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This report contains a summary of the discussions and decisions taken regarding 31.101 at the T3#7 plenary in Lund as well a list of items to be discussed at the plenary in Bonn. 

Decisions taken in Lund:

· The difference between a CHV1 and CHV2 will disappear from 31.101 and only PIN will be used. The references will be to a generic PIN; each application (e.g. 31.102) will thus have to define different kind of PINs. To get “a GSM like” PIN hierarchy in e.g. 31.102 it will be necessary to define two types of PIN; one PIN1 that conforms to all the requirements in 31.101 Ch. AIP and a second PIN2 that conforms to all the 31.101 requirements except that it can not be disabled.

· It was decided that the TE9 approach for PIN hierachies were taken. This implies that a user will have the possibility to have one master PIN as well as separate PINs for each application.

· A new Application DF (ADF) was defined – this ADF can only be selected by AID and will thus not have a file identifier as a response to a SELECT or STATUS command but it will return the DFname which in turn will be the AID in stead. The ADF can be considered as the root of an “application sub-tree”.
Items to discuss in Bonn

General items:

· Should there be a mechanism to link a logical channel between an application residing in the UICC and an application in the ME. This would prohibit other applications from using a “dedicated” logical channel, but would (possibly) introduce overhead due to e.g. MAC calculations. This is not specified in 7816-4

· There should be a general character formatting indication as e.g. UCS2 and ASCII are likely to be used for text formatting in EFs

· Should there be indications in either the EFDIR or the status information regarding the coding of both RFU and padding bytes. This is proposed, as there is not a consistent understanding of the coding of these two values today

· Access control of the EFDIR is a delicate issue as this file contains the list of applications stored in the UICC hence it should not be freely available
· A list of notes and proposals for 31.102 should be drafted. This list should include the findings in 31.101 that requires special attention in 31.102 e.g. as listed above that if needed there should be a definition of a PIN1 and PIN2 or a list of the status information returned b an USIM application (more or less Annex C) and so on
· Should extended addressing be a part of 31.101 –  this is new compared to GSM 11.11
· The introduction of TE9 in 31.101 should be checked and verified. For information the original TE9 specification has the number: TS 101 206-3 V1.3.2 (1998-12) - see T3-99141
Action Points on a chapter basis:
Ch.0 The chapters “Foreword” and  “Introduction” must be drafted

Ch.1 The “Scope” must be drafted

Ch.2 The “Normative References“ must be updated

Ch.3 The content should be checked

Ch.4 The content should be checked

Ch.5 Does currently not exist

Ch.6 All the parameters of chapter 6 must be checked for consistency

Ch.7 Must be checked against 21.111 to see if the requirements are fulfilled. This applies especially to:

· ATR that includes indication of T=1 and default T=1 parameters must be identified

· Indication of differences in the ATR when a cold or warm reset has been initiated

· The content of the historical bytes must be created

Ch.8 The parameters of T=0 and T=1 must be checked

Ch.9 The following should be noted and checked:

· 9.2 is a modification of the introduction to the AIP file in the previous version

· The whole of chapter 9.5.2 the selection by path

Ch.10 A (proposed new) chapter collecting the security features of applications that resides on the UICC:

· This includes e.g. the access conditions, and the TE9 PIN approach. The correctness of the TE9 PIN concept shall be checked

· Are ADF2, ADF3 and ADF5 valid, in fig 10.1, or should we prohibit this – could these interpreted as e.g. SAT applications?

· Should EFCHV also include a second level PIN – like CHV2 in GSM?

Ch.11 Currently this does not exist

Ch.12 The following has to be checked:

· Regarding the coding of the extended addressing there are some inconsistencies in 7816-4 as extended addressing can not be indicated by setting the first byte of Lc or Le to ‘00’ – this would indicate maximum length rather it has to be coded to ‘FF’!

· In chapter 12.5. Should we include the SAT cases in the mapping, i.e. list the scenarios where the UICC returns a SW1SW2 = ‘9F’ ‘XX’ that indicates that the ME must send a FETCH in stead of ‘90’ ‘00’?

G. The following has to be handled:

· For each command in chapter G the value of the CLASS byte should be defined – this also affects chapter 12.2.1.

· The generic status information in the SELECT command has been updated

· Should the status information, currently in Annex C, be part of 31.101 or should it be moved to 31.102?

AIF The following has been changed/should be clarified:

· The access conditions for the applicable functions (READ WRITE and so on) to the EFDIR shall be clarified

· New status information to the EFDIR file

· A new file EFPIN has been added – the content of the file should be discussed; should this file be specified or not? 

AIP Changes:

· Should the SFI concept apply to the INCREASE command as well – please note that the INCREASE command is only defined in GSM 11.11?

· New procedures have been added

· A procedure for making an application default should be added

· The TE9 PIN concept shall be checked

