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1 Opening

Due to the VHE chair (Jumoke Ogunbekun, Fujitsu) being on holiday, Mark Cataldo (Motorola) chaired the meeting on her behalf.

The ad-hoc covered the following main areas:-

· Resolution on OSA and the role of MExE/SAT servers

· MMS and VHE

· Support of the user profile

· Identification of Release 2000 VHE work

2 Resolution on OSA and the role of MExE/SAT servers

Following a short presentation of the VHE Stage 1 (tdoc S1-99991), two proposed CRs on OSA and the role of MExE/SAT servers were presented.

The issue concerns the implicit statement in the VHE Stage 1 that MExE and SAT servers support OSA. 

The MExE group has explicitly not defined the functionality of a MExE server as it may be realised in many different ways (e.g. a web server, a WAP gateway, another MExE terminal, a web homepage or even another application etc.).  Indeed MExE has sent an LS to S1 stating that MExE servers do not necessarily support OSA service capability features.  For this reason there is concern at defining the functionality of a MExE server in the VHE group.

Tdocs S1-99873 (Siemens/Motorola) and S1-99993 (Ericsson) were presented by Jörg Swetina.  The two CRs attempt to modify a figure and provide new text to either ensure that the MExE/SAT servers:-

· support OSA, or conversely 

· to clarify that the support of OSA by MExE/SAT servers is optional

Olle Eriksson (Ericsson) proposed support of OSA by MExE/SAT servers on the basis that they should be able to download services, and provide information on the terminals' capabilities.   Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) questioned why the service capability features were proposed as being required for the MExE server, when MExE already provides such functionality directly.  (Examples of the service capability features included location information, terminal capabilities etc.)

Concern was expressed that such functionality may bypass some of the AAEW requirements (i.e. user control, permissions etc.).  Alternative means of accessing such information by downloading applications to the devices were suggested.  

The discussion was protracted and involved many other speakers, and it was clear that it would not be able to reach agreement on the proposed changes during the ad-hoc.

Conclusion

1. There was no consensus on the proposed changes in tdocs S1-99873 and S1-99993.  The chair encouraged the principle speakers and interested parties to try and reach agreement on changes outside the meeting to the VHE Stage 1.

2. It is clear that in its current form, the VHE stage 1 does not have support from all members of S1.

3 MMS and VHE

The Multimedia Messaging Service (MMS) feature was discussed to understand how VHE and OSA is impacting this new service.  MMS is the first new service to be standardised under 3G.  The MMS rapporteur Gunnar Schmidt has stated that MMS would be completed more quickly if MMS didn't have to support VHE's OSA service capability features.

It was agreed during the MMS S1 ad-hoc that the MMS/VHE OSA relationship will prove to be an example for all future services, and will therefore be important to adopt a good process on how new services support VHE.

MMS has also adopted the principle of determining which aspects of a service require to be standardised (i.e. impacting the network), and those aspects which don't (i.e. at an application level).

VHE's OSA currently lists some OSA service capability features for messaging.  S2/T2 will define the OSA service capability features required to support MMS, and the VHE Stage 1 will then include descriptions of them.

Importantly, MMS has decided that in order to bring MMS to the market as quickly as possible, MMS will not support OSA in its first release due to its complexity and difficulties.  It was questioned whether perhaps MMS could at least use some of the OSA service capability features.  MMS will support VHE via the individual toolkits used to build the service (e.g. MExE).

VHE is the concept, and OSA is just one of the technologies which could be used to support VHE.

S2 is understood to be performing a co-ordinating role, and it was felt that contact between T2 and S2 should be further encouraged.  It was also noted that there has been little contact between S2 and S1 on VHE.

Given that MMS has elected not to use the OSA service capability features for its first release of MMS, it was suggested that S2 should be informed so that they may concentrate their activities on the non-messaging OSA service capability features for Release 99.  Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) agreed to draft an LS to S2 (copied to T2, S2 and CN) in S1-99997 to identify those OSA service capability features which should be prioritised for Release 99.

Conclusions

1. It was felt that the discussion of MMS had thrown light on the current state of the VHE specification.

2. MMS is the first new 3G service, but MMS has elected not to use OSA service capability features in its first release.

3. MMS appear to be saying that the VHE specification is unclear, as the T2 MMS group have had difficulties in understanding the VHE concept due to the complexity of the OSA service capability features.  The VHE group should take steps to clarify the specification, and the OSA service capability features.

4. It was felt that S2 should be encouraged to perform its co-ordinating role with respect to VHE, and the support of VHE by MMS.

5. An LS to S2 (copied to T2, S2 and CN) in S1-99997 is to be drafted to identify those OSA service capability features which should be prioritised for Release 99.

4 Availability of terminal capabilities / user profile

Jörg Swetina (Siemens) presented tdoc S1-99992 to raise concerns on the fact that the VHE Stage 1 identifies the user profile (containing interface and services related information).  Without the availability of the user profile it will be difficult to provide consistency of services across the different VHE toolkits.

The paper proposed that S1 VHE, in conjunction with other groups, should more clearly define the contents, use availability, and when the user profile is required.  The user profile is not just required at the application layer, but also by the network.

It was noted that S1 had recently sent a LS to S2 stating that S2 VHE work should not only concentrate on CAMEL, but also support the other toolkits (i.e. MExE, SAT).  The MExE group had also recently sent a request to S2 to progress work on the support of a user profile.  S2 VHE would appear to be only concentrating on the OSA aspects of VHE.

Further, it was felt that S2 should be encouraged to exercise its co-ordination of VHE, and this should be stated in the S1-99997 LS to S2.

Conclusions

1. The contents of S1-99992 were generally agreed

2. S1 VHE should work with other groups to more clearly define the use and contents of the user profile

3. S1-99997 LS to S2 should identify the need for S2 to support the user profile, and request greater VHE co-ordination.

5 Identification of Release 2000 VHE work

Insufficent time was available to discuss this topic, but the preceding discussion had raised the following points:-

1. The definition and use of the user profile in the VHE Stage 1 should be further elaborated, and supported by S2

2. The VHE specification should be re-worked to distinguish between the VHE concept, and the support of the concept using OSA service capability features

3. New services should identify how they are supported by VHE by having their own subclause in the VHE specification.







