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The transferability of the responsibility of this Mobile Test Spec on the SIM Toolkit interface from GERAN to T3 is still conditioned by a clarification on the messages in the spec on the ME<->SS interface, that was found not satisfactory. 

See last meeting reports 

· GERAN5#12, document GP#12_Report_v003.doc, see section 7.5.5.1 : 

Extract :

“It was agreed that when the interaction with the network is done in a more independent way the issue of transferring to T3 responsibility will be discussed again. For the moment, it will stay under the GERAN responsibility”
· GERAN#13, document GP#12_Report_v003.doc, see section 7.5.3.1, Action Point AP 12.1 Gemplus :

“Gemplus to clarify the signalling between the SS and the ME. Messages exchanged with the SS shall not be specified in detail, it is better to specify them with macros----The intention is that the network dependent part will use macros. In this way, the main sequences will concentrate in the SAT and it will be easier to transfer the specification to other networks. This will be presented in a future meeting.”
Then at last T3, ORGA Test Systems and GEMPLUS made an input paper to T3, see document T3-030184.zip including a letter of explanations and a draft CR on the 11.10-4 introducing macros on the TS 11.10-4 v8.2.0 in all ME <-> SS exchanges.

After discussing with the main contributors of the specification, ORGA Test Systems and GEMPLUS are wondering if this idea of adding macros as suggested at the last GERAN5 meeting was actually a good idea, or if instead, the spec could not be left in its existing format. 

The main reasons are:

1) The Network Simulator Manufacturer actually require the information currently provided in the test sequences, and if we reduce the amount of info, there is a risk of mismatch between the Smart Card Simulator and the Network Simulator.

2) If we put the macro definition at the end of the doc, then the spec will lose in readability and actually begin to look like the old spec 11.10-4 in Release 96, (ex in version 5.5.0) where information to setup a test was found in different sections of the spec. One of the reasons to produce a rel 99 spec was to improve the readability of the spec..

3) This specification task will take some time and will delay the implementation of the Test Tool equipments and their availability on the Market. 

Therefore GERAN4 is consulted on the following questions:

· Whether to conduct or not this work of adding macros with the subsequent delays of implementation in the industry if the response is affirmative

· The conditions of the transferability of this specification to T3. 
