—

I3

AAPL FEAFY Z2EF FF K FEHY o HE&stngdeh 23y Ao 7xg BA &
SHES ARSI = A PR X2 EE HFECERE o2 FMEFE A E AAHL2 AAo A XY
Al A E (Test case)S st Tl L3 o d #d¥ 8 dHE & Ao 2353 (ambiguity), €&
A A 4 (inconsistency), 2234 (incompleteness)

}m&-mm

SDLZ A}L3F INAP T2 EE A H

ottt
-gue

2 o

E =2 grgHeR Jed AT T $&Z2EF (INAP: Intelligent Network Application
Protoco) 25-B] 42 P29 E (Abstract Test Suite) AFE A Aol th3t A A& 7€tk A1Y A4
A& 93] RCP tour (Rural Chinese Postman tour) 718 @ UIOA] & 2 (UIO: Unique Input Output Sequence)
M3E& $83¢ ) SDL (System Description Language) 3 271471 0.2 QA 3t INAPH Al 2 58 A A
% /O FSM (Input/Output Finite State Machine)& 129 E ste] UIO Al EAE g9t Fs UIO
A A2E RCP tour/l g 3 A%ste H2 9 Al AlE2E A3 G 2 =fdAs E AFE ANT=AE
2l RFAMAY oESuE S AAEa, npRTo g RE3E AJE E7IHA TTCN (Tree and Tabular
Combined Notation) 2.2 A E ABAYEQ] HEWHE A A S}

Protocol Conformance Testing of INAP Protocol in SDL

T

Hyun Suk Do*, Jun Mo Jo'" and Sung Un Kim

ABSTRACT

This paper describes a research result on automatic generation of Abstract Test Suite from INAP
protocol in formal specifications by applying many existing related algorithms such as Rural Chinese
Postman Tour and UIO sequence concepts. We use the I/O FSM generated from SDL specifications and
a characterizing sequence, called UIO sequence, is defined for the I/O FSM. The UIO sequence is combined
with the concept of Rural Chinese Postman tour to obtain an optimal test sequence. It also proposes
an estimation methodology of the fault courage for the Test Suite obtained by our method and their
translation into the standardized test notation TTCN.

M B N ARG ARE ddsts dd fA oIt [2].
238 A8 A A i BEESE A8 TARE

HT YRR Z2EZ YA Eo] IAl 53} 7] 3} 7]172) ITU (International Telecommunication
o 93 &8 H I Qe gAY FAR IR Union) ¢+ ISO (International Standard Organization)
2 ZHA, 7o) BE B BA drit A ol & Zhzh X.290 A el &[3] & 1S9646[1] 8 e =
A FEEHIAEIE AYEtE A7 Aol & AR 7led ZEEZTHAY FHI FFAgR
Esjo] F8 Roteo] A% ol E w1l AT As HFAHAEA A CTMF (Conformance
EEZ IFOERY FA AFE FH o, HE Testing Methodology and Framework)2 % & 3}3}

'RFAAFNATY AT

T %D‘gq:lfi}‘ /\}'—‘?*1]'%3}54' @?}7‘}*} %gi ?lsﬂ —Egé}71%7]]ﬁ9’] }\]—%0] %‘ﬂ'ﬁﬂx]—l

" RRYRT AEATHS a4 A% BA71&71g00 98 FA2RE B A



110 HEOICIES =2N F1A M1=(1998. 6)

AAEAA ££357F FMCT (Formal Methods on
Conformance Testing)Z $HA & A tHA4l.

2 =FdAe ZAAD AsS 8 Z2EF F 8
1<l SRFE 34 7]&71% %9 3142 SDLGIE &
A5, o] o HA 3} 7|eS A8 ’_"6”\]
FEAEY A5 AT R AP ALY 452
A& 1, = EF3E TTCNRE 7Y &3l
Hell sl 7]&ego

o] & fA 2 M= AYAE Al Usl Ve
33, M e AT S8 T2EE 5 &
1}l SRFe] & 9 -$8-AH At ) 71&3ot
439 A= SRFE SDLE WA g3l 23} 7)4 )
o3 A8 AEE& Adste Yo ta 7&sie, 5%
24730 dnFHE B3 A AP ALY 2 F
A 95 FAste G Fol sl 71&3d. 6
A2 FANELHE] PHE EFEE WHog

