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Executive Summary

Initial discussions were held on architectural aspects of the GUP concept.

SA5 matters, in particular regarding Subscription Management, were discussed.

Cross WG co-ordination matters were discussed extensively, and it was concluded that there is, with the exception of the SA5 work, a general lack of data modelling work and data structure co-ordination within 3GPP. This was identified as a major cocern for the GUP development.

There were four output documents from the meeting:

UP-020018, LS to S5 on Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management, in response to UP-020017
UP-020019, LS to S3,S4,S5,N1,N4,N5,T3 on co-ordination of data definitions identified in GUP development

UP-020020, LS to S1,SA on time scales for the GUP/DDF work

UP-020021, Work in Progress for the Joint GUP Ad-hoc
There will be a next joint ad-hocmeeting, held co-located with the SA5 meeting, in Cork in April, hosted by Motorola. Time: 14:00 Tuesday, 2nd April – 16:00 Friday 5th April, 2002.
Minutes of the Meeting
1. Opening of the meeting and call for IPRs
The Chairman made a call for IPR. 
2. Approval of the agenda
UP-020002
Draft agenda
Chairman
Item 2

The draft agenda was approved after the addition of item 7b SA5 issues.
3. Identification of the meeting secretary
Nicola McGregor (NTT DoCoMo) acted as secretary for the meeting. 
4. Introduction of participants
Participants included representatives from T2, T3, SA1, and SA2.
5. Registration of input documents

See Annex C for the document list.

6. Objectives of the meeting
The objective of the Joint GUP meeting was to enable an overview of the GUP work and to complete outstanding issues on 23.241 and 24.241. 

Three main areas were identified:

1. Architectural issues

2. SA5 related issues

3. Co-ordination and communication of requirements with other concerned working groups. 

Stage 1 related input documents from Nokia and Siemens that were currently being considered by the SA1 SWG GUP were to be briefly presented and discussed. 

Discussions that were initiated during the preceding T2GUP meeting on how the GUP work should be progressed and whether the data description framework and common objects work should be separated from the GUP work were to be continued here.

7. Reports and Letters from other groups
UP-020005
LS from T2 SW3 on MMS availability and USIM/UICC portability (T2M-020109)
T2 SWG3
NOT APPROVED YET (per FRI 8/2)
Item 7

NOTED

This document was presented by Ileana (AT&T Wireless). The LS outlined a problem that the WG had identified regarding the porting of a SIM that has a MMS subscription to a device that is not MMS capable. There must be a way of telling the server that it must not send MMS if the device that the SIM is ported to is no longer an MMS capable device. The issue in the LS would be there for all services that are triggered by presence in the network and hence posed a generic problem.

Nigel (Motorola) pointed out that the initial push response would be missing from the non-Push capable device. The system needed to be able to cater with a failed Push response.

Ileana emphasised that the issue raised in the LS should be regarded as an example of a more generic problem relating to UICC portability and terminal capabilities, rather than an issue specifically relating to MMS. It was agreed however, that the GUP work would not be able to solve all problems of this nature. 

Michel (Lucent Technologies) suggested that SA1 might need to add a requirement regarding the co-ordination of UICC capabilities with terminal capabilities. The issue raised in the LS was therefore thought to concern both SA1  and SA2. 

It was identified that there was no central group within 3GPP that was considering the issue of terminal capabilities. 

In conclusion, comments on the LS would be incorporated in the outgoing LSs from the meeting. 

UP-020009
STF180-SG-014 DEG-HF-00025e; Universal Communications Identification (UCI) solutions
Motorola
/STF180
Item 7

NOTED

This was an ETSI document being developed by a special task force in ETSI. The document was also presented at the preceding T2GUP meeting as T2GUP-020009 (UCI STF180-SG-014  DEG-HF-00025e).

In conclusion, the issue of continuing co-operation with the group was to be brought up at the SA1 meeting (11-15 Feb).

UP-020012
LS on SyncML Initiative’s Responses to T2’s Follow-Up Questions (T2-020021)

Item 7

NOTED

This LS was a response from the SyncML Initiative concerning an LS that T2 had sent from their November meeting.

It was noted that no requirements had yet been specified for device management. The UEM feasibility study from SA5 would be used to identify requirements at T2. 

The LS was noted.

UP-020016
LS from T3 on Status of the Generic User Profile Work (0200242)

Item 7

NOTED

The document asks for a continued dialogue and was noted.

