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1 Reason for Contribution

The IOP CR OMA-IOP-2005-0166R01-Clarification-on-optional-mandatory-TC-for-ETS removed the mandatory and optional notation from ETS documents. The change will cause no differentiation between test cases testing the mandatory and optional features in the ETS.

It will be useful to mark the test cases that test the optional features in their titles.

2 Summary of Contribution

Notation to mark the test cases representing the optional features.

R01 includes response to the email exchange IOP-PoC has on the subject.

3 Detailed Proposal

Hi all,
 

It was agreed that there is no such thing as optional or mandatory test cases. This was corrected by Vodafone's CR, which removed categorization of the ETS and put all the test cases on equal level. All companies agreed to it and, as far as I know, still agree.
 

The proposal to have the "(Optional Feature)" was added for only one reason: to make it obvious what the test cases are testing. The proposal, by no means, changes or limits the above CR. The proposal just addresses that some test cases test optional features. It is just stating the fact shown in the SCR table, nothing else. Yes, it is true that the SCR table is in the ETS and testers can see what is mandatory or optional. Without a doubt the lookup can be done. The point is, this just makes it more difficult and time consuming. If we are already stating in the SCR table that certain test cases are testing optional features, what is the problem in providing the same information in the test case itself? We are not stating that these test cases are optional, but simply restating the SCR table and saying: the test cases are testing optional features. The test cases still need to be executed if implemented.
 

There was a really good comment made in our last CC: "many test cases test optional and mandatory features at the same time". To this comment, I proposed changing the string "(Optional Feature)" to "(Includes Optional Features)". This would generalize Phil's 3 categories and would indicate to the testers to only look into the SCR table when the string is present. For all the other test cases, you do not need to bother - they test only mandatory features. Inclusion of such notation does not change the ETS template and it does not add ANY new information. It simply restates the fact already mentioned in the SCR table. For this reason I do not see what is the hesitation in adding the string to some of the test case titles. 
 

We restate some information in the test case titles already. For example, we have test case number in the test case itself, but yet, we include it in the title as well (per template). Why do we do that? Because it makes our life easier when we extract the titles to excel sheets for various reasons. Certainly, it would be helpful to have information about testing optional feature(s) in the title as well. When the titles are extracted then, they would contain most of the information about what is tested.
 

Some of the pros for inclusion of the "(Includes Optional Features)":
1) Testing results - inclusion of this information will give a clear indication why some of the test cases testing optional features did not pass as many times as test cases testing mandatory features. This will be natural result, since not all companies will be implementing the same optional features. Some optional features might never be implemented by any company and will have 0 in the pass results. Having a string besides it stating "(Includes Optional Features)" will only trigger someone to look in the SCR table to see which features were of lower priority to the vendors. Again, the reader of the results will not have to look at the SCR table for each of the test cases.
 

2) Test Cases matrix - Extracting titles is the most common practice when creating the lists and/or spread sheets of test cases. ETRs for OMA TestFests include test case descriptions, but I have noticed that in other events and activities the test cases titles were more common. Having a string besides it stating "(Includes Optional Features)" will automatically give indication that the test case is testing something that is optional; and thus, will trigger the look up of the SCR table. Again, the testers will not have to look up the SCR table for each test case.
 

3) Time saving and clarity of information. This is restating of the SCR table, but we are restating other things as well. If simplicity and clarity are the outcome, I think it is worth it.
 

There was no other benefit of this addition, but simplicity of the presented information. I do not agree with statements made that this will categorize the test cases.
-M- and -O- definitely were categorizing the test cases, because they were interpreted as mandatory or optional. This caused the optional test cases to be seldomly tested.  The previous solution was not restating the SCR table. 
 

Adding "(Includes Optional Features)" only restates the SCR table and adds clarity and not categorization. Not including it would be fine, but in my opinion we will lose the listed benefits.
 

Phew... I did not anticipate such a long mail, but congrats if you got to the bottom of it. :o)
 

BR,
Agnes
The proposal is to add “(Optional Feature)” statement at the end of all test case titles that test optional features.

An Example of a current optional test case title:

“5.2.6.2.2 Priority Setting Request not Accepted by PoC Server is detected and the Involved Entities stay with their prior settings”

Test case title after the change:

5.2.6.2.2 Priority Setting Request not Accepted by PoC Server is detected and the Involved Entities stay with their prior settings (Optional Feature).”

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

To add the “(Optional Feature)” string to the appropriate test cases in:

· ETS POC INT

· ETS XDM INT

· ETS PoC XDM

· ETS Presence XDM

· ETS RLS XDM

· ETS Presence INT
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