71&dte TTCNS 71<3ta, 732 A3 7l<d
o) AFHoE AHHE A AEE TTCNEH
2 &3t 20 i3l 71& 3t 82 7R A 7
=8 TTCNHE Y E 9] H 8o tisl 7|3, ut
Ao g 9L B A7 ZEH FF AT 3 A}
ol ojs] Aok

2. HEyd AE

ZIEEZ AP{AH AEY EH L ojdl TEEZ9
T4 I (Implementation)”} Y&l BA (F& EF) S
(Specification)dl] &33HA FTHEHAESAE A5t
CALE BN EZZEZAE TE JHNA T2
AEE Frh iR o2 HPA PGNP A e Fo
A PA SE 7|2Z ot HAR A E AEEA 74
7} B A Soll i) 22 EZ e 9 (Behavior)® &
& (Capacity)°] YX3l=AE AlYst= )\O]D}[Z]

AGALGRAEE A g 28 YHES
Al S7F /O FSM3HE 1388 ZT2EZZHE %
B3l=d, o R [/O FSME BAZ 2 EF )
PAA o FEE mdsieled Bol AHE-EHA g
. I/O FSM9] Aele ohg3 6]

l

2.1 1/0 FSM

ZRZEZ A9 P #E& YEE 1/O
FSME B59 94 71x 242 7480

M=<S, s, I, O, t2> 9714

- S:PAE 2HolEES HAF (a set of finite
states)

- 8o 27] 2HO|E (initial state)

-1:3A3E 38 <ol (finite input alphabet)

- 0: 349 &9 ¢34 (finite output alphabet)

- t.: Ao ¥4 (transition function), t. = {s-i/o—
s’ls, s'eSaiclroeO}

g9 47) 8.4 (p,a, b, @)= VOFSM MY #o]

(transition) 2 B# A=t ofzfje} #o] FoAch

(p, a, b, @) € SXIXOXt;

A9 AogelA & Hole 3o JF 3 3ty
£ o3 dojdr).

VOFSMM =<8, s, 1, O, t,>2 &3t g g =
(Oriented graph), G=(V,E)2 X 7|5 0] A 4 Q&)
o 714

V=59] ZH|Ed GF3ts == IH

= Aol trol} | Fte= O}igl Ay

%_ltw S 2 I/OFSMOZ 7|&®H A= 54l =

E2EZO V)5 52 7)Rke Fu ‘3%012]71] 2]
o}.

2.2 ANgel He

Z2EZY HAE JElE /O FSM Zde] o}
=3 Zo] FoA of A AP Hoe ot
3GAZ o]FojA,

‘dE/EY”
O,

(1) BA VO FSMY 2Ho|E Sl dlg 38t 28
oJEZ T8 /O FSME gxA17ith

(2) BA I/O FSMellA Loixl Al AQ "gF" &
T8 /O FSMell &A1) & WA= "&g”
< gt

(3) TR VOFSMelA AAZE &2 o] WA VOFSM
AX Zle8 "EY'H 2R E IAsy =7
g 28 o] E7} WA /O FSMe] A3} 2ex &
AR S

=9 e R Mol LFE A7l A8, (DA
39 AP A1Y AN durHon B 7R &

(A A EeA)



A7t ok71A Tk @A (DollA dubdgdeg 38 1/0
FSM$E 3te 2H o ER Y XAIF & o= Aol
I, F HAZ 9 A AlF AGY "gErS
245 T e "E¥"E 7E /O FSMogR
B d& F$elz 74 /O FSMe] s 2 H o] Eo
AAEFHER & F gobe Rolth A HA TAE
controllability limite]=} 8+, T M4 A4S obser-
vability limite]2} o).

9wk © 2 controllability limit A &) 435} 7)
AshA 271 48 s.ZHE AlAste Wt 2 o
ENA 74 BL Fols2 (shortest transition
path)& ©]-&3te 2golEd =&t & #F Hol
£ AN @& A 52, observability limit 4 Z 3123}
7] 918] Alg e Ho) Fo =3 A olEY FY
3 4 8/Z8 AlE 2 (UIO sequence)& Al'E Al G ol
EFAA HEE F 7H /OFSMe Zi ~HolE
e W -E ALE-h B = A= UIO A2
225 AFE-5}e] observability limit A4 & 8] 48} H,
IE controllability limit A= RCP tourZ &2 3o}

