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1 Reason for Change

SUPL 2.0 Notification and Verification Client Conformance test cases added. These test cases are identical to the SUPL 1.0 test cases except for format changes and obvious necessary SUPL 2.0 changes. For ease of editorial work, all of the SUPL 1.0 Notification and Verification test cases have been amalgamated into a single SUPL 2.0 version with a number of Cases for the different conditions.
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

No impact on backward compatibility.

3 Impact on Other Specifications

None
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

Approve the changes detailed below.

6 Detailed Change Proposal

5. SUPL Client Conformance Test Cases

This table lists test cases for features in SUPL 2.0 that have not changed since SUPL 1.0. Therefore the same test cases have been re-used from [SUPL 1.0 ETS], except that the formatting of the Test Procedure has been modified in accordance with the format used in this document, the Specification References and SCRs have been updated for SUPL 2.0 and, clearly, SUPL 2.0 protocol (Version numbers etc.) will be used when the Test Cases are run.

	SUPL 1.0 Test Case
	Equivalent SUPL 2.0 Test Case

	SUPL-1.0-con-002 - Correct Session ID
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-003 - Invalid SET Session ID.
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-004 - Missing or invalid SLP Session ID
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-010 - WAP Push and, or MT SMS support
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-013 - Incorrect WAP Push message content
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-014 - Incorrect MT SMS message content
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-023 – Alternative H-SLP Addresses
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-024 – Optional Ciphering Suite
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-270 - No notification & no verification
	5.2.1.1.1 SUPL-2.0-con-XX0 - No notification & no verification



	SUPL-1.0-con-271 - Notification only
	5.2.1.2 SUPL-2.0-con-XX1 - Notification only 



	SUPL-1.0-con-272 - Notification and verification (Allowed on no answer). User accepts
	5.2.1.3 SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification. Case 1 Allowed on no answer. User accepts.


	SUPL-1.0-con-273 - Notification and verification (Allowed on no answer). User rejects
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification. Case 2 - Allowed on no answer. User rejects.

	SUPL-1.0-con-274 - Notification and verification (Allowed on no answer). No response
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification. Case 3 - Allowed on no answer. No response.

	SUPL-1.0-con-275 - Notification and verification (Denied on no answer). User accepts
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification. Case 4 - Denied on no answer. User accepts.

	SUPL-1.0-con-276 - Notification and verification (Denied on no answer). User rejects
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification. Case 5 - Denied on no answer. User rejects.

	SUPL-1.0-con-277 - Notification and verification (Denied on no answer). No response
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification. Case 6 - Denied on no answer. No response.

	SUPL-1.0-con-278 - Privacy override
	5.2.1.4 SUPL-2.0-con-XX3 - Privacy override 



	SUPL-1.0-con-279 – Requestor ID and Client Name
	5.2.1.5 SUPL-2.0-con-XX4 – Requestor ID and Client Name



	SUPL-1.0-con-030 - Common Positioning method
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-033 - No Position
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-062 - Unexpected data value.
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-063 - Unexpected message
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-066 - Timeout UT2 - non Cell ID
	SUPL-2.0-con-0XX - Timeout UT2 – Test 1

	SUPL-1.0-con-067 - Timeout UT2 - Cell ID.
	SUPL-2.0-con-0XX - Timeout UT2 – Test 3

	SUPL-1.0-con-068 - Timeout UT3
	SUPL-2.0-con-0XX - Timeout UT3 – Test 1

	SUPL-1.0-con-102 - Correct Session ID.
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-103 - Invalid SET Session ID.
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-104 - Invalid SLP Session ID.
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-130 - Common Positioning method (non Cell ID methods)
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-131 - Common Positioning method (Cell ID methods)
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-381 - Previous position stored in SLP meets QoP
	To be written

	SUPL-1.0-con-165 - Timeout UT1
	SUPL-2.0-con-0XX - Timeout UT1

	SUPL-1.0-con-166 - Timeout UT2 - non Cell ID
	SUPL-2.0-con-0XX - Timeout UT2

	SUPL-1.0-con-168 - Timeout UT3
	SUPL-2.0-con-0XX - Timeout UT3


6. NEXT CHANGED SECTION
6.1 Client Conformance: Network Initiated

5.2.2 Notification and verification

5.2.2.1.1 SUPL-2.0-con-XX0 - No notification & no verification
	Test Case Id
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX0 (similar to SUPL-1.0-con-270)

	Test Object
	Client

	Test Case Description
	To test SET correctly actions No notification & no verification

	Specification Reference
	ULP TS 5.1

	SCR Reference
	ULP-PRO-C-???-O

	Tool
	SUPL Client Conformance Test Tool

	Test code
	Validated test code for this test case

	Preconditions
	State:

Continuation of / Can be tested at the same time as:

Prerequisite for this test: 

Applicability: 

	Test Procedure
	Case 1
1. Start a NI Location Session

2. In SUPL INIT:

· Do not set Notification

· Do not set Notification Mode
3. The SET sends SUPL POS INIT
4. The Location Session completes successfully.

