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1
Executive Summary:

1.1
General

The meeting (7 delegates from 6 companies) received 2 LS and 1 input document concerning the GUP WID. The meeting agreed to update the WID but to remove details on T2 documents but instead reference the corresponding T2 WID, which is a building block to GUP.

A long discussion on synchronisation requirements took place, which resulted in a drafting session on a CR to TS 22.240 after the meeting.

Two CRs were agreed that tidy up 22.240. A discussion document from Alcatel proposed to enlarge the scope of GUP with the role of a foreign operator. This is to allow GUP access across many networks. 

1.2
Future Meetings

	Meeting
	Date


	Venue
	Comment 

	SA1 #23
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


1.3
Output Change Requests:

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031256
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications on general service requirements and data description requirements
	Siemens
	Agreed in SWG

	S1-031257
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications GUP data access and administration
	Siemens, Nokia
	Agreed in SWG


1.4
Output Liaison Statements:

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031254
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	LS to T2 on update of GUP WID
	Ericsson
	Not discussed in SWG


1.5
Revised WID

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031255
	WID
	
	
	
	
	Revised GUP WID
	Siemens
	Not discussed in SWG


2
Detailed Report

2.1 
Agenda

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031253
	Ag
	
	
	
	
	SWG GUP Agenda
	SWG Chair
	Agreed with two documents added


2.2
Incoming LSs

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031070
	LS In
	
	
	
	
	LS to SA1 on GUP work in CN4
	CN4
	Noted

	S1-031076
	LS In
	
	
	
	
	LS on update of Generic User Profile WID
	SA2
	Noted

	S1-031153
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for GUP WID Update
	Nokia
	Revised in S1-031255


Discussion: S1-03070 asks SA1 to update the name of rapporteur and timescales for delivery for CN4 work in the GUP workitem. Also S1-03076 asks SA1 to update the name of rapporteur for SA2 work in the GUP workitem. Both changes were agreed.

S1-0301153 proposed changes to the WID based on the incoming LSs.  It was noted that the Linked work item UE management was stopped at the last SA meeting.  Concerns were raised about deleting the T2 work as the CN4 documents are still included.  It was agreed to keep the T2/CN4 documents in the list in section 10 and remove the timescales of the documents covered in T2/CN4 WIDs.  The comments field would refer to the T2/CN4 WID. 

The SWG agreed to contact CN4 and see if there exists a separate CN4 WID and if the CN4 WID covers the CN4 documents listed, if not the timescales for the CN4 documents would remain within the SA1 WID.  

Conclusion: The WID was revised in S1-031255. It was agreed to send an LS (S1-0301254) to T2 informing them of the decision to keep their documents listed in the SA1 WID.

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031099
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	LS response on usage of GUP reference points
	T2
	


Discussion:  The LS from T2 in S1-031099 was in response to the S2 answer to SA5 and pointed towards a potential conflict between SA1 requirements (“During the lifetime of a component, the role of master instance may be played by different component instances (e.g. in the case of failure).”) and the SA2 answer given below:

Question D:
It is inevitable that at some point a computing or storage device will fail beyond recovery. What mechanisms exist for storage of data in alternative backup devices e.g. the ability to change the role of a non-master component to a master role. Also demote a master component to non-master?

Answer:
SA2 have not studied the reliability and backup issues of GUP Data Repositories, since the 3GPP Generic User Profile concept does not introduce any new network elements or new user related data. The objective of specifying the 3GPP Generic User Profile is to provide a conceptual description to enable harmonised usage of the user-related information located in different entities.

Changing the role of a non-master component to a master role is not possible, since after the change an Application would turn into a GUP Data Repository, and that is not allowed by the Rg and Rp reference points. Please see also the answer to Question C.

The meeting concluded, that there was no conflict, as moving the role of a master component from one component instance to another is an administrative issue and not in the scope of GUP.  So the LS was noted.

The meeting planned to return to this after discussion of the other documents as they touch the same subject, however, there was no time to return to it.

