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	Reason for change:
	In the current implementation, at Step 7 when the SS transmits the EAP challenge REQ, the function f_NG_EAP_ChallengeReq (v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN,'01'O) is called. 

In this function, instead of passing  v_NAS_SecurityParams directly, the function f_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, hex2str(px_IMSI_Def)) should be passed. Otherwise, the function f_Get_EAP_OtherAuthenticationReqMsgf_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit will also use the same value of p_SecurityParams, and this will cause the UE to reject the EAP challenge.

In Step 8, the SS expects the response with p_ID set as ‘00’O, whereas the Authentication EQ in Step 7 used ‘01’O. 
This also needs to be corrected.

	
	

	Summary of change:
	At Step 7, instead of passing  v_NAS_SecurityParams directly, the function f_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, hex2str(px_IMSI_Def)) is passed.

At Step 8, passed p_ID as ‘01’O.

Please see below.
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1. [bookmark: _Toc122434488][bookmark: _Toc295288959][bookmark: _Toc60915525]Corrections required
0.1 [bookmark: _Toc60915526]function fl_TC_9_1_1_2_TestBody
	Function name
	fl_TC_9_1_1_2_TestBody

	Reason for change
	In the current implementation, at Step 7 when the SS transmits the EAP challenge REQ, the function f_NG_EAP_ChallengeReq (v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN,'01'O) is called. 

In this function, instead of passing  v_NAS_SecurityParams directly, the function f_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, hex2str(px_IMSI_Def)) should be passed. Otherwise, the function f_Get_EAP_OtherAuthenticationReqMsgf_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit will also use the same value of p_SecurityParams, and this will cause the UE to reject the EAP challenge.

In Step 8, the SS expects the response with p_ID set as ‘00’O, whereas the Authentication EQ in Step 7 used ‘01’O. 
This also needs to be corrected.

	Summary of change
	At Step 7, instead of passing  v_NAS_SecurityParams directly, the function f_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, hex2str(px_IMSI_Def)) is passed.

At Step 8, passed p_ID as ‘01’O.

Please see below.

	TTCN module
	NR5GC_IRAT/Common/ EUTRA38_NR5GCProcedures.ttcn

	MCC160 Comment
	



Before Change:
	<<SKIPPED CODE>>
//@siclog "Step 7" siclog@
    SRB.send(cas_NR_SRB_NasPdu_REQ(v_NGC_NASCellA,
                                   tsc_NR_RbId_SRB1,
                                   -,
                                   cs_NG_NAS_Request(tsc_SHT_IntegrityProtected_Ciphered,
                                                     f_Get_EAP_OtherAuthenticationReqMsg(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, f_NG_EAP_ChallengeReq (v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, '01'O))))); // @sic R5s201483 sic@

    //@siclog "Step 8" siclog@
    SRB.receive(car_NR_SRB_NasPdu_IND(v_NGC_NASCellA, tsc_NR_RbId_SRB1, cr_NG_NAS_Ind(tsc_SHT_IntegrityProtected_Ciphered))) -> value v_ReceivedAsp;
    if (f_Check_EAPAKA_AuthenticationResponse(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_ReceivedAsp.Signalling.Nas[0].Pdu.Msg)) {  // @sic R5-205579 sic@
      f_NR_PreliminaryPass(__FILE__, __LINE__, "Step 8");
    } else { // @sic R5s-201483 sic@
      f_NR_SetVerdictFailOrInconc(__FILE__, __LINE__, "Step 8");
    }
    
<<SKIPPED CODE>>




After Change:
	<<SKIPPED CODE>>
//@siclog "Step 7" siclog@
    SRB.send(cas_NR_SRB_NasPdu_REQ(v_NGC_NASCellA,
                                   tsc_NR_RbId_SRB1,
                                   -,
                                   cs_NG_NAS_Request(tsc_SHT_IntegrityProtected_Ciphered,
                                                     f_Get_EAP_OtherAuthenticationReqMsg(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, 
                                                     f_NG_EAP_ChallengeReq (f_NG_EAP_AuthenticationInit(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_PLMN, hex2str(px_IMSI_Def)),//WA#9_1_1_2 v_NAS_SecurityParams, 
                                                     						v_PLMN, '01'O))))); // @sic R5s201483 sic@

    //@siclog "Step 8" siclog@
    SRB.receive(car_NR_SRB_NasPdu_IND(v_NGC_NASCellA, tsc_NR_RbId_SRB1, cr_NG_NAS_Ind(tsc_SHT_IntegrityProtected_Ciphered))) -> value v_ReceivedAsp;
    if (f_Check_EAPAKA_AuthenticationResponse(v_NAS_SecurityParams, v_ReceivedAsp.Signalling.Nas[0].Pdu.Msg, -, '01'O/*WA#9_1_1_2*/)) {  // @sic R5-205579 sic@
      f_NR_PreliminaryPass(__FILE__, __LINE__, "Step 8");
    } else { // @sic R5s-201483 sic@
      f_NR_SetVerdictFailOrInconc(__FILE__, __LINE__, "Step 8");
    }
<<SKIPPED CODE>>



