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Agenda : 


1
Opening of the Meeting
document(s)

2 Roll Call of Delegates

3 IPR Call

4 Meeting Agenda
T3z011701

5 Plenary summary

6 Approval of meeting Ad-Hoc#56 minutes
T3z011305(T3z011702)

7 Specification proposal
T3z011703,T3z011707,T3z011708

8 Test language description proposal
T3z011305,T3z011700,T3z011705,T3z011706

9 Any Other Business
T3z011709

10 Meeting Plan

11 Review of the meeting #56 minutes
(T3z011704)

12 Closing of the Meeting

Review of T3 plenary

· Presentation of the workgroup

· Support from T3 : OK

· Tools :

· Scott Guthery (Mobile mind) claims he has a tool to produce bytecode, in C. He is welcome to provide the tool to the AdHoc group.

· 3 methods to access the USAT commands

· java API

· C API

· USATml

· Event organized by the SCP around the interoperability : “plug test“

· Timescale : T3 wants a realistic timescale that we can manage. We commited on September 2002 at T3 meeting.

· MM tried to convice an expert in tests specification from Orga to attend one of our meetings. Hopefully he will.

Minutes from last meeting

Document has been approved by the AdHoc group as T3z011704.

Licence issue for the tool

Licence issue = can we use the SUN XML parser within our tool used to generate the bytecode ?

GM : will ask a jurist of 3GPP concerning this issue.

Review of the specification 31.123

Question : how do we organize the tests ? Devide by bytecode (ex : go back) or by topic (ex : navigation). Decision : We have both ! There are in fact three subparts :

· Mecanisms

· Core structures of the USAT interpreter bytecode

· Byte code itself.

There may be overlapping between a test in “mecanism” and one in “bytecode” (for example). In order to solve this problem, the same person, if possible, will design the tests for the two parts related to the same topic.

Input from Microelectronica : “Testing of USAT Interpreter: List of Navigation and Variable Management tests”

· For a given test (eg : forward navigation) : Do we refer to the core specification in the test specification? If yes, how ? If there is a change in the core specification, what is the impact on the test document ? For the test specification 31.112 : extracts from the core specification are mentioned for each test, with conformance requirements.

· For each tested feature : build the list of conformance requirements from the core specification

· Separate normal cases and error cases. Note : the separation is not very strict, it will be done case by case. In order to indicate whether it is a normal or an error case : it is in the name of the test.

Ex : NAV_BACK_NRM_01, NAV_BACK_ERR_01.

See T3z011710.

· All the test cases provided in the document will be enhanced for next meeting.

Input from Scott Guthery received by email 

This input contains two lists:

· One with the names of tags and attributes used in USATml.

· One with the names of tags and attributes used in the java code for the tool, as keywords (we assume).

It seems that there several differences between the two files.

Responses to Scott Guthery :

1. What is the second list of text ?

2. We will have a consistent list of tags after the tests suite has been designed. We can not solve the issue before having the test specification designed. 

3. If there are precise comments concerning inconsistencies, these comments are welcome.

Input from OCS : “ Proposal for USAT Interpreter Testing Specification for the description of the transport layer”

· Need of pages to test the transport layer : GM provides a table to be filled with list common pages, configuration sets,… to be used for the transport layer.

· In the test procedure, we have a reference to the test content. The test content will be put in an Annex.

· Chapter 7.3 (Security configuration set), section “7.3.1”, is divided into two subsections : 

· “mandatory configuration”. 

· “alternative configuration” : used for USAT interpreter supporting more than one configuration set for the PULL.

The same division can be done for push and administration.

· KIC and KID chapters  : the same remark as for security configuration set applies.

· Some tests (ex : “message sent by the UI containing a gateway address”) may be the same in the document to test the transport layer and the document to test the bytecode. In this case there will be a reference to the other document in one of the document. 

Input from Schlumberger : Tdoc T3z011700 (“Draft of DTD for USAT interpreter protocol and 23.048.”)