7b
SA5 related issues 

UP-020010
Modelling interorganisation relationships for SuM  (S5A020004r1)
BT
7b

UP-020006
LS on relationship of GUP to Subscription Management (T2-020031)
SA5
Item 7b

Withdrawn and replaced by 17

UP-020017
Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  (T2-020243)
SA5
Item 7b

Presented by Dave Milham (BT) (by telephone). Dave gave a comprehensive overview of the work of Subscription Management at SA5 and its assumed relationship to the GUP work. 

Detailed discussions pursued and it was determined that there was a great deal of scope for co-operation between SA5 and GUP with regards to data description and modelling relating to Subscription management. Identifying common objects was identified as a first priority to prevent duplication of work. 

It was pointed out that the work of data modelling needed to be implemented before data description could be attempted. For the meantime however, the GUP group were not willing to take on board issues of data modelling. SA5 was keen on doing UML modelling and had expressed appreciation for the components model in the GUP specification. It was noted that the GUP concept as well as SuM is about functions to be performed on the data, which in turn for instance requires access control mechanisms. A clear draft of the Subscription Management Stage 2 specification could be expected by June. 

Compatibility issues between devices and service options in the network (USIM) were identified. The server in the network would not be aware of the capabilities of a device and this would cause problems. The terminal needs to tell the server if certain services could be used or not. In addition, the definition of user and subscriber had changed from the original 3GPP definition and this was identified as a potential problem.

In conclusion, it was agreed that the working procedures identified during the meeting would be attached in the reply LS reply to SA5. 

Next SA5 meeting was set for end of February in Miami, and then 2-5 April Cork, Ireland. As the  Stage 2 document was not likely to be stable until the end of March, it was suggested that a joint meeting could be held on 3 and 4 April during SA5 meeting.  

UP-020011
LS on User Equipment Management Feasibility Study (SA5's TR 32.802); T2-020032
Chairman/SA5
7b

This was an LS received from SA5 on the UEM Feasibility Study. 

It was agreed that several requirements would need to be identified in the UE management work e.g. security related work. 

It was strongly emphasised that a co-ordination between terminals and networks was required otherwise operators would not be able to deploy services. 

This document would be presented for information at the next T2 meeting (11-15th February) and would be approved at the SA plenary in March. The LS was noted.

8. Approval of the minutes from the previous meetingReview of the outputs
UP-020001
UP-07 minutes of meeting (Cancun)
NTT DoCoMo
Item 8

The draft minutes were approved. A brief overview of 23.241 and 24.241 was given for the benefit of participants that had not attended the meeting.

9. Output from SA1 Ad-hoc on GUP (UP-08)
UP-020008
Report from SA1 Ad-hoc 2000-01
Cingular
Item 9

This document was presented by Nigel (Motorola). 

The comment on S1-020151 Harmonized Description was noted and Ericsson replied that the document was still considered relevant to the Stage 1. 

It was noted that the timescale proposed by SA1 did not give sufficient time for development of the T2 Stage 2 and 3 work. The deduced assumption was that SA1 regarded the T2 Stage 2 and 3 as exclusively GUP Stage 2 and 3 specifications. However, the T2 Stage 2 and 3 would also need to be implemented by at least SA5 and CN4 as well. It was noted that the Stage 2 and 3 will need to be stabilised very early on in Release 6 for other groups to be able to implement the work in Release 6. 

Lucent asked for clarification as to what SA1 should do (should they refrain from mentioning the date for Stage 2 and 3?). 

There was agreement that the Joint Ad Hocs view of how the work needs to be progressed needed to be explained clearly to SA1. This was covered in UP-020020 Liaison Statement on GUP/DDF timescales. 
10. 22.240, Stage 1, matters
   (New versions of the draft made by SA1.)
UP-020007
22.240, v0.5.0, 2002-01
SA1 Ad-hoc
Item 10

The new Stage 1 draft by SA1 was presented for discussion.

There was concern over the risk of losing the concept of components in the long term as it was not incorporated into the Stage 1 requirements.
It was agreed to draft a internal rolling document to act as a placeholder for information and inputs that may otherwise be lost. (UP-020021). 

UP-020003
Proposal for 3GPP GUP Terminology and Architecture
Alcatel
Item 10

This document was presented for information. It described a model that differentiated multiple users using one subscription by using the USIM. Sub-users were further differentiated under the users by means of a public identity (e.g. a telephone number). 