UIO A8 &F AME-8te] VO FSMAE B3 E =
ZEZ BAZRE I3 A8 B AL FA
Vel e 7 Holo 23 2H 0] E 9 UIO Al ¥
E concatenationdle] AAE=H G233 e 4
"T;@UIO(S) 2.2 Vel 4= itk $] Aol A Tye
A gEojol &, & FAH/O FSMY 2HolE Sioll A
SiZ Hule Aol & Vel I, UIOS)E T2 ~H)
o]E 9] UIO A AAE YEMIT B @+ concatenation
AB-o)t}, o714 UIO Al =& AlF s = Aol 9
8 =238 2ol EV) HAlolA Hdls &ukE Sl
712 AN ¥sted ALgHch

UIO Ald 25 AH8-3tH /O FSM 29 2 5§ ¢
AP AL A5 RS A A7HA] Y E) ALY
HAAJAH7LE =2 A= T /O FSM ol 5 A
/O FSMel A/ Z Hol7t EAste A& A1 83}
71 93] BA /O FSML2RE &d N8 AES
Agste Wi A3t g AR ST 37
e AAY Ay &8 ZEEE F 34 SRFY
T2 2 SEAA "R W) s]&gh

3. SRF 7z ¥ S8 &4 #Ext

INAP Z2EZ 2 A A X549 S 4A 7]

SDLE A8t INAP IZEZ AIE 111

Az ALE Ay AT $8AF ZEEEER
SSF (Service Switching Function), SCF (Service
Control Function), SRF (Service Resource Function)
22 PAHIL, o8 A Yste o LREZC] TF
2 A3 A(CCS No.7) o)tk 6714 SRFe] 7&+=
FEAM (Functional Entity Access Manager), SRME
(SRF Management Entity), SRSM (SRF Cali State
ModeD) & TFA4 = v SRF FSMe| #x2& 18 13
2 oHsl

SSF FEAM SCF

SRF FSM

I3 1. SRF FSM 7=

FEAM< 38l QAdEHo| 28 {4 BResie
71%5& A|¥Fsa SCF % SSFit e #Ho]l2 43
2 #3219} SCF(Service Control Function) 2@ SSF
(Service Switching Function) 2% €] 4213 w] A x|
£ SRMEZ AgstAY Fo A3z, SRMEZ R
g A% M A E X8 3Ee] SCF 2 SSFE A%
9 Fo M3t

SRME® SCFEHE 4413 e sjgolre] 3
Jd ¥l #7153 SCSMe] ZE Ao ~E
218l SSFe}t SCFS}e] tho] @2 1.8 #A)8kaL, SRSM
o] A, A, FARSFS 7150 A8 4 wAl
A& # A8l s SRSMALA o 2 Wgsln] SRSM
2] &8 WA AE & Y5 AAld sl dste WA R
2 g3

SRSM2 =4l 28 ol dd L 77F As o /A
BE7150 ¢l SCRAlAl Rty L /FE g
i), o dA&E eHH oS RANSHY "
W e AN AR A3 AL ool g
HAx 27 H ol Ao A& A FA FBE ) 41
e ol Fo Y1 Az A}t g9
Aeloll A SSFe} tho]ld2 18 £ 83H SRSM &
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a2 goldz e e AL AT AU
7} ETEE AL U] 98 o) v Tsrf ALE-3
t}. 40| & SRFS] A YA L L A8 7]&o] ¢
s AASE THe 7eT

4. A" AHld MA

B E=fdMe Z2EE 7438 dol2 SDLE A
s ALgE4Th o] SDLE o] &3 BA s 2
B A EHo)A 7F s AYdte =FEC] 2o 4
€3} =Ho 3yl ot

a3 2, 139 3 2 a284E =2 VerilogAte
Object-GEODE =78 Al&-3} 3% oA w3t SRF
o] 89l SDLZ system, block, processH 8] 2 3

[rrom SRF

SRF_FSM

‘Assl_Req_lesyr_io_SCF.
[smnp'}ﬁc Resul ,m_sc:]

12 2. SRF2| System

[Brock SHF_FSW
c1
Rt
CmRoq_fmm SSF,
Assi. Req_lnstr_Needed P'!E
Conn_Heleased_trom_SSF, Usor Infor,

