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7816-9 FDIS comments

One negative vote was cast. Although this was a FDIS ballot changes was allowed as agreed at the Yokohama meeting. The outstanding German comment from Yokohama regarding the indication of no support for SFI was accepted. Indicating no SFI support is now done by setting the length following Tag'88' to 0. There were several Japanese comments to the FDIS ballot. The comments from the country having voted negative were solved by modifying the text in the CREATE FILE command. The new text allows for proprietary coding in the command indicating that the newly created file is not selected after the creation. 

Low Voltage work item

The text for the amendment to ISO/IEC 7816-3 was discussed. The original German proposal was modified. The major changes compared to the existing version is that there is no preference at which voltage to start. No cards shall be damaged even if powered up with a supply voltage class not supported by the card. The voltage class indication is not mandatory for multi supply voltage cards. The amendment will be circulated as CD ballot. 

Revision of 7816-5

The structure of the document was discussed and it was decided to add a description of the application selection. The issue of partial AID selection was discussed and it was concluded that partial AID selection can be used with the P2 values FIRST/LAST and NEXT/PREVIOUS. It was concluded that it is up to the application to specify what is the reference for these options. As an example it was noted that FIRST could mean the last selected application from a previous session or the first application in an internal list maintained by the card. If desired this could of course also refer to the order as the applications are indicated in EFDIR.  If in EFDIR one or more selection possibilities are indicated AID, path or command sequence to execute the terminal may select one of the options presented. In case a path is indicated the card may not support selection by path but selection with file ID. In this case the path can be selected as a series of selections with file IDs.

Discussions on Abort feature

Discussion with several delegates showed that there are basically different solutions to the problem. The 7816-4 editor proposed to use the chaining mechanism which is a similar approach as the MORE TIME command. In this case the card always returns an answer to the command instead of the NULL procedure byte. It is the up to the terminal to reissue the command which in this case means that the execution continues. The problem with this approach is that even in cases where no abort is needed the terminal would have to acknowledge all commands, all commands should basically be chained. The other option the editor brought up is the T=4 protocol which is an enhanced asynchronous protocol as reserved by ISO. In this case the PPS procedure would be used to select the T=4 protocol and the parameters needed for the response time for the terminal would be communicated here. Discussions with other delegates showed the that it could be easier to just modify the T=0 protocol. The support of this new parameter would be indicated in the ATR, a default value would be indicated. This is similar to the approach for the work waiting time. This would however imply modifications to the T=0 presentation in the ATR. If the interface parameter enhancement is mandatory or the indication of the operating voltage classes already implies the indication of T=0 in the ATR.

ISO/IEC 7816-4 Revision

The revision ballot has not yet been sent out. It was discussed whether the revision also should incorporate a restructuring of the 7816- series. This was looked into a couple of years ago and a proposal was presented. This would involve a lot of editorial work and the current numbering of the standards that people are used to would be completely changed causing a lot of confusion. At that point in time it was decided not to do this. If this decision is still valid while revising part 4 sections in part 4 should not move to other standards. 