The document sparked intensive discussions over the different roles of the subscriber and users. The solution was likened to the Multiple Subscriber Profile (MSP) in GSM that was originally intended to be implemented in the mobile and the SIM, but has now been implemented as a pure network based solution. 

After consulting TS 21.905, where the definitions of "subscriber" and "user" were studied, there was general agreement that the subscriber was the person/entity that pays the bill and gets the USIM from the operator. The requirements proposed in the document were felt to already be fulfilled today, albeit not with perfect technology, using MSP.
The document was supplemented by a tree diagram. Each user profile was tied to a public identity e.g. a telephone number. There were problems with comprehending the model due to reuse of the term subscriber. All the user profiles and sub-profiles were related back to one subscription, but each profile had a public identity (phone number). The "sub-profiles" as indicated in the tree diagram could be achieved with an enhancement to the MSP feature: this it was again noted as entirely a network based solution.

The public identity could be a telephone number: so one subscription could have two users defined by two telephone numbers. 

Nigel stated that the NAI and USIM (with a unique IMSI) should be on the subscriber level. Arto answered that you would lose the “contract level”, where a subscriber, e.g., a company, provides and distributes USIM to the users on the level below. This statement caused confusion as it was agreed that there could only be one subscriber per USIM.
In conclusion, it was suggested that the document may be of interest to SA5, given the apparent relationship to subscription management. It was agreed that whilst the use of the terms user and subscriber needed to be revisited, it was very important that the definition of the GUP did not impose any restrictions on the possibility to create such structures as discussed. It was suggested that Alcatel bring the contribution to SA1.

UP-020013
SA1#15 input on GUP overview in 22.240 
(S1-020340)
Chairman
/Siemens
Item 10

This document was presented by Peter (Siemens). It was an input document that had been discussed at the Phoenix SA1 meeting and was to be resubmitted after changes to the Saalfelden meeting (11-15 Feb). 

There was general agreement within the group that the word “mandatory” was too misleading and should not be applied when discussing what data should be under the control of the operator. It was agreed that scope of the diagram in the model was too narrow and that it should be seen as only one type of business model or application of the GUP concept. 

Siemens agreed that privacy and security issues were paramount, and emphasised that the operator needed to control the information and the flow of information. Ericsson pointed out that there were cases where the operator would not be in control of the data, for example in UE management, where content in the UE should be updated. 

It was pointed out that there are both ME and UICC management and that the term “UE” management needs to be given a clear context when it is used. There was also confusion over why the list of services a user may subscribe to needed to be included in the minimum information. 

In conclusion, it was agreed that the type of example presented here was needed in order to show how the GUP could be applied in a business context. It was strongly recommended that the contents be included only as an example and not as requirements, as this would limit the scope of the GUP considerably.

UP-020014
SA1#15 input on ToR for GUP (S1-020339)
Chairman
/Siemens
Item 10

This document stemmed from a requirement from the SA1 Chairman to make SA1 adhocs official SWGs and for them to define their Terms Of Reference. 

There were questions raised over standardised access control and why the interface imposed subscriber privacy. It was pointed out that some of the bullet points were reiterating what was thought to already be in general requirements. 

The document was noted.
UP-020015
SA1#15 input on Network Requirements for GUP (S1-020371)
Chairman
/Nokia
Item 10

The document was presented by Alan (Nokia). The discussion concerned the access control and privacy requirements, where most delegates felt that the general requirements section in the TS should handle several of the items suggested to be in the Network Requirements part. It was noted.

11. 23.240, SA2 Stage 2, matters
UP-020004
GUP Logical Architecture - Discussion
Ericsson
Item 11

This document was a starting point for a discussion on GUP architecture. The document presented a possible logical architecture for GUP.

There was general approval for figure 1 as it represented the logical architecture according to the user. The diagram appeared to solve the problem of the need to let different servers know when a user changes device. 

Discussion pursued over what servers should be added and it was agreed that not too many specific servers, but rather classes of servers, should be added to the diagram. Servers could be classified by interface reference points.

In conclusion, the document was agreed as a good starting point, but that missing servers should be added. Some form of GUP location function may also be required. A specific architecture must be avoided, as GUP cannot be reliant on specific nodes. However, Reference points of relevance for GUP will need to be identified.