Disconn_to_SSH
PAPc . Canoell_to_SCF,
SRF_Report_to_SCF,

Cancei_error_ta_SCF

Assi_Req_instr_to_SCF,
Send_PAPC_Result_to_SCF|
8

c2

a8 3. SRF Block

Ak g Aolth9].

ole} ¥ 5% SRFol ti$ SDLE A2 %E Ob-
Ject-GEODEX=-T-9] A& o 7]5& A3t A
A€ I/O FSMelH, Zt oWl E 9] 8/&8 8 e
skA E#8EL7] 8, ozl of Zo] Lyl A A K7t
A oA gt

a9 62 19 59 F17 /O FSM9] & 28| <)
Eo] thgl UIOA| A 202, 7 2H|O]EE Sy, Sy, S
2 vepdgs]el.

2|23} 7)&e ot Al Al A U 7)12F

718 Mg 37 2o

1) B’*ﬂ I/O FSMUlell A A € 2} ol & 93] A
¥ subsequence® A4 st=Hl, 2 A1 subseq-
uenceE < TUT (Transition Under Test)2] 91
A 27 o] Holol o T 28 o]E 9] UIO
A B29] concatenation®. & FAH T}

(2) (DAA F+AE ZE AP subsequenceE-g 4
o= W WEste ¢ A AlY AEE Rural
Chinese Postman (RCP) tour7h'd-& A}&3}<
A A gt

Ao HAg By FHE7] A8 2H60M
& BE 2 EEY 71 -2 Dol UIOAIHA
25 AR F Fo/- /O FSMUl & ZE Hold
3l Al¥ subsequenceE thS-3 22 HEjE AA
3= 3

TSS; = TR;@UIO(s;)

A9 Aol M TSSE 2H OB iol 4] ZH|o|E j2
2] HolE Y3} A3 subsequenceE YEN R, TRy
= oA A7 TUT (Transition Under Test)o]
¥ @+ concatenationd & Ve 1, UIO(s)E
TRyl 98 =23le o] UIOAALE vl
o}.

2g 73 AE subsequenceE ¥ 1/O
FSM G(V, E)oll Aj= H7letd M2 2= G'=
V', V7 AREEY G o239 2.

G'=(V'E), V'=V} E'=EUE,

A71M E={(vi, vieelUIO(vy));(v;, vi)€EE 28|11
tail (UIO(vy)=vi)}.

9] Aol A tail(UIO(v))E UIO(vy)e] 43§ Fof
33 AHolEo]1 E.& A¥ subsequence TSS;
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(=T X T
e [mmmr] [mmmrmy [momoed L--

= 83%

E=
X [ X el [ [om el [ [l

s

ey (22 [ [

|
[ [

=

l""f"")l (u—&n) | o

EDlES

[z

5 & &

wlo—‘-n

2 4. SRF Process

. ———— A @z@

B D.E,F,G.H.1

* Connect_Request_from_SSF/e — A

+ Assist_Request_Instructions_needed/Assist_Request_
Instruction _to_ SCF—B

* Connect_Released_from_SSF/e — C

* Play_Announcement/e — D

* Prompt_and_Collect_user_Information/ — E

* Cancel/e > F

* SRF_Report_to SCF/Send_PAPC_Result_to_SCF — G

* PAPC_Cancelled_to_SCF/Send_PAPC_Result_to_SCF —H

* Cancel_Error_to_SCF/Send_PAPC_Result_to_SCF —1

* Disconnect_to_SSF/Send_PAPC_Result_to_SCF — ]

* Tsrf/e > K

18 5. SRFe| I/O FSM

2Ho|E 8] (6}

7 (So) A

A4 (S B
ALEAME T AL (So) J

a2 6. 28 59 I/O FSMofl tist UIO AlEA

= TR;@UIO(S)E WepdTh 1§ 72 99 2 1
oz 7y 2= G'E vehith

a9 79 MEA oI R E G'=(V’, BNl A
z7] 2 o]Ed A &l BE TSS;ES 1M X
gslal A 7] 2HO|EE EolE tour/} H3F
ol A AE 2HE aFe} ol F tourE
Euler tourg}il o]ef7] dt=4), Euler tour”} 43}

