1. ORGA Kartensysteme GmbH

----------------------------------------------------------------------------
----------------------------------------------------------------------------
ref: T3-010337 generated CR for T3 Meeting 11.5.2001
----------------------------------------------------------------------------
Comments from G&D to ORGA Spec.

- API_1_SSY_GETS
"GSM interface" is the official definition in the GSM0319, therfore we take this notation.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------
Oberthurcs Test
---------------
API_2_ENH_GSD0 : wrong length UDL (45 -> 2b) in Testcase 5 / *.scr
OK to be corrected ( OCS )

API_2_ERH_POSTB and API_2_ERH_POSTBB :

I think, we can't use the Formatted SMS PP for triggering the applet, because the GSM03.19 (part 6.2 Applet Triggering)defined
...take the optional Application Data posted by the triggered toolkit applet if present; secure and send the response packet
Í think, thats means, if the applet is triggered with 0348 formatted SMS PP the post method send a secured 0348 response packet.
So it's better to trigger the Applet with.. for example :Call Control.
OK to be changed ( OCS )
---------------------------------------------------------------------------
GEMPLUS Test
---------------

API_2_PRH_COPY_BSS : TC 8 / 10 / 12 wrong compare , because the comprehension bit
in script is not the some as in Applet (see comments last meeting)
OK to be corrected test case 9 / 11 / 13 ( G+ )
API_2_PRH_GTGR : TC 13 & TC 14 are wrong. In accordance with 0319 both Exception are thrown
by the send() method
OK to be corrected, spec is correct (G+)
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2. GyD Ibérica SA, Giesecke & Devrient group

SSY_GETS (6.1.2) testcase 2

I have problems with the wording "GSM interface"
Suggestion: replace GSM interface with "SIMView interface"

I have problems with the variable name "theGsmApplet"
Suggestion: replace it with "theSimView"

I think that the test code doesn't ensure the test case description 
(i.e. that the returned value is an object that implements the 
SIMView interface). Maybe you should try using "instanceof" or an
explicit cast or something else, instead of just calling the "status" 
method?
OK instanceof to be added ( ORGA )

- API_1_SSY_GETS
"GSM interface" is the official definition in the GSM0319, therfore we take this notation.

- SVE_THITS (6.1.3.1)

The test procedure doesn't match the applet code (both have a
different number of test cases, the applet has many more). 
Maybe it is a problem that the core spec is not updated properly...
OK spec to be changed to describe the 6 test cases implemented ( ORGA )


- SVE_CONS (6.1.3.3)

I think CRRN2 doesn't have to be there... (???)
OK to be removed ( ORGA )

It seems that the tests of the constants are useless. Could we remove them ?


 (ref : T3z010500 for Gemplus tests and T3z010504 for SLB ones)

3. Gemplus


====================================================
Gemplus tests :
------------
still 2 mistakes

>> api_2_pah_send : case 15. The proActive command send() is performed twice !!!
OK first send to be removed for TC 15 / 16 (G+)

>> api_2_prh_gtgr : case 13. the command send() must be performed in a try{}.
Actually the previous TerminalResponse has no Result Simple TLV, so the
send() cannot return it.
Already treated 

After approval we will provide a new release of our package in Nice.



====================================================
SLB tests :
----------
>> API_2_TKR_CMETB_BSSBZBS : mistakes in the script. The Fetch after the first envelope has to
return the 2 menus Init1 and Init2. Mistake in the .scr, one menu is
"TOOLKIT TEST". The same for the other cases
NOK rejected
>> API_2_TKR_DMETB_1 and API_2_TKR_EMETB_1 : the same as above in the Fetch after the first Terminal Profile
NOK rejected
>> API_2_TKR_IEVSB : the status of envelope command is 91XX. A proActive command is sent by the card. It will
be usefull to detail the different exchanges between the card and the ME
in case of proActive command.
It's the same for lots of case in SLB'tests ...
NOK those things were decided in Madrid

Clarification  to test tool description to be done ( Microelectronica )
>> API_2_TKR_RPOLS : case 1. In the loop replace 15300 by i !
OK to be changed (SLB)
>> API_2_TKR_SEVTB case 4 and API_2_TKR_SEVL_BSS_1 case 12. Concerning the exception EVENT_NOT_SUPPORTED. The exception
should not be thrown for events 1 to 19. For the other events, the
exception can be thrown. It is not mandatory ?
OK to be removed as there is  no requirement in 03.19. CRRP5 shall be changed and coverage table too (SLB)



