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Definition of the method (EnvelopeHandler class):

public short getSecuredDataLength()

throws ToolkitException

Looks for the length of the Secured Data from the Command Packet in the first SMS TPDU or Cell Broadcast Page

     Simple TLV contained in the Envelope handler. This can be used on the events: -

     EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_PP_ENV, EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_PP_UPD, if the SMS TP-UD is formatted

     according to GSM03.48 Single Short Message. - EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_CB, if the Cell Broadcast Page is

     formatted according to GSM 03.48. If the element is available it becomes the TLV selected.

The definition of method suggests that more than one SMS TPDU Simple TLV object may be contain in an envelope SMS PP Data Download even if it is not compliant to 51.014. 
SLB : The 11.14, 102223 and 31.111 specifications do not forbid to receive an Envelope with additional TLVs. That’s why it has to be taken into account in the API specification.
What should be the behaviour of the framework in these cases and particularly in the following ones:

Questions:

1. If we send a formatted SMS PP envelope with 2 SMS TPDU TLV 

1)with 2 different TAR: are the 2 applets triggered?
SLB: No. Only the first SMS TPDU TLV is taken into account. None of the specifications describe the meaning of the second SMS TPDU TLV. 
2)with the same TAR: is the applet triggered twice?
SLB: No. Only the first SMS TPDU TLV is taken into account
2. What happens if we have the same with SMS CB formatted (with 2 TLV)?
SLB: Same behaviour as SMS PP.
And in these TLV, if we have the same page number, is it the first or the second which is taken into account?
SLB: Only the first Cell Broadcast Page TLV is taken into account.
3. More generally, what happens when receiving a badly formatted envelope according to 51.014? for instance, a non-expected TLV added?

Shall the framework trigger the applet or not?
SLB: YES. Again, the 11.14, 102223 and 31.111 specifications do not forbid to receive an Envelope with additional TLVs.
4. public short getSecuredDataOffset() throws ToolkitException

/**

     * Looks for the Secured Data from the Command Packet in the first SMS TPDU 

     * or Cell Broadcast Page Simple TLV contained in the Envelope handler. This can

     * be used on the events:

     * - EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_PP_ENV, EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_PP_UPD, if the SMS TP-UD is formatted

     * according to GSM03.48 Single Short Message.

     * - EVENT_FORMATTED_SMS_CB, if the Cell Broadcast Page is formatted according to GSM 03.48.

     * If the element is available it becomes the TLV selected.

     *

     * @return the offset of the Secured Data first byte in the first SMS TPDU or Cell Broadcast Page TLV element. If the Secured Data length is zero the value returned shall be the SMS TPDU TLV length.

     *

     * @exception ToolkitException with the following reason codes: <ul>

     *      <li><code>UNAVAILABLE_ELEMENT</code> in case of unavailable SMS TPDU or Cell Broadcast Page TLV element or wrong data format </ul>

     */

SLB question:  the following " If the Secured Data length is zero the value returned shall be the SMS TPDU TLV length." cannot and does not apply for  a Cell Broadcast Page.
Do you agree ?
SLB proposition: Replace the above sentence with: " If the Secured Data length is zero the value returned shall be the offset of the first byte following the 23.048 Command Packet structure."
Method getValue(short,short) (MEProfile class): 

There is an error in 43.019 v4.1.0 – definition of condition for BAD_INPUT_PARAMETER:

· if (indexMSB > indexLSB +16) or (indexMSB < indexLSB) or (indexMSB < 0) or (indexLSB < 0) 

Must be “(indexMSB >= indexLSB +16)”.
SLB: Yes it is correct. CRs has been issued for R99, R4 and R5 in order to fix this issue plus some others.
Remark :

In the Interface ToolkitInterface Table, the 3 new events are not added (SMS CB FORMATTED, LANGUAGE SELECTION, BROWSER TERMINATION).
SLB: Yes it is correct. It has been taken corrected in the latest version of  R5.