€ 270& gold 2= G'=(V', E")7} symmetric
djof gt} & BE vertexol] E0]2E edged ¢ U}
7te edgesr7t Zotol ke Aot} o& g A
o] symmetric augmentation ¥3 o]t}
I} E G'=(V',EN7} & Al Y subsequenceE 19
X238t Euler tourE Al4tsted sl G'E
symmetricd}A] 317] Y M= EE F4 0.2 "flow

maximum cost minimum”[10] /A1 ¥ .2 E.&= 3 A

2% 7. Subsequences EE3 T G’
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Xgsta 8 71E9 Mol EE #EHoz X3}
o N2 FE)9 symmetricd 1HZ G'=[V", E']
£ Faof gt} ol F Adoez Tl 2= G
o] 2% 8ol el ik

U

e x9)

a8 8. Symmetric augmented 2= G*

Symmetricdt Z#H = G'=[V*, E']& €7 834
G'=[V’', E']9] R& E.& & Xgs}1, 7|&E9
E (5 2o a4 el 29 Ho] AZ 7TH vHE,
A e ALEAL 3 S AL e R Hol DE
g WHEHNE REXo g ¥IAA HAsEH o)F

A 3t A G=[V", ETel A 9] RCP tour Al4HE,
e dngFer P
) EUE prg 27| ZH 0| Ed F11, Z 2H| 0]
Eo| #AE shte] WEE At
2) ptroll 2% XUE B 2EHOEZ oA A B
ME 2] e HolE AT F, o] Holg A&
ZHo|E So] ¥ o ptreoll o) T A &
HolEE AAdch
3) £H0|E Soj £Eo]e & BAEZR &2 Holrt
-3l o step 2)F 38} ptr& 2~ H 0] E S
Frh 284 ¢owd step 45 FYIoh
4) ptroll 93] EQ0E @ 2HoJEd] 0]+ %
olof oz AZH 2E|o|EE Y3, o]
F A o]EZ E0]ow BAHA g HlE
7bA & 259 WEZge] e =HE St
Z A3 step 3)S AL 18R S AFF
¥ step 5)F FA gk
5) Z7] 2Hc|Ed AAE HE o wAL L2
2E 7zt Hol& g3t ollA HEHe] a4
9] A= ol g E oA e o] EE YERY
T olg} gL uyor RE HEE glo] &

g

o

(o3

A8 A A& s,

ol#gd Wo =z wald Holel d4o] Euler
tourell S FEH, FFH 2= RCP tourdl] 3|31
HH A NY AYE FHZFEoh

ol X 1o Vet A1 A8 Hol A dFE F
A3} 7zl o3 A A N 29 Eoith

H 1. YMSH ATFAIHAYE
A . D . ] . A B . B
(S-S (S-S U0 (S8 Ulos  (S—Sy)
. B . K - A - C . A E
Ul0si  (S—S) Ulos (SS9 Ulos (5%
J - A - D - C - A - D
UIOs3 (S-S (S8 (S—-%) Uloss (S~
] . A - D - K . A + D
(S-S0 U0 (S5 (=S Uldse (S—%)
] . A - D - E . J . A
UlOsz (S-S (S8 (S-S Ul0s;  (Soe—Sn)
D - F -y A - D .G
S—S) (S-S Uos  (S—S) 6% (50-%)
J . A . D . H . J . A
U0z  (Seo8) (S-S (5% Ul (So—51)
D . I . J
(S—S2)  (5—-8)  UlOs

9] H9 oule 27| FEAA AFES RE A
ol E A WEFt3 thA] 7] FHIZ Sol4 RCP
touro}t}.

A @A B (IUT: Implementation Under Test)
o] WA H§gstA TAHUEA AFE AR <=
Ag Ade E2 A8 Ade] Zollle F3d o
T 2R/ fH o &g AAAE AP AE
9] e & B I E HUhEr] fHsiAE FoA /O
FSM B A ¢} 2R GAT FoA AP AgE F
£33t FARE /O FSMe] A8 ¢4 st of
e} o] g e s 2 F Ad 992 VOFSM BA =2
FE A EH IS 53l AAE RE /M fAL
§ /OFSM o] doiz A8 AGL ALl A
o] 5333 I/O FMS ¢} Ed| o] 2= X gAlol YA
22 I/JOFSM 9] H]go|t}.

oy, Al Alge] eREd 49 dF2 A1Es
ok FA13 /O FSME] 427} vl § B 7] tf 2o o]
2 Fgolth F, o]# & FAF /O FSMTEES



