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Loipersdorf … aaaahhhh.

1 Opening of the Meeting

The meeting was opened at approximately 9:00 AM on Monday, 15 October 2001, in Loipersdorf, Austria by the chairman, Randolph Wohlert (SBC Communications).

2 Introductions

The participants introduced themselves, providing not only their name and company affiliation, but also brief accounts of their wonderful initial experiences in beautiful Loipersdorf. 

3 Approval of the Proposed Agenda

S1-IF-010040
Proposed Agenda, Loipersdorf, Austria, 15 – 17 October IP Framework Adhoc Meeting


Source: IP Framework Chair (Randolph Wohlert, SBC)

Disposition: Approved
4 Call for IPR

Refer to S1-010592 at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG1_Serv/TSGS1_12_Helsinki/Docs/ (TSG-SA1 Helsinki meeting report) section 2.1 Call for IPR for information and guidance.

	The attention of the members of this Working Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of. 

The members take note that they are hereby invited:

· to investigate in their company whether their company does own IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the Technical Specification Group.

· to notify the Director-General, or the Chairman of their respective Organizational Partners, of all potential IPRs that their company may own, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms.


No comments were provided by the participants.

5 Documents

Assign received documents to agenda items.


S1-IF-010041
Document List, Loipersdorf, Austria, 15 – 17 October IP Framework Adhoc Meeting


Source: IP Framework Chair (Randolph Wohlert, SBC)


Provided for information only.

Disposition: noted

6 Background Information

6.1 Previous Meeting Minutes

S1-IF-010028
Dallas IP Framework Adhoc Meeting Report


Source: IP Framework Chair (Randolph Wohlert, SBC)

The previous meeting’s report was provided without presentation, having been available for quite some time. No comments were provided by the participants.

Disposition: Approved.
6.2 Latest Version of  Specification (TS 22.941)

S1-IF-010030
TR 22.941 v.0.5.0 without change bars


Output from previous (Dallas) IP Framework adhoc meeting


Source: IP Framework Rapporteur (Randolph Wohlert, SBC)

Provided for information only, not presented. No comments were provided.

Disposition: Approved.

6.3 Previously Sent Liaisons

6.4 Action Item List

6.5 Current Work Plan

Discussion took place regarding the degree to which TR 22.941 is viewed as being essential to Release 5.  The report’s status appeared to be unclear, and was to be clarified.  Andy Watson kindly volunteered to investigate this further and provide input to the group.  His input is presented in section 9.1 of this report.

7 Inputs

7.1 Incoming Liaison Statements 

7.2 Introductory Sections

7.2.1 Introduction

7.2.2 Scope

7.2.3 References

7.2.4 Definitions, Symbols, Abbreviations

S1-IF-010046
Alignment of Definitions


Source: Vodafone and One to One, (Monica Tosetto)

It was noted that the definitions for some terms (Application, Application Service Provider, Service, Service Provider) are not aligned between the UMTS Forum and 3GPP.  However it was felt that alignment of definitions should occur within the vocabulary specification (TS 21.905) rather than 22.941.

Provided for information only.

Disposition: Noted.

S1-IF-010048
MM Object Identification

Source: Ericsson, Vladimir Durovic 

This contribution attempts to resolve the previously inconclusive debate regarding the definition of “Multimedia Object”.  However, after further debate, the group felt that it was unlikely they would reach consensus on a definition, and that although a general common understanding of the term “multimedia object” existed, especially with respect to examples, any specific definition was liable to be too restrictive, incomplete, or possibly misguiding. 

Therefore agreement was reached to leave the term undefined, but allow its continued usage in the TR.

Disposition:  noted

7.3 Service Examples

S1-IF-010042
Location Services Requirements


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

This contribution provides initial text for a service description and requirements for Location Services, based on text in TR 22.071 (the LCS stage 1). 

Although the group agreed upon the contribution, it was also agreed that the requirements should be organised according to categories (to be determined by subsequent discussion / contributions).  It was noted that Privacy was a key issue, and that Privacy requirements should be clearly articulated in one of the categories of requirements.

Disposition: Agreed

Note: this contribution was subsequently superseded by S1-IR-010050.

