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T3 has reviewed the LS from S1 on “Priority of ME resources for WAP and SIM toolkit applications”, tdoc S1-000609.

For release 99, T3 concurs with S1 that a procedure is required to take care of the immediate issue of any two applications / application environments requiring access to the UE keyboard and display. In this circumstance the most common applications / application environments considered are USAT and WAP.

T3 agrees with the WAP Forum that USAT should take control over the UE keyboard and display to solve this issue in release 99.

For release 00, T3 also believes that a richer and backward compatible procedure is required. The proposal from T3 is that this procedure could take advantage of the inherent difference between the two main known applications. Those being session orientated and event orientated.

In a session orientated application (i.e. WAP), the application is started / connected at some point and continues to the session is ended / disconnected. During the session an indeterminate amount of data is transferred between the sending and receiving entity.

In an event oriented application (i.e. USAT), the application is started / initiated after some event to which the application is associated and will end after the application process is complete. Event orientated applications could interrupt those session orientated applications.

T3 agrees with that the two (or more) applications shall be able to share the UE resources. However T3 do not agree that the user must have knowledge about what technology in the UE to which the application environment relates as implicitly implied in tdoc S1-000609, such that she can make an informed decision about whether to continue with the present application or switch to the new application.

Essentially T3 is concerned that the user experience will get very complex and will be very frustrating. As the user is generally considered not to be concerned with what the underlying application / technology of a particular service relates, and the proposal implies that the user would be presented with endless requests to change application environments.

T3 thanks S1 for their LS and request that these considerations be incorporated when S1 reviews their proposal.