5. There is no indication or notification of the Location Session to the User on the SET

Case 2

6. Repeat step 1 through 5, but in step 2 in SUPL INIT set:

· Notification to No notification & no verification.

	Pass-Criteria
	Case 1 and Case 2:

1. At step 4 the Location Session shall complete successfully
2. At step 5 there shall be no indication or notification of the Location Session to the User on the SET


5.2.2.1.2 SUPL-2.0-con-XX1 - Notification only 

	Test Case Id
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX1 (similar to SUPL-1.0-con-271)

	Test Object
	Client

	Test Case Description
	To test SET correctly actions Notification only

	Specification Reference
	ULP TS 5.1

	SCR Reference
	ULP-PRO-C-???-O

	Tool
	SUPL Client Conformance Test Tool

	Test code
	Validated test code for this test case

	Preconditions
	State:

Continuation of / Can be tested at the same time as:

Prerequisite for this test: 

Applicability: 

	Test Procedure
	1. Start a NI Location Session

2. In SUPL INIT set:

· Notification to Notification only

· Do not set Encoding type

· Do not set RequestorID
· Do not set ClientName
· Do not set Notification Mode

3. The SET sends SUPL POS INIT

4. The Location Session completes successfully.

5. There is some form of  indication or notification of the Location Session to the User on the SET

	Pass-Criteria
	1. At step 4 the Location Session shall complete successfully

2. At step 5 there shall be some form of notification of the Location Session to the User on the SET.


5.2.2.1.3 SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification 
	Test Case Id
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2

	Test Object
	Client

	Test Case Description
	To test SET correctly actions Notification and verification

	Specification Reference
	ULP TS 5.1

	SCR Reference
	ULP-PRO-C-???-O

	Tool
	SUPL Client Conformance Test Tool

	Test code
	Validated test code for this test case

	Preconditions
	State:

Continuation of / Can be tested at the same time as:

Prerequisite for this test: 

Applicability: 
ixit_verification_timeout

	Test Procedure
	Case 1. Allowed on no answer. User accepts. (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-272  (See note))

1. Start a NI Location Session

2. In SUPL INIT set:

· Notification to Notification and verification (Allowed on no answer)
· Do not set Encoding type

· Do not set RequestorID

· Do not set ClientName

· Do not set Notification Mode

3. The SET sends SUPL POS INIT
4. There is a Location attempt prompt on the SET 

5. The user accepts the Location attempt prompt before the internal SET timer expires (value is dependant on ixit_verification_timeout)
6. The Location Session completes successfully.
Case 2. Allowed on no answer. User rejects. (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-273 (See note))

7. Repeat step 1 through 5, but in step 5:

· The user rejects the Location attempt prompt before the internal SET timer expires (value is dependant on ixit_verification_timeout)

8. The SET sends SUPL END with:

· Status Code set to consentDeniedByUser
· A correctly calculated Ver parameter.

9. The Location Session ends and the SET releases the secure IP connection.
Case 3. Allowed on no answer. No response. (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-274 (See note))

10. Repeat step 1 through 6, but in step 5:

· The user performs no action to the Location attempt prompt and the internal SET timer expires (value is dependant on ixit_verification_timeout)
Case 4. Denied on no answer. User accepts. (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-275 (See note)) 
11. Repeat step 1 through 6, but in step 2 in SUPL INIT set:

· Notification to Notification and verification (Denied on no answer)

Case 5. Denied on no answer. User rejects. (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-276 (See note))

12. Repeat step 1 through 5, but in step 5:

· The user rejects the Location attempt prompt before the internal SET timer expires (value is dependant on ixit_verification_timeout)

13. The SET sends SUPL END with:

· Status Code set to consentDeniedByUser

· A correctly calculated Ver parameter.

14. The Location Session ends and the SET releases the secure IP connection.

Case 6. Denied on no answer. No response. (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-277 (See note))

15. Repeat step 1 through 5, but in step 5:

· The user performs no action to the Location attempt prompt and the internal SET timer expires (value is dependant on ixit_verification_timeout)

16. The SET sends SUPL END with:

· Status Code set to consentDeniedByUser

· A correctly calculated Ver parameter.

17. The Location Session ends and the SET releases the secure IP connection.
Note: The Pass-Criteria has been modified slightly for consistency. 

	Pass-Criteria
	All Cases:

1. At step 4 there shall be a Location attempt prompt on the SET
Case 1, Case 3, Case 4:
2. At step 6 the Location Session shall complete successfully
Case 2, Case 5, Case 6:
3. At step 8, step 13, step 16 the SET shall respond with SUPL END with:

· Status Code set to consentDeniedByUser
· A correctly calculated Ver parameter.

