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	ID
	Comment Author
	Clause/ Subclause

(Pg==Page)
	Paragraph Figure/ Table

TESTCASE
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	OBSERVATIONS 

(Bruce)

	1. 2
	KEMA
	Technical
	RpN4
	The SetURCBValues for ConfRev, SqNum should return: “object-access-denied”. 

The SetURCBValues for unknown DatSet should return: “object-value-invalid” or “invalid-address”?
	See updated test procedure.
	Part 8-1 Table 23 does not allow “object-value-invalid”. Only “invalid-address” should be allowed
RS: see note below table 23: NOTE An out of range access will result in an MMS DataAccessError “object-value-invalid”.


	2. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Ctl7
	AddCause and Error are not specied for the enhanced security control modes when the Check condition fails.
	SBOes / DOes – command termination

AddCause = Blocked-by-interlocking


	OK

	3. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Br general
	BRCB configuration is possible when not pre-assigned to a specific client (using ClientLN in the SCL)
	True, but will not add this pre-condition in each testcase. 
	No change OK

	4. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Br2 abstract
	Replace URCB by BRCB
	
	OK

	5. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Br11, Rp9
	According to part 7-3 the timestamp should not be triggered at all. It will only be reported for GI and Integrity
	Adjust expected result
	I do not understand the comment
RS: in case the timestamp attribute is in the “attribute” dataset – it should not be reported in case of data change!

	6. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Br13
	The expected is result is true only for those data objects in the LD (data objects from other LD may be reported)
	Replace ”DUT does not send reports” by “DUT should not report data objects within the logical device”
	OK

	7. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	CtlN2
	Tissue 334 is ed.2 and is not allowed; So the test procedure should describe the expected result without the tissue like it was before in version 1.1
	The second Select from same client should fail. The second SelectWithValue from same client should fail.
	Although Tissue 334 is marked as Edition 2, it is a clarification. Both behaviors (extend select and fail select) should be allowed.
RS: discuss this in the group any deviation from the standard should be clarified. If both behaviors are allowed the implemented behavior should be specified in the PIXIT

	8. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	CtlN2
	What is step 8?
	Replace step 8 by step 2
	My copy has no step 8
RS: This may be a  Winword issue – this is just a typo in my version

	9. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	CtlN3,

CltN4,

CtlN9,

CtlN10,

Ctln11,

DOes2
	Part 7-2 fig 34 specifies NO command termination after SelectWithValue respond-  (and Operate respond-). 

Part 8-1 table 69 maps the SelectWithValue respond- to 2 MMS pdu’s: a MMS Write response with failure and MMS informationReport with LastApplError. 

(in the test procedures this InformationReport with LastapplError is incorrectly referred to as CommandTermination)


	Replace: 

DUT respond with SelectWithValue/Operate Response- and CommandTermination- with error “Operator Test Not OK” and Addcause “Position-reached”

By:

DUT respond with SelectWithValue/Operate Response- with LastApplError error “Operator Test Not OK” and Addcause “Position-reached”
	OK

	10. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	CtlN3, CtlN10,

CtlN11
	It is a local issue if the SBOes check is performed during the selectwithvalue phase or during Operate phase. So when the selectwithvalue respond is OK the operate should fail.
	Add this possible expected result  
	OK

	11. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	DOes5, 

SBOes3,

SBOes5
	For the step “keep old position” the AddCause may also be “time-limit-over”. Because the DUT may wait for a data change for the timeout period.
	Add this AddCause to DOes5-step3, SBOes3-step4 and SBOes5-step6 
	OK

	12. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	SBOes1
	Writing a non-existing (control) object will result in an MMS write error “object-non-existent” see SrvN3. 

