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APPLICABILITY





This note is specifically applicable for approval according to:


�X?�ADVANCE \X 1.75�	CTR 1 (Commission Decision 97/544/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 2 (Commission Decision 97/545/EC)


�X�ADVANCE \X 1.75�	CTR 3 Amendment 1 (Commission Decision 98/515/EC)


�X�ADVANCE \X 1.75�	CTR 4 Amendment 1 (Commission Decision 98/520/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 8 (Commission Decision 95/526/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 12 Amendment 1 (Commission Decision 97/520/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 13 (Commission Decision 97/521/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 14 Amendment 1 (Commission Decision 97/522/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 24 (Commission Decision 97/639/EC)


��ADVANCE \X 1.75�X	CTR 25 (Commission Decision 97/751/EC)


�X�ADVANCE \X 1.75�	CTR 33 (Commission Decision 98/521/EC)


�X�ADVANCE \X 1.75�	CTR 34 (Commission Decision 98/518/EC)





�
In consideration of the following:





-	The tests for Layer 1, 2 and 3 prescribed in the TBRs are intended to demonstrate compliance to the requirements in the CTRs and are not themselves requirements;





-	Compliance with the requirements contained in CTR 3/A1 and CTR 4/A1 may be demonstrated by using the Test Cases in the Amendments to TBR 3 and TBR 4 or other suitable test suites, e.g. Test Cases from I�ETS 300 313 or I�ETS 300 322;





-	Compliance with the requirements contained in CTR 33 and CTR 34 may be demonstrated by using the Test Cases in the TBR 33, TBR 34, including those referenced by TBR 3 and TBR 4 with Amendments or by TBR 13, or other suitable test suites, e.g. Test Cases from I�ETS 300 313 or I�ETS 300 322;





-	Compliance with the requirements contained in CTR 8 may be demonstrated by using the Test Cases in the prTBR 8 edition 2, or other suitable Test Cases;





-	Compliance with the requirements contained in CTR 1, CTR 2, CTR 12/A1, CTR 13 and CTR 14/A1 may be demonstrated by using the Test Cases in TBR 1, TBR 2, TBR 12, TBR 13 and TBR 14, or other suitable Test Cases;





-	The TTCN descriptions may not cover all possible configurations allowed for the Terminals, including the occurrence of PDU's which are allowed, but not foreseen in the TTCN description.





-	Not all possible interactions between Layers 1, 2 and 3 are covered by specific tests. Thus differing interactions may be exercised to establish a particular state than are used to establish compliance in the various stages to achieve that state;





-	To enable testing at one layer activity and stimuli are frequently required from either the same or other layers to ready the IUT for the test purpose;





-	Non conforming behaviour outside a specific purpose of test may either inhibit the normal operation of the test, or be observed during the test set-up or test progression.








ITAAB advise the following:





In demonstrating compliance with the requirements, the reaction of the TE may be different from that described in the corresponding test cases. 





Where unexpected failures are reported it may be necessary to analyse the behaviour of the TE, and allocate a verdict corresponding to the actual behaviour in the view of the requirements to the behaviour.





When unexpected but allowed PDU's occur, which have information elements that are repeated or have valid contents meeting the requirements but different from the TTCN description, a manual verdict may be awarded.





When unexpected but allowed PDU's occur, which are assumed to occur due to a racing condition among the IUT and the Test Tool, the test case may be executed again. If the new execution gives the verdict PASS, the first verdict can be disregarded.





Where a non-compliance to a relevant requirement is observed during a specific test or test set-up to establish compliance to another requirement, the IUT shall be reported as non-compliant citing the failing requirement. 





Where compliance to the original test purpose can be established this shall be reported in the appropriate PCTR (or equivalent), or listed as “not run” if it was impossible to establish a verdict.





Details of the non-compliant behaviour should be provided in the PCTR reporting the testing in which the non-compliance was found. This applies even if this does not cover the specified requirements, which are found to fail (i.e. a Layer 3 failure observed during Layer 2 testing should be reported in the Layer 2 PCTR).





The specific test(s) to establish the compliance to the requirement for which the IUT has been found to be non-compliant (through different tests) shall be performed and reported upon as appropriate without reference to the non-compliance found elsewhere.  





The SCTR (or equivalent) covering the whole testing should record the IUT as found to be non-compliant.
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