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Interpretation of TS GSM 11.14 for the 'GET INKEY' command

Different companies (which use the same GSM 11.14 specification) have done different interpretations of the GET INKEY Command with the "Yes/No response" option.

Here is an extract of TS GSM 11.14 v8.3.0, subclause 6.8 :

When the ME issues a successful TERMINAL RESPONSE ('0X' result value - refer to subclause 12.12) for a GET INKEY ("Yes/No") command with command qualifier set to "Yes/No", it shall supply the value '01' when the answer is "positive" and the value '00' when the answer is "negative" in the Text string data object.

Interpretation A :


when the answer is positive, the ME supplies in the text string object the character '1', which is coded with the default alphabet as '31' in hexadecimal.


Similarly, when the answer is negative, the ME supplies the character '0', which is coded by the hexadecimal value '30'.

Interpretation B :


when the answer is positive supplies in the text string object the hexadecimal code '01', with the Data Coding Scheme (see GSM 03.38) put to '04', meaning 8-bit data. Note that in the default alphabet (Data Coding Scheme put to '00'), code '01' would correspond to the character '£' ('pound' sign).


Similarly, when the answer is negative, the ME supplies the hexadecimal code '00', with DCS put also to '04'. In the default alphabet, '00' would correspond to the character  '@' ('at' sign). 

GEMPLUS thinks that the latter interpretation (B) is correct for the different reasons below :


1- the subclause 3.3 "Symbols" in GSM 11.14 explains that values in inverted commas are hexadecimal values;


2- If '01' is the description of a text string, it should be converted to 2 bytes ('30' and '31') in hexadecimal, and not just '31';


3- In clause 12 "Simple TLV data objects" of GSM 11.14, all values in inverted commas are hexadecimal values ('01' for dial tone (§12.16) for example).

3GPP-T3 delegates are kindly invited to give their opinion on the issue, and to give guidance on how such kind of misinterpretation could be avoided in the future (e.g. is a Change Request needed ?).




























1/2

