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1 Reason for Change

During review of the RCS-e Interoperability ETS, the following changes were found necessary. 

These are on top of those already in RCS_e_INT_ETS_update1 and RCS_e_INT_ETS_update2.

R01: Agreement that “is composing” is mandatory. Therefore relevant notes deleted in ETS.
R02: Additional text changes for int-001 and int-002. Editor’s note added to int-033. Int-050 “undeleted”
R03: New version as wrong document uploaded to portal! No changes made …
Editorial issues

 1. Many of the test case titles are unnecessarily long, and some are rather confusing as well. Also many of the “Test Case Description”s are the same as the titles, or in some cases even shorter and do not give any more useful information.

The titles should be (very) short, the Test Case Descriptions should be a bit longer and give a bit more information Most of the titles and all of the TCDs have been modified.

 2. The “Test Object” in all cases should be “Client/server” as these are Interoperability test cases.

 3. The SCR Reference, ETR Reference, Tool and Test Code are not relevant so can be deleted.

 4. The test case numbers should be “spaced out” a bit so that we can add new test cases in between the existing ones if we need to.

 5. In the Pass-Criteria we need to add which steps from the Test Procedure we are talking about – otherwise some test cases are very confusing.

 6. Sometimes we refer to the User as “him/her”, sometimes “their”, sometimes even “it”. This has been changed to “his” or “he” everywhere.

 7. Sometimes there is confusion in a test case with singular and plural – in particular how many message(s) is/are sent. It has been made it consistent in a number of places.

 8. In some places we have “attempts” when in fact we expect the action (whatever it is) to complete successfully. Therefore it has been changed to “performs” in several places as this makes better sense.

 9. In UK English “address book” is two words!

 10. The format of the complete document should be set to “UK English”.

11. Many of the Specification references to the RCS-e spec are either wrong or could be improved. They have been changed in many cases.

12. We cannot use “->” symbol in a title! These titles will be copied into other documents/formats and any symbols will very likely be messed up!

13. Various other minor editorial changes.

14. Text in “Scope” includes phrases that are not clearly defined and are therefore deleted.

Test Case changes (using new test case numbers)

1. 001: step 4 of Test Procedure “it is possible for User A to access RCS-e services”. It is not intended to test this so it should be deleted. 

2. 002: 

a) Last step of the Preconditions - this needs more detailed explanation – otherwise will the testers really know what to do? In particular they also need to disable “auto-configuration query”.

b) In the Test Procedure step 4, as this is an Interoperability test case it will not be possible to check the validity and version is set to -1.

c) A couple more steps in the Test Procedure would make the test case clearer.

d) New step 7 in the Test Procedure –we cannot see that a new auto-configuration does not take place so we need to delete this step.

3. 010: In the Preconditions we need to have some other Users registered for IMS, otherwise the test case will not work ….

4. 011: last Pass-Criteria – we do not have a step for this in the Test Procedure so it has been deleted.

5. 020: The purpose of this test case is to check for image/video share capability. This needs to be made clearer in the test case ….

 6. 021: The purpose of this test case is to check that only 1-to-1 is available and that image/video share is NOT available. This needs to be made clearer in the test case ….
 7. 022: 

a) Note that in the Preconditions, it is unclear how to make sure that “On User A’s RCS-e client, User B’s File Transfer capability is not known” If it is not possible then the test case will not work and will have to be deleted …..

b) The last Pass-Criteria – we do not have a step for this in the Test Procedure so it has been deleted.

 8. 030: 

a) The Test Procedure should be clarified in two places.

b) “B” should be “A” in step 6

c) Reading the RCS-e spec it seems clear that support of “is composing” is mandatory, not optional. Therefore “may” has been deleted in the Pass-Criteria in various places.

9. 031: 

a) First step of the Pass-Criteria: it will not be possible to see on the handset that the “IM session (is) kept active in background”. Therefore it is deleted
b) Third step of Pass-Criteria, the requesting and delivery of notification that a message has been read is optional, so it has been deleted it from here. If we want to test it, we suggest a new test ….

10: 033: 

a) Step 4 of Test Procedure: this is “negative testing” which we normally do not do in Interoperability testing unless it is really important (because it is often difficult). This (negative) feature does not seem very important so it has been deleted.

b) Step 5 of Test Procedure: same as above. This (negative) feature seems to be very unimportant so it has been deleted.

11: 040 and 041: added an extra step to the Test Procedure to make both tests clearer – otherwise there is no step corresponding to the last of the Pass-Criteria.


13: 051: “A” and “B” wrong in two places!
2 Impact on Backward Compatibility

n/a
3 Impact on Other Specifications

n/a
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

Review and agree the new text. See attached.
6 Detailed Change Proposal

See attached.
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