary). This issue is not confined to just this Test Case. In a number of Test Cases it is necessary to “force” the SLP and / or SET to use a particular positioning method when it is very likely that another “better” method would be used in a real network situation, and in all cases this is made fairly clear in the Test Case. 

Spirent therefore proposes to “Reject” this PR. 
3 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.

4 Recommendation

Discuss the PRs and review Spirent’s proposals. Spirent will also propose the necessary CRs separately.
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