Comments Form, please mail to Richard.Schimmel@kema.com - 

As discussed during the February 11, 2008 teleconference

	Date
	Document

	January 28, 2008
	Conformance Test Procedures for Client Devices with IEC 61850-8-1 interface

Revison 0.8


	Comment Author
	Clause/ Subclause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	OBSERVATIONS OF THE Testsub comittee


	1-Muschlitz
	3.2
	Final
	The sentence “In general … to other servers.” Is very unclear. It can be interpreted “it is possible that it will have no impact” or “it is mandatory that problems which occur on one server shall cause no interference with communications to another server.”
	Reword paragraph: “If, during testing, problems which occur on one server impact communications to a second server, then this anomaly shall be noted and the entire Client test shall fail.”
	Agree, each test will need a background server. And we will describe this only in 3.2

	2-Muschlitz
	A4
	Table A.4.2 Row 1 (Basic Exchange)
	Tests C_AssN5 (Client retries association after server denial) and C_AssN7 (Client retries association after a Client power supply failure) should be mandatory
	Move C_AssN5 and C_AssN7 from Conditional to Mandatory column
	AssN5 = after 250 times the associate should be succesfull.

PIXIT may specify max nr of retries or timeperiod.

Assn5a = mandatory

a) First denial, second accepted

b) 250times denial, 251 accept ( as specified pixit)

AssN7 = conditional for SAS control applications, servers should accept 

	3-Muschlitz
	A4
	Table A.4.2 Row 1 (Basic Exchange)
	AssN2 (Authentication failures) tests is missing from this table
	Add as Conditional depending upon PICS declaration of Authentication
	Abstract = 7-2 level not just a summary

Note – refer IEC 62351 – page 19 make it footnote. Same A4.1. refer to ame footnote

	4-Muschlitz
	A4
	Table A.4.2 row 4
	C_Sg3 (select a settings group) should be mandatory for this row (labelled “Settings Group Selection”). Note that the server tests made this Conditional and therefore few (none) of the servers have executed this test
	Move C_Sg3 from Row 4+ mandatory to row 4 mandatory
	Retracted, no change

	5-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_Ass1..4
	Test description step 6 is “Client stops the association” but test should include both “server releases association” and “server aborts the association”
	Replace step 6 with “one server releases the association and a second server aborts the association”. Remove expected result step 6. Change expected result step 7 to “SUT reconnects to both servers”
	C_ass3 abstract  is not covered by the detailed procedure. Add this!

	6-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_AssN2
	Entire test is missing
	Add test
	Retracted

	7-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_AssN3
	Test does not check for multiple server interference.

Also test description step 5 is replicated as expected result step 4
	Change step 1 to indicate 2 servers, remove step 5, add step at end to verify that second server association is still active (for example, issue MMS status request)
	See 1-muschlitz

	8-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_AssN4
	Test does not check for multiple server interference.
	Add step at end to verify that second server association is still active (for example, issue MMS status request)
	See 1-muschlitz

	9-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_AssN5
	Test does not check for multiple server interference.
	Add step at end to verify that second server association is still active (for example, issue MMS status request)
	See 1-muschlitz

	10-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_AssN6
	Test does not check for multiple server interference.
	Add step at end to verify that second server association is still active (for example, issue MMS status request)
	See 1-muschlitz

	11-Muschlitz
	A4.1
	Detailed test C_AssN7
	Expected result implies that all servers have the association re-established. Also does not check for multiple server interference.
	Change expected result step 3 from “all servers” to “the interrupted server” and add step at end of test description to verify that second server association is still active (for example, issue MMS status request)
	See 1-muschlitz

	Herb
	
	
	Concept of the plus in 2+/4+ is not defined
	add description about “+”
	Agree, 2+ includes 2 as well

	Christof
	
	C_Br2
	Step 7 should be removed
	
	Agree

	Richard
	
	multiple
	Blue text in the comment form 0.8 27nov (with progress)”
	
	Agree, no change required

	
	
	
	
	
	


Next steps:

· February 25 final date for written comments

· March 3 telco to discuss final comments on revison 0.8  

· Richard will update accordingly and send version 1.0 to Bruce for official approval 
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