· Some WML definitions are useless (ex : “nbsp”)

· For the tag <user-msg> : the #PCDATA specifies the path to the file containg the secured message.

· Answers to pending issues related to the use of 23.048 :

· The binary data generated as output don’t have a UDH.

· The binary data generated as output is formatted as described in the section “implementation over SMS-PP”

Input from Schlumberger : T3z011706 (Tool to produce USAT byte code)

· Demo on a simple XML file.

· Maintenance of the tool : no configuration management of the software for the moment.

· Remark added in the USATml DTD : the text for a variable id must be the id itself.

· This tool will be improved and validated while writing the tests suite.

Input from Mobile Mind : Tdoc T3z011705

The information given in this document has been noted by the Ad Hoc group.

Any other business

· Question : How to produce invalid bytecode ? 

Two ideas are proposed :

1. Enhance the current markup languages with a new tag called <error>. This tag could be found in any other tag and its content would be put “as is” in the binary data

2. Do not define any markup language for error cases : just take valid bytecode and modify it.

No decision has been taken so far. The decision will be taken depending on the needs while designing the tests.

· Names of the markup languages have been modified :

· For 23.048 : uispml= USAT interpreter secured packet markup language.

· For the bytecode : uibcml = USAT interpreter byte code markup language.

· For the transport layer : uitml = USAT interpreter transport markup language.

Note : now the names of the markup languages (and consequently the root element in the DTD) are in lower-case.

Meeting plan 

· Next meeting : 

· 9 and 10 of January 2002 in Paris

· Hosted by Schlumberger

· For next meeting : no writing of XML pages tests. The tests will be defined according to the template provided by GM. The input documents must be provided before December 19th. Then these inputs will be merged before the meeting.

· Actions for next meeting

Company
Action

Microelectronica
Enhance the test description for navigation and variables using the template distributed by GM.

Gemplus
Do the test for Terminal Response Handler

OCS
Do the test for transport and security

Schlumberger
Create new tools to generate binary for 23.048 and transport layer

Gemplus
Ask jurist about licence issue for the tool using the SUN XML parser.

Schlumberger
providing an email with the version of the SDK to use and the classpath

· Any other input is welcome.
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T3z011300
Draft agenda USAT Interpreter Testing ad-hoc #52
Rapporteur
Discussed

T3z011301
Draft Test specification (Input document)
Gemplus
Discussed

T3z011302
Draft Test Language specification (Input document)
Gemplus
Discussed

T3z011303
Current version of Test specification 
ad-hoc
Noted

T3z011304
Current version of Test Language specification 
ad-hoc
Noted

T3z011305
Draft report of ad-hoc #52
Rapporteur
Noted

T3z011700
Draft of DTD for USAT interpreter protocol and 23.048.
Schlumberger
Discussed

T3z011701
Draft agenda Ad-hoc #56
Rapporteur
Discussed

T3z011702
Approved report of ad-hoc #52
Ad-hoc
Discussed

T3z011703
Test Specification: Introduction of Ad-Hoc remarks and structure enhancement
Gemplus
Discussed

T3z011704
Draft report of ad-hoc #56



T3z011705
Inter-Operability Testing of USAT Interpreter Implementations
Mobile Mind
Noted

T3z011706
ZIP file (USATML to UI Byte code generator sources v1)
Schlumberger
Noted

T3z011707
Testing of USAT Interpreter: List of Navigation and Variable Management tests
Microelectrónica Española
Discussed

T3z011708
Proposal for USAT Interpreter Testing Specification for the description of the transport layer
Oberthur card system
Discussed

T3z011709
No title (tags and keywords inconsistencies ?)
Mobile Mind
Discussed

T3z011710
Current version of USAT Interpreter Test Language Specification
Ad-Hoc
Discussed

T3z011711
Current version of USAT Interpreter Test Specification
Ad-Hoc
Discussed
