2.3
Contributions against the TS

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031108
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications  on GUP synchronisation 
	Siemens, Nokia
	Noted. Revised in S1-03

	S1-031235
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Discussion on Synchronization Requirements for GUP
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion:  Ericsson was concerned with the text proposed in S1-031108 as they saw that the synchronisation requirements were unclear. S1-031235 discussed the issue of synchronisation, separating the internal copies of the Data Repository and the copies held by applications.  It showed that the synchronisation of copies within the Data Repository was outside the scope of GUP.   The meeting agreed that s1-031235 described the requirements for data repositories within the network.  It was agreed that the case of data related with the UE is a special case that should be clearly described.

Conclusion: S1-031108 was revised to capture the requirements as described in s1-031235.  This excluded the special case of the UE. However, as there was no time left in the meeting this work was relayed to a drafting session after the meeting. The result can be found in S1-031258 as a company contribution of the companies participating in the drafting.

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031109
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications on general service requirements and data description requirements
	Siemens
	Noted. Revised in S1-031256

	S1-031256
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications on general service requirements and data description requirements
	Siemens
	Agreed in SWG


Discussion: It was noted that the CR should be to v6.1.0.  T-Mobile queried the use case behind the text “There shall be effective means to retrieve individual GUP data elements with acceptable delay for real-time services”.  It was agreed that the purpose of the CR was to clarify and tidy up the text, so it was agreed to keep the text as it is.

The CR was corrected to refer to IMS Private User Identity.

Conclusion: The CR was revised in s1-031256

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-031110
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications GUP data access and administration
	Siemens, Nokia
	Noted.  Revised in S1-031257

	S1-031257
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications GUP data access and administration
	Siemens, Nokia
	Agreed in SWG


Discussion: The note in section 6.1 was modified to align with the new text in section 6.4.

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030598
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	GUP Access over several networks
	Alcatel
	Noted


Discussion: The meeting discussed possible use cases so that examples of a foreign network could be seen.  Some delegates had trouble understanding how the foreign network differed from a VASP. Some delegates expressed that although a user e.g. Liz Daniel may have a subscription with Operator A and another with Operator B, she was seen as two different users, otherwise the concept of GUP became difficult.  It was agreed that maybe OMA may look at service enablers that would allow the two subscriptions to be associated, however, the meeting could not define a requirement for GUP at this point in time to support this.  

Conclusion: Noted

2.5
Next Session

Annex A – Complete Document List

	Green – Processed completely, document is output document
Yellow – Processed completely, document is not output document
	Light blue – Processed but outstanding issue
	  White/no highlight – not processed

	Type – CR, TS, LS, Rep, Agn, Doc
	Rel – R99, Rel-4, Rel-5
	


	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030598
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	GUP Access over several networks
	Alcatel
	Noted

	S1-031070
	LS In
	
	
	
	
	LS to SA1 on GUP work in CN4
	CN4
	Noted

	S1-031076
	LS In
	
	
	
	
	LS on update of Generic User Profile WID
	SA2
	Noted

	S1-031153
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for GUP WID Update
	Nokia
	Revised in S1-0301255

	S1-031108
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications  on GUP synchronisation 
	Siemens, Nokia
	noted

	S1-031109
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications on general service requirements and data description requirements
	Siemens
	Noted.  Revised in S1-031256

	S1-031110
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications GUP data access and administration
	Siemens, Nokia
	Revised in S1-031257

	S1-031235
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	Discussion on Synchronization Requirements for GUP
	Ericsson
	Noted

	S1-031251
	Rep
	
	
	
	
	Report from GUP SWG
	SWG Chair
	

	S1-031252
	Pres
	
	
	
	
	Presentation from GUP SWG
	SWG Chair
	

	S1-031253
	Doc
	
	
	
	
	GUP SWG Agenda
	SWG Chair
	Agreed with two new docs added

	S1-031254
	LS out
	
	
	
	
	LS to T2 on update of GUP WID
	Ericsson
	

	S1-031255
	WID
	
	
	
	
	Revised GUP WID
	Siemens
	

	S1-031256
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications on general service requirements and data description requirements
	Siemens
	Agreed in SWG

	S1-031257
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications GUP data access and administration
	Siemens, Nokia
	Agreed in SWG

	S1-031258
	CR
	22.240
	
	
	6
	Clarifications  on GUP synchronisation 
	Siemens, Nokia, Lucent Ericsson
	Result of a drafting session after the meeting
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