Group Discussion regarding Value and Focus of TR 22.941
During discussions, it was noted that one of the most significant values provided by the TR is the validation of key requirements. It was felt that the provision of service descriptions provides important background information for understanding requirements, but should not be the focus of the TR, or distract from requirements identification and validation.

The group felt that the existing service descriptions were in many cases too lengthy, detailed, irrelevant, and distracting. It was therefore agreed that they should be simplified, and that fore each service a small number of key requirements should be identified for validation.

To further this work, it was agreed that the participants would divide up the various topics and based on existing material in the TR, draft summarised service descriptions, and initial key requirements. This work was done “offline” overnight and during the meeting, and further contributions were subsequently provided for consideration by the group.  

Dedicated industry professionals subsequently agreed to provide further inputs to address this (and other topics as noted below) as follows:

	#
	Item
	Who
	Resolution

	1
	Determine if inputs are needed from TR 22.228 requirements.
	Randy Wohlert
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010050, 10/16/01

	2
	Determine if inputs are needed from draft-garcia-sipping-3gpp-reqs-10.zip requirements. 
	Monica Tosetto, Sathya Narayanan
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010054, 10/16/01

	3
	Provide input regarding the degree to which 22.941 is essential in Release 5, possible work plan ramifications.  
	Andy Watson
	Verbal report provided

	4
	Multimedia sections
	Vladimir Durovic, George Babut,

Martin Fuller
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010056, 10/16/01

	5
	Lawful Intercept
	Erwin Postmann
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010051, 10/16/01

	6
	GTT
	(Ericsson (tbd))
	open

	7
	Gaming
	Andy Watson
	open

	8
	Local Services
	Erwin Postmann
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010051, 10/16/01

	9
	Presence
	Erwin Postmann
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010051, 10/16/01

	10
	Prepaid Service
	Erwin Postmann
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010051, 10/16/01

	11
	Priority Service
	(SBC (tbd))
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010050, 10/16/01

	12
	DSR
	(Motorola, Qualcomm (tbd))
	open

	13
	LCS
	Randy Wohlert
	Input provided to Loipersdorf Adhoc in S1-IF-010050, 10/16/01

	14
	QoS Based Charging
	Louisa Marchetto
	Louisa: “No updates needed”


S1-IF-010050
LCS Service Description and Requirements


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

Based on previously reached agreements, this contribution provides a brief service description and identifies key requirements to be validated.  The previously provided description of services is moved to an informative annex, and key requirements are provided in logical groupings. 

Disposition: agreed

S1-IF-010051
Revised Service Examples

Source: Siemens, Erwin Postmann
Based on previously reached agreements, this contribution provides for a number of topics brief service descriptions, identifies key requirements for validation, and moves the lengthier service description text to an informative appendix.
Disposition: agreed
S1-IF-010053
Priority Service Description and Requirements


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

Based on previously reached agreements, this contribution provides a brief service description, identifies key requirements for validation, and moves the lengthier service description text to an informative appendix.

Disposition: agreed

Group Discussion regarding Downloading of Multimedia Objects

It was agreed that this section should be moved up with the other multimedia sections.   

It was also agreed that specific requirements should be subsequently identified for this service, and if they aren’t clear, then this topic should be deleted.

7.4 Systems Engineering Considerations

S1-IF-010043
QoS Management


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

This contribution proposes the introduction of a new section in TR 22.941 to address the management of Quality of Service.   Initial draft text is provided, noting that additional contributions on this topic may be expected. The contributor indicated that although this work is incomplete, it is intended to serve as a starting point for the description of QoS Management considerations. It was agreed that an editorial note to that effect should be included in this section.

Disposition: agreed

Group Discussion regarding QoS Requirements and Classes
It was noted that requirements need to be clearly stated as to what will happen when the requested QoS isn’t available, or degrades during a session.  