4. At step 9, step 14, step 17 the SET shall release the secure IP connection.


5.2.2.1.4 SUPL-2.0-con-XX3 - Privacy override 

	Test Case Id
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX3 (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-278 (Note: The Pass-Criteria has been modified slightly for consistency))

	Test Object
	Client

	Test Case Description
	To test SET correctly actions Privacy override

	Specification Reference
	ULP TS 5.1

	SCR Reference
	ULP-PRO-C-???-O

	Tool
	SUPL Client Conformance Test Tool

	Test code
	Validated test code for this test case

	Preconditions
	State:

Continuation of / Can be tested at the same time as:

Prerequisite for this test: 

Applicability: 

	Test Procedure
	1. Start a NI Location Session

2. In SUPL INIT:

· Set Notification to Privacy override

· Do not set Notification Mode

3. The SET sends SUPL POS INIT

4. The Location Session completes successfully.

5. There is no indication or notification of the Location Session to the User on the SET. There shall be no trace of the Location Sessionin log files etc. on the SET.

	Pass-Criteria
	1. At step 4 the Location Session shall complete successfully

2. At step 5 there shall be no indication or notification of the Location Session to the User on the SET

3. At step 5 there shall be  no record or indication of the Location Session in any  SET log files or other debug information (implementation specific)


5.2.2.1.5 SUPL-2.0-con-XX4 – Requestor ID and Client Name

	Test Case Id
	SUPL-2.0-con-XX4 (Similar to SUPL-1.0-con-279 (Note: The Pass-Criteria has been modified slightly for consistency))

	Test Object
	Client

	Test Case Description
	To test SET correctly displays or uses Requestor ID and, or Client Name

	Specification Reference
	ULP TS 5.1

	SCR Reference
	ULP-PRO-C-???-O

	Tool
	SUPL Client Conformance Test Tool

	Test code
	Validated test code for this test case

	Preconditions
	State:

Continuation of / Can be tested at the same time as:

Prerequisite for this test:

Applicability: 

	Test Procedure
	Case 1: ucs2 Encoding type

1. Start a NI Location Session

2. In SUPL INIT:

· Set Notification to Notification only

· Set Encoding type to ucs2
· Set RequestorType to the first value in the table below

· Set RequestorID to some suitable string, with the string being the maximum possible length up to 50 Octets
· Set ClientName to the first value in the table below

· Set ClientName to some suitable string, with the string being the maximum possible length up to 50 Octets
· Do not set Notification Mode

3. The SET sends SUPL POS INIT
4.  The SET displays or uses the Requestor ID and the Client Name set in step 2
5. The Location Session completes successfully.

6. Repeat step 1 to step 5 with:

· RequestorType set to the next value in the table below.

· ClientNameType set to the next value in the table below. 
7. Repeat step 6 for all remaining values in the table below.

Case 2: gsm-default Encoding type
8. Repeat step 1 to step 7 but at step 2 set:

· Encoding type to gsm-default. 

Case 3: UTF-8 Encoding type
8. Repeat step 1 to step 7 but at step 2 set:

· Encoding type to UTF-8. 

	Pass-Criteria
	All Cases:

1. At step 4 in each case the SET shall correctly display or use:

· Requestor ID set in step 2
· Client Name set in step 2
2. At step 5 in each case the Location Session shall complete successfully.


	Value #
	Requestor Types and Client Name Types

	Value 1
	Logical name

	Value 2
	MSISDN

	Value 3
	E-mail address

	Value 4
	URL

	Value 5
	SIP URL

	Value 6
	IMS public identity

	Value 7
	MIN

	Value 8
	MDN


Table 3:  Requestor Types and Client Name Types
NEXT CHANGED SECTION
Appendix A. Conformance Test Case applicability

A.1 Introduction

This section shall help implementers of the SUPL 2.0 Enabler to select appropriate Conformance test cases that are applicable to the features implemented.

This appendix lists all test cases testing only mandatory features, ICS (Implementation Conformance Specification), IXIT (Implementation eXtra Information) and a mapping from ICS/IXIT to applicable test cases as defined by the Open Mobile Alliance.

A.2 Test Cases testing only mandatory features

These Conformance test cases are independent from any applicability, are testing only mandatory SCRs and SHALL be run with every implementation.

	Test Case

	SUPL-2.0-con-XX0 - No notification & no verification

	SUPL-2.0-con-XX1 - Notification only 

	SUPL-2.0-con-XX2 - Notification and verification

	SUPL-2.0-con-XX3 - Privacy override 

	SUPL-2.0-con-XX4 – Requestor ID and Client Name


A.3 Applicability

A.3.1 Client ICS

	ICS
	Description
	SCR
Reference(s)
	Supported (yes/no)

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A.3.2 Client IXIT

	IXIT
	Description
	Unit

<(Range of values)>
	Value

	ixit_verification_timeout
	Value of Verification timeout
	seconds (30 to 50. Recommended value: 40)
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


A.3.3 Server ICS

	ICS
	Description
	SCR
Reference(s)
	Supported (yes/no)

	
	
	
	


A.3.4 Server IXIT

	IXIT
	Description
	Unit

<(Range of values)>
	Value

	
	
	
	


A.4 ICS to test case mapping

According to the ICS described above the applicable test cases can be derived from the following table.

	Applicability
	Test Cases

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


>
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