T A gste AL ErbEsith ale] /O FSMT Al
9= 2F GE #A /O FSME AL A E 3o,
ol& HA /O FSME I/O FSM™ Aol A} &} 2=
3 o]} e] Holo ZAAH o EE vt AL St &
T 2 o)4e] Hold Y RES et AdE .

oA B8 F4 JOFSMe] @ REEE T&
3} o] ERHET

Class 1: /O FSM HA oA 5 7} 2] randomd}A
Mg ol TE2Eo|EE ¥Es|
°] class®] At I/O FSMAA

Class 2 : /O FSM HAl oA 5 719] random3} A
A E zole] FEYRFE-E WIet o
class® FAF I/O FSM A4

Class 3 : 3119 random3lA Mel g #Hoje] &9
FE74 /O FSMB Al <l 41 9] th& g 7] 9
random3}Al A g oo =& AH o]
E & H33Y o classy #AF /O FSM
A3

Class 4 : /09 random3}A XA=lgdo)e) &9
BED =& 2Eo|EE WHEASA o] class
9] A /O FSM A73

A9 2F g A AN, 2 GELS F
Aol 8" =8BAHYA HAF random sequence
generation &1 FE AHESrh

HAolx FAR GRHEL AP AGAEE TH
g A /O FSMe] A A A VO FSM B Ao E3)
ol FX @A YeAE AAE7) Y8 oA
Z AAZA LFUG Y& G EL 1899
2o

tgo] e HFAIGGS = GuElEL A Ad
< A &3] A UI0HA (FA VO FSMe] 7 &
HolEES UIOAAZLE AlEHIA"E R4 /0
FSMAM = el EAt=A ZA)S step 40l
A HA st Uym A B2 oA dFd s
3} 2t}

Aol AFE G ES AMEE A B A A
2, HAXSFAY AL AQ e gl Lo A
P AGe =3 2HolE Y &9 R o] g {4}
/OFSM Bl A 3} =& 1 o3 9] 2 /& UIO
Ao o3 fHstA oAt

SDLE AIS8H INAPZZEZ A 115

1) 94 I/O FSM< ¢]o] E9l.

2) A AP AG AF7EZRE AE AGE BAE

3) WA VOFSMe2RH 27 & A /O FSM&
Yol V&R 471A Aol A AAF

4) 2+ UI0 A8 29 +Y42 step 3014 AR 44

2] §A} I/O FSMO| M AA s 3, 2+ UIO Al 27}

F93lthE, step 5 S

step 3914 WE0]A Zkzke] §-A} /O FSME©] step

2014 AR AFALE S8R B3 A

3 &gt

step 59 A1¥E 5743 F4F /O FSME AA=2

G4 /O FSM3} Eglol& Fx| @A) Ql=A #A

Ela=s

5

<

6

=

a3 9. UIod o8t 2REtgdod ¢ualE

AlEE o] Aol M ol AAE T AR s, UIO
S 5 HHY 4D AP AL A WA 9

6. EF Al EI|Y TTCN

1S96469] part3ol A= @A ATSAZ2HE 9
BAE £F3E Yo 2 7|&sE TTCN gis)
HAH o e} o]# g TTCN £71H 9 42 ATS
o] t gk AntAQl & A& &ols}A s, A F 7] 7]
S A FES AFAA A o] 72 AF DL

TTCN® GR (graphical representation) HE] 2
23 A graphical form¥ MP (machine—processable)
forme] it 9 F Fe| o] FHL gIRE T5o|H,
GR¥®l & tabled] o] 725 T3l vHH, MPH B}
€ 7147 48 & de &AFHN G2 FAEE 2
o A FE9 H9 GREEHE u ©o] AMgF)

TTCN< Type Definition table, Structured Type
definition table, Timer Declarations table, PDU
Type definition table, PCO Declaration table, A| &
29E Constant Declaration table, A8 X9 E
Operation Definition table, Dynamic Behavior table
o2 74 Atk el dFE ZE tableF ol
A ATSE AAZ A Fs7] A8 vetlle 7Hd &
23} table®l Dynamic Behavior tableol] tha)] o)z}
d Z|&gt}
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o}z 29 102 Dynamic Behavior table¥] X 7]
o]t} o] 84d)= event treeE°] TAAA H=H
TTCNOA HUYl= eventE2 =2 E() th&ol ¥
o2 A =1, 2715 7|H3E eventE L ESH(?)
2o £492A "Hot F XE Xgte AR E B
doe AL 9ujsla, ?7Ye Yele WAXE &
AL 7|tk ojujolth EF event?t ot PCO
{Point of Control and Observation)E Yebd 4= 3l
+=d)], LIN_Connect_Request= LZ A old PCOE
A3t N_Connect_RequestE Hlthe= AL 9

vl gt 28 109 A Behavior Description & 3 &
2 9] o Heventd] 4713 £A4 = event-€ indentation
goza Jeped, Xohgdl Y, Z7F dojd &
T Y7 dold AS, Test_body7t 02 dojd
T doE AL gugtt £3 OE treeE FE 7
7F A= o & + Holl BHE Ftreed] o]E& &
t}. &, 1910914 +Postamble® &jule o] A2
Postamble®] th3ltevent’t TR A €& & 4 Atk

Test Case Dynamic Behavior
Test Case Name : P30006
Group : Transport_suite/Connection_Tests/Class_Negotiation
Purpose : Verify that the IUT can accept a Transport
Connection

Comments :
. . Constraints .
Label | Behavior Description Reference Verdict
X
7Y
+ Test_body
+ Postamble
7Z Fail
Test_body
1A
7B Pass
2C Fail
D Inconc
Postamble
P Fail
Q Inconc
GOTO L
'R
IS Fail
?0TERWISE

Extended Comments :

a3 10. Dynamic behavior table
7. HE HHE

o] ol AE et ol sl H =3} WY AL
] AAE AP AEE, 670M 71€d® TTCN®

Aol A-&3te WY EA 3 Jledot

A3 7)o M g A& AP AGL
IUTE A g3 A%k A g 2§ sl3ata, A18S
8 IUT7} o] 3 A1 AlGo] YRR ol &
oln, EE€ & RUFH T J3UY FEoZ 4
At A8 7 IUTS A3 BASIRE o] AlF A
HEL Fo17 X et d&H o2 AF7|9 IUT
Abol 9] PCOel| AgdHt)

B a7 A Ve AR Y 2EE
e e 2y Jegd $ k.
"ay/biinputy/output; @UIOaz/beinputy/outputa@UIO,”

o] mddx e T AE Ay, &
ay/biinputy/output; @UIO: Fray/heinputy/output,@UIO,
2 ¥ 4 %led, inputi/output,, inputy/outputy=
kol Al 53 TUT (Transition Under Test)ZE 4]
Test body©]| ™, @& concatenation?] &0] 1, UIO,,
UlIO.= inputy/outputs, inputy/outputzoll 28] =3
3 28 0] E 2] UIOA B2E YE B postambleZ
HAFEh a/bidtaybee TUTYE ol 7129 o)
% RCP towrel A A A8 AlE BEE fla vrEH
0.2 AME-E o] HolH, preambleE FF 5o

W3 E TTCNL Test case Dynamic Behavior
tableE ¥} preamble %=+ postamble-& Vel = Test
Step Dynamic Behavior tableS 2 74 & o]t} ¢
29 S X AUA AP AT "a/hinputi/output; @
UIO ) A test body(inputyoutput:)7F AR S1 0 A
A S229) HolE vreh i, UIO; ¢ UIOkmtUIO0ums
o2 HAUA, A G2 A E A= ot 2
o] TR}

223 119 preamblee TUT7} o}d 7|=2] o)
% RCP tourd| A ¥HEZH 0 2 A& 5 0]3] Holo|H,

o rl

lt

Test Step Dynamic Behavior
Test Step Name : S1_PREAMBLE

Group
Purpose : transition of statel
Comments :
. . Constraints .
Label | Behavior Description Reference Verdict
lay
7bl Pass
?20THERWISE Fail

Extended Comments :

2] 11. Preamble



A 717t a1 & TUTH B, by-& whol IUTS] e}
E Ay S1eg &Jle Aot}

19 129 postamble< test body el 93 =23k
el &, AEIS29] SHE A3 g e S2
9] UIOAI” 20|t}

Test Step Dynamic Behavior

Test Step Name : S2_POSTAMBLE

Group :

Purpose : UIO sequence of state2

Comments *

Label | Behavior Description Constraints Verdict
Reference
!UIOInput

2UIO0utpu Pass
?0THERWISE Fail

Extended Comments :

a2l 12. Postamble

29 139 Test casedll 4] Test Case Nameol] A
S1.S2_0012 HAsl 7| o) AHE A8 AL
FolM og W ¥rEE 5 Qe FESIdA S22¢]
FHeol 71g-d AHA AL 9 n) 3k, Behavior Des-

SDLE AI88t INAPEZZEZ NE 117

A So(F-F), Su(DA), SuAHEAL A3 AHE) Y
UIOAI 8 2, & A, H, J& ZtZt SO_Postamble, S1_
Postamble, S2_Postamble2 #H #8315, RCP tour®l
A B o 7 AMEFHojd 7|E9 He] A D= &
2} S1_Preamble, S2_Preamble® WHE3c}

a9 14, 29 15= Z47F S1_PREAMBLE® S2_
POSTAMBLES YEb ™, 19 162 52 POSTA-
MBLE# S1_PREAMBLEE AH4-3te] 4764 A

Test Step Dynamic Behavior
Test Step Name : S1_PREAMBLE
Group : SRF/SRF_SIG/PREAMBLE
Purpose : Transition of state S1

Default :
Comments :
Label Behavior Description %%rflsgilcn; Verdict
LT_PCO!Connect_Request_| SR(CO_V!:='0'B,
LB1 from_SSF CO_V2:="00'0) P)
LT_PCO?0THERWISE
GOTO LB1

Extended Comments :

a2 14. S1_Preamble

criptionF-Eol A= oA A3 preambled pos Test Step Dynamic Behavior
Test Step Name @ S2_ POSTAMBLE
Group : SRF/SRF_SIG/POSTAMBLE
Test Case Dynamic Behavior Purpose : UIO sequence of state S2
Test Case Name @ S1_S2_001 Default :
Group : Comments :
Purpose Label Behavior Description Constraints Verdict
Comments : Reference
Label | Behavior Description Constraints | o it LT_PCOisconnect_to_SSF | SR(DS_P-'
Reference LT_PCO?Send_PAPC_ 0'BDS_S:'
+S1_PREAMBLE LB1 Result_to_SCF 01'0) ®)
LT_PCOlinpua1 LT_PCO?0THERWISE
LT_PCO?outputl GOTO LBl
+52 POSTAMBLE Extended Comments :
Extended Comments :
= .
2/ 13 Test case 2] 16. S2 _Postamble
tamble©] 4347 €} Test body# ¢ LT_PCO Test Case Dynamic Behavior
i 2 g A A Test Case Name @ S1_ $2 001
linput1 9 LT_PCO?outputi= Al S1olA A& S2 Groap - SRE/SRF SIG/
29 HolE Ui, LT _PCOE 319 Al &8 7]l A Purpose : Test of Transition from S1 to Sl
- - Default :
IUTE Ao #2dE st Comments :
. . Constraints .
8 TTCN H:L‘t_}. Label Behavior Description Reference Verdict
) = + SI_PREAMBLE
+ S2_ PREAMBLE (P)
of FAME AH3 slgel ola 4B o) - D2 POSTAMBLE
Extended Comments :

A5 & ZZEF SRFY A8 ALE 574

03] 16. TUTE Zgst Test case
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A€ A8 Ag 5 AWM A (Connect_Request_from_
SSF/e - Play_Announcement/¢ - Disconnect_to_S
SF/Send_PAPC_to_SCF), & A/ e)oll A A=}
% A8 el 22 #Ho] Play_Announcement/e 9l
& A E E71E et =3 A Ag Al
o slNeE 593 HHe FHE

9. AE W #% AT 2 AY

2 =FdAe AT A1d Fo 2 #2493 7le
71l 218 ATSA Y WS 7Ie3t AT A S
AL 27 AW F9& AR ste ¢l W
71&stgh &, A A E TTCNHE ¥ & 2188}
A & ZE2EF F 3} SRFE ¥ A8 €
AE Al 2839t

TTCNoZ B ATSE TTCN ZH g 9
& 43 7}'5 8 ETS (Executable Test Suite)E
B3, Xewo] F+HHE SRF ¥ SSF (Service
Switching function) $ SCF (Service Control Fun-
tion) ZEEZES WAL Z §5 % INAPH A A
Fell A&HAT FF T4 FFHAAFTAA
TEE THoE FEHIYE AAW A5HS ¥
3+ CS-2 (Capability Set 2) ¢ INAPY| ZdF 25}
o] A&o dia] A7 FZZF Uk
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