Better test the incorrect access rights with the orCat. 
	Test the incorrect acces right by setting an incorrect orCat
	OK

	13. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	SBOes2
	How should the server respond to the TimeActivatedRespond in step 3
	The DUT should send a TimeOper_rsp+ followed by timer_expired.timeOper_rsp+ followed by CmdTerm-
	OK

	14. 2
	KEMA
	Technical
	New Rp, Br 
	Add new optional test case to verify that another client can not configure a pre-assigned BRCB/URCB 
	
	OK

	15. 2
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Rp11, Br13
	For Mod=Off,  integrity and GI reports are still send with all the elements. For Mod/Beh datachanges are always reported!
	Clarify to use trigger condition datachange and a non Mod/Beh dataobject inside the LD and force data changes using the equipment simulator
	OK

	16. 2
	ABB
	Technical
	New Tm
	A certified device transmitted the local timestamp in reports. This is not verfied in the current test procedures
	Add a new (conditional) testcase “Tm3” that verifies the possibility to set Time-zone and daylight-saving on DUT and that the timestamps on the Reports are still transferred with UTC time.
 The time stamps of DR Files have to checked also
	OK

	17. 
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Rp7, Br7
	Adjust test procedure = verify both 2 data changes of one dataset element AND 1 data change of 2 different dataset elements
	
	Clarify steps 5 and 6:

“…force one data change to two different (xxx) data set elements…”
RS: with buffer time the 2 events should be merged into one report message. Therefor we need a data change of 2 differetn elements in the dataset

	18. 
	KEMA
	Editorial
	Sg3
	Test procedures does not match with part 10. Sg3 should test the reading SG values not SGCB.
	Replace GetSGCBValues by GetSGValues (FC=SG)
	OK

	19. KEM
	KEMA
	Technical
	New SgN
	When a SG is being edited the SG values of theat group can not be read

EditSG = 6 - 

The active SG may not the same as the EditSg
	Add a new negative testcase to verify this behavior
	OK

	20. 
	KEMA
	Editorial
	SgN1b, SgN3
	· ConfirmEditSGValues does not have a sgnumber as parameter

· SelectEditSG allows null value 
	Atteched
	OK

	21. 
	Bruce
	Technical
	General
	In order to simplify test procedures for “other than 8-1”, we should indicate the 7-2 error code along with the 8-1 error codes. For example, the new RpN4 test  ‘…error “temporarily-unavailable”…’ should be changed to ‘… error “temporarily-unavailable” (61850-7-2 “instance-locked-by-another-client”) 
	Add 7-2 codes during next update
	Begin next list with this comment
RS: you are right on abstract level. But the testprocedures are on 8-1 SCSM level. Our test script developer prefers the 8-1 error codes
“Accepted in principle”




Updated test procedures

	RpN4
	Incorrect configuration of URCB 
	 Passed

 Failed

 Inconclusive

	IEC 61850-7-2 clause 14.2.3.2.2.9

IEC 61850-8-1 clause 17.1.1.2, Table 23

	Expected result

2.
DUT sends SetURCBValues() response with data access error “temporarily-unavailable”

4.
DUT sends SetURCBValues() response with data access error “object-access-denied”

5.
DUT sends SetURCBValues() response with data access error “object-value-invalid”



	Test description

1.
Client configures and enables an available URCB

2.
Client requests SetURCBValues() with one of the following "dyn" attributes RptID, DatSet, OptFlds, BufTm, TrgOps and/or IntgPd

3.
Client disables the URCB

4.
Client requests SetURCBValues() with one of the following "non-dyn" attributes ConfRev, SqNum and/or DatSet
5.
Client requests SetURCBValues() with unknown DatSet (when DatSet is “dyn”)



	Comment




	SgN1b
	Setting group definition services with wrong parameters
	( Passed

( Failed

( Inconclusive

	IEC 61850-7-2 clause 13.2., 13.3

IEC 61850-8-1 clause 16.2

PIXIT

	Expected result

a) DUT sends SelectEditSGValues Response-

b) DUT sends SetSGValues Response- with applicable service error

c) DUT sends ConfirmEditSGValues Response-

d) DUT sends GetSGValues Response-

	Test description

a) Client requests SelectEditSGValues with out-of-range setting group

b) Client requests SetSGValues with unknown object / wrong datatype

c) Client requests ConfirmEditSGValues with unknown object

d) Client requests GetSGValues with FC=SE unknown object

	Comment




	SgN3
	SetSGValues on selected setting group
	( Passed

( Failed

( Inconclusive

	IEC 61850-7-2 clause 13.2, 13.3

IEC 61850-8-1 clause 16.2.3

	Expected result

2.
DUT sends SetSGValues Response- 



	Test description

1.
Client requests SelectEditSG with setting group number null 

2.
Client requests a valid SetSGValues [FC=SE] 



	Comment
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