It was mentioned that there is an ongoing discussion to align QoS classes with Tiphon and ITU, for example liaisons between SA and TIPHON. SBC indicated that a requirement exists to provide consistent QoS classes across domains. It was felt that this might be achieved through mapping of QoS classes across (even non-3GPP?) domains with interworking to provide consistent end to end QoS. It was noted that specifications that may be referenced for further information on this topic include:

22.105 Service Capabilities (includes QoS Classes)

23.207 End to End QoS Management

It was also noted that QoS unavailability/degradation considerations may have ramifications for QoS based charging, and should also be considered as part of that topic.

To progress resolution of these issues, an action item was accepted by Motorola to determine what, if any, requirements should be provided in 22.941, and as may be warranted, subsequently provide input to the group.

S1-IF-010044
End to End QoS


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

This contribution proposed initial text for a Quality of Service description, requirements, and enablers.
Regarding alignment of QoS classes with global ITU standards, concern was expressed that it may not be the responsibility of the IP Adhoc to provide such a requirement. However it was the consensus of the group that this was appropriate, and perhaps after further consideration is given to the matter, may be appropriate to further communicate this as a requirement to other groups. If so, then a liaison statement may be drafted at the next IP Framework Adhoc / SA1 meeting.

Regarding the provided descriptions of the service enablers, it was proposed and agreed to move this text to an appendix entitled Background Information, description of enablers.

Disposition: agreed
S1-IF-010044
Charging and Billing Requirements


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert
This contribution provides input on charging and billing requirements based on the SerG document SE.33. However it was discovered the SerG document is not yet a public document.  SerG is in the process of changing the status of the document to public, and when that has been accomplished S1-IF-010044 will be made available to 3GPP.
Disposition: withdrawn (expected to be subsequently provided, pending SerG approval).
S1-IF-010047
Conformance Testing


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

SA1 should take into consideration the needs for conformance testing in the "Systems Engineering" part of the Framework report.

It was agreed that the rapporteur should add such a section to the report.

Disposition: Agreed
S1-IF-010052
IMS Requirements


Source: SBC, Randolph Wohlert

This contribution provides a brief service description, and identification of key services requirements for the IP Multimedia Core Network based on the content of TR 22.228.
Disposition: agreed.

S1-IF-010054
SIP Requirements

Source: Omnitel Vodafone and Panasonic

As agreed during the initial sessions of the Loipersdorf IP Framework Adhoc meeting, this contribution provides key  requirements for SIP. The requirements were directly derived from the internet draft draft-garcia-sipping-3gpp-reqs-10.txt.
It was felt that the requirements expressed might not be appropriate for inclusion in the Framework Report in that they are too SIP protocol specific. However it was also noted that a contribution identifying more generic functional protocol requirements may be appropriate (especially if validation concerns are addressed), and may be subsequently submitted by interested parties if they so desire.

Disposition: noted.

S1-IF-010056
Multimedia General Requirements 
Source: Ericsson, BT, Rogers Wireless
This contribution provides general requirements for handling multimedia sessions. Although informative and useful, it was felt the contribution required further refinement and consideration with respect to existing service descriptions and requirements, and may be further pursued by email discussion.
Disposition:  noted.
7.5 Requirements Cross Reference

7.6 Enablers

7.7 Verification

7.8 Annex B: Additional Service Examples

7.9 Annex C:  IP Based Multimedia Services Roadmap

7.10 Other Topics

8 Outputs

8.1 Output Documents

S1-IF-010057
Loipersdorf IP Framework Adhoc Meeting Report

Source: TR 22.941 Rapporteur, Randolph Wohlert, SBC
S1-IF-010058
TR 22.94_060 with change bars

Source: TR 22.941 Rapporteur, Randolph Wohlert, SBC

S1-IF-010059
TR 22.94_060 without change bars

Source: TR 22.941 Rapporteur, Randolph Wohlert, SBC

8.2 Output Liaison Statements

S1-IF-010055
LS, Focus of TR 22.941is Validation of Requirements

Source: TR 22.941 Rapporteur, Randolph Wohlert, SBC

A draft liaison statement was developed for the purpose of informing other groups that the focus of TR 22.941 is on validation of key requirements, not merely the provision of service descriptions. It was felt the liaison needed further word crafting and refinement, but was agreed in principle, and should be provided after further refinement for email consideration.