12. 23.241, T2 Stage2, matters


Partly joint with T2-GUP Ad-hoc
   (New versions of the draft are made by T2-GUP Ad-hoc.)
T2GUP-020013
23.241, v0.3.0 
T2GUP
Output

A brief overview of changes that had been made during the T2GUP meeting was given. The previous XML documents had been left (as they are relevant to the rest of the specifications) and the new XML documents in the new format, which had been agreed at the T2GUP meeting, were added below in the Annex. Annex H had been added as a placeholder for future work. 

13. 24.241, Stage3, matters


Partly joint with T2-GUP Ad-hoc
   (New versions of the draft are made by T2-GUP Ad-hoc.)
T2GUP-020014
24.241, v0.3.0 
T2GUP
Output

Stage 3 Common Objects. The input document on working procedures was to be added to the three relevant chapters added on working procedures. 

In Annex B, the old reference files were replaced by new, revised ones. Annex B3 MMS Parameters requirements was added. 

14. Outgoing Letters
UP-020018
LS to S5 on Comments and questions on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management
Joint GUP ad hoc
Approved

The LS contains a response to UP-020017. Agreed. Documents T2GUP-020013, T2GUP-020014 were attached. 

UP-020020
Liaison Statement to S1, SA on GUP/DDF time scales
Ad-hoc
Approved

The LS presented SA1 with the reasons why the Joint GUP Ad Hoc did not believe that the SA1 time scale left sufficient time to complete the Stage 3 work.

The liaison was to be sent to SA and SA1 in order to emphasise the importance of the work. 

A diagram was added to illustrate the time dependencies of the deliverables. The LS was approved.

UP-020019
Liaison Statement to S3, S4, S5, N1, N4, N5, T3 on coordination of data definitions, identified in GUP development
Ad-hoc
Approved

This document was to outline the background and reasoning behind the need for parallel development of the Stage 3 work, in particular regarding the identification of common objects. Diagrams were added to illustrate the problem and proposed solutions. 

Documents T2GUP-020013, T2GUP-020014 were attached. 

15. Plan of continued work
Extensive discussions were held both at the T2GUP and Joint GUP Ad Hoc concerning the topic of how the Stage 2 and Stage 3 work should be progressed. It was agreed that a recognised working procedure for cross-WG co-ordination of data modelling and the data structures was urgently required.

There was general agreement that the group should continue to meet as there was still no stable framework within 3GPP for developing the work. It was expected that the working procedure would be discussed at the TSG-SA in March.

16. Future meetings
It was agreed by the meeting delegates, with the exception of Lucent, to hold a next joint ad-hoc meeting, in parallel with SA5, to enable work to proceed on the Subscription management and data synchronisation items, given that the SuM Stage 2 work should have started by then. 

Michel (Lucent Technologies) did not believe that there was a need to continue holding Joint GUP meetings given that the work on each specification should be carried out by the responsible WGs.  

It was proposed that the next meeting be held co-located with the SA5 meeting (April 2-5, 2002).

Location: Cork, Ireland. Host: Motorola (Nigel Barnes).

Time: 14:00 Tuesday, 2nd April – 16:00 Friday 5th April.

There may also be a joint MMS meeting at the T2 meeting in May. 

17. Review of output and action items 
OUTPUT

UP-020018
LS to SA5 on Comments and questions on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management
Joint GUP ad hoc


UP-020019
Liaison Statement on coordination of data definitions, identified in GUP development
Ad-hoc


UP-020020
Liaison Statement on GUP/DDF timescales
 Ad-hoc


UP-020021
Work in Progress for the Joint GUP Ad-hoc   
Internal GUP Ad-hoc


The LSs UP-020019 and UP-020020 were to be proposed for agreement at the opening plenary of the next T2 meeting (11-15 Feb) so that it could be sent immediately to the relevant groups. The LS could then be followed by another LS outlining the organisational issues faced. That LS could be sent from T2 to T, asking T to liase with SA.
Action Items

1 OPEN: All members are requested to look at TS 21.905 on Terminology concerning “user” and “subscriber”. 

2 OPEN: Gunilla to contact Friedhelm regarding the status of the WAP Forum LS.

3 CLOSED: Nigel to fix host in Cork for next meeting. 
18. Any other business
19. Thanks to the host

20. Closing of the meeting

The Chairman closed the meeting at 17:00 on Friday 8th February.
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