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Meeting 11.10-4 in Gémenos, 29-30-31 october 2001

1/ Commands looked at precisely

Set Up Menu :

· In 27.22.4.8.1.4.2, there seems to be an error in BER-TLV of Proactive SIM command 1.6: set up menu 

Coding BER-TLV: 
D0 81 FC 81 03 01 25 00 82 02 81 82

85 81 EC 54 68 65 .... 

indeed, byte 85 is the alpha identifier tag, then length shall be indicated, and the length of the alpha is not ‘81’ here, but seems to be ‘EC’, and ‘54’, ‘68’, ‘65’ are the codes of the first letters of the alpha identifier: ‘T’, ‘h’, ’e’.

( see set up menu.doc

· suggestion for additional tests:

- a test to check next action indicator (GSM 11.14, 6.4.8: “The SIM may include an items next action indicator data object located at the end of the list of items. The inclusion of the items next action indicator is to allow the ME to indicate to the user the consequences of performing the selection of an item.”)

- tests with icons
- a test for selection with soft keys (GSM 11.14, 6.4.87: “If an icon is provided by the SIM, the icon(s) indicated in the command may be used by the ME in addition to, or instead of the alpha identifier or text string, as indicated with the icon qualifier (see subclause 6.5.4). Additionally, if soft key preferred is indicated in the command details and soft key for SET UP MENU is supported by the ME and the number of icon items does not exceed the number of soft keys available, then the ME shall display those icons as soft key.”)

· could not we make tests of ‘set up menu’ together with tests of ‘menu selection’?

Select Item :

· In 27.22.4.9.1.4.2, there seems to be an error in BER-TLV of Proactive SIM command 1.6: select item 

Coding BER-TLV: 
D0 81 FD 81 03 01 24 00 82 02 81 82

85 81 ED 54 68 65 .... 

indeed, byte 85 is the alpha identifier tag, then length shall be indicated, and the length of the alpha is not ‘81’ here, but seems to be ‘ED’, and ‘54’, ‘68’, ‘65’ are the codes of the first letters of the alpha identifier: ‘T’, ‘h’, ’e’.

( see ‘select item.doc’

· No Terminal Response is described in the doc: see ‘select item.doc’

· Suggestions for additional tests:

· 1 test for default item
· 1 test for help request
· 1 test for presentation style
· 1 test with icons
· 1 test for selection with soft keys
Polling off

· We do not test the fact that Polling off disables proactive polling, as no proactive polling is defined before.

I suggest to send a command: poll interval with a time interval different from 30 sec before the test, then we can check that proactive command deactivate it.

Provide local info

· Error in one byte (proactive command 6.1) ( see provide local.doc

Set Up Event List

· Byte code misses for described tests ( see set up event list.doc

· Could not we make tests of set up event list and event download together ?

· Suggestion for additional tests for events ? (MT call, location status, user activity, idle screen available, card reader status, language selection, browser termination  do not appear when we test the command set up event list)

Timer Management

· Problems in coding: refer to correction of document: tag for the type of command is 27 for Timer Management and not 32 (Power off card) as written in all tests.

· Sequence 9: starts all timers one after each other (with a time value of 1 min); then just after: sequence 10: get current value of all timers one after the other, where we expect “action in contradiction with the current state of the timer” ( we must ensure timer expiration mechanism has occurred before sequence 10 and 11. 

How ?  
- smaller value of time in the sequence 9 

- or deactivation of timers between seq. 9 and 10

- or more easily, we could change the order of tests and do sequence 9 after  sequences 10 and   11.

Set Up Ide Mode Text:

· Writing of code ( see set up idle mode text.doc

___________________________________________________________________________

3/ Notes on other commands 

Get Inkey :

· In 27.22.4.2.1.4.2, sequence 3 (get inkey with backward move), there is an error in code of Terminal Response of Get Inkey 1.3:

Coding: 

BER-TLV: 81 03 01 21 80 82 02 82 81 83 01 11
· In the test of Get Inkey with binary choice (27.22.4.2.7.4.2), there is an error in the table which describes the test sequence 1, in the Terminal Response of the case of a choice ‘no’: in column ‘comments’,  

[command performed successfully]

Check if it is in accordance with the user choice (value ‘01’ ‘00’ in the Text String data object)

· In 27.22.4.2.7.4.2: in case of the test of Get Inkey with help information, General Result of Terminal Response is not ‘command performed sucessfully’ but ‘help information required by the user’:

In the table that describes the sequence 1: 

[command performed successfully] [help information required by the user]

In the code of Terminal Response of Get Inkey 7.1:

Coding

BER-TLV: 81 03 01 22 80 82 02 82 81 83 01 00 13

Get Input:

· Tag “Text String” misses in the Terminal Responses of all tests 

· In 27.22.4.3.5.4.2, there is a problem (maybe a problem in typing the document) in Coding of BER-TLV of Get Input 5.2

· In 27.22.4.3.7.4.2: in case of the test of Get Input with help information, General Result of Terminal Response is not ‘command performed sucessfully’ but ‘help information required by the user’:

In the table that describes the sequence 1: 

[command performed successfully] [help information required by the user]

In the code of Terminal Response of Get Input 7.1:

Coding

BER-TLV: 81 03 01 23 80 82 02 82 81 83 01 00 13

Play tone:

· In 27.22.4.5.4.2 some bytes miss in BER-TLV of Proactive Command play tone 1.1G (probably problem of typing)

· Suggestion for an additional test or a modification of one of the existing tests:  minutes in “time unit” are not tested (tests are made with time unit= seconds or tenths of seconds but not minutes)

Poll intervall:

· “Tag Duration” misses in Terminal Responses of all tests of 27.22.4.6

· Suggestion for an additional test:  minutes in “time unit” are not tested (tests are made with time unit= seconds or tenths of seconds but not minutes)

Refresh

· For all tests: the order of steps seems to be  wrong: as Terminal Response is sent immediately after the proactive command Refresh (except in case of  mode “Reset”), we should configure the SIM (invalidate files, update of files or records) before sending the proactive command and not after.

· In 27.22.4.7.1.4.2, the test concerns Refresh in mode ‘SIM initialisation’, there is an error in description of Proactive Command: Refresh 1.1A:
       Command qualifier: SIM initialisation and Full File Change Notification SIM initialisation

· In 27.22.4.7.1.4.2, sequence 4 (refresh, SIM init and full file change notification), there is an error in description of Terminal response: Refresh 1.4A:

Command qualifier: SIM initialisation  SIM initialisation and  full file change notification

· In 27.22.4.7.2.4.2, sequence 2,  there is an error in description of Terminal response: Refresh 2.2A:

Command qualifier: SIM initialisation and  full file change notification
Send SS:

· In 27.22.4.11.1.4.2, in Terminal Response: Send SS 1.2: the general result is not ‘command performed successfully’, as the result of ME’s request is :’unsuccessful’.

GR should be ‘SS return error’ or another one indicating it is unsuccessful.

· In 27.22.4.11.1.4.2, in Terminal Response: Send SS 1.3: the general result is not ‘command performed successfully’, as the result of ME’s request is :’ network unable to process command’.

GR should be ‘network currently unable to process command’.

Send USSD:

· For all tests: there is no SS string in command send USSD but an USSD string.

· In 27.22.4.12.1.4.2,  proactive command: send USSD 1.1, type of command = 0x12 for ‘send USSD’

BER-TLV:  D0 27 81 03 01 11 12 00 82 02 81 83 …

· In 27.22.4.12.1.4.2, in Terminal Response: Send USSD 1.2: the general result is not ‘command performed successfully’, as the result of ME’s request is :’unsuccessful’.

GR should be ‘USSD return error’ or another one indicating it is unsuccessful.

· In 27.22.4.12.1.4.2, in Terminal Response: Send USSD 1.3: the general result is not ‘command performed successfully’, as the result of ME’s request is :’ network unable to process command’.

GR should be ‘network currently unable to process command’.

Perform card APDU

· I suggest an additional test; we send a command with a wrong C-APDU and check Terminal Response=0x3805 (C-APDU format error)

· Problem in Terminal Response: Perform card APDU 2.1 and not Power on card 2.1
Power off:

· In table and proactive command: power OFF and not ‘on’ card 1.1

· Terminal Response: power OFF and not ‘on’ 1.2

· I suggest an additional test: send a command power off to a reader that does not exist on the ME (reader 7 for instance), and check TR=0x3809 (card reader absent)

Power on:

· Be careful with the destination device: maybe we should not ‘impose’ card reader 0; as for some manufacturers, the additional reader is called reader 1 …

· I suggest an additional test: send a command power off to a reader that does not exist on the ME (reader 7 for instance), and check TR=0x3809 (card reader absent)

Send DTMF:

· No test with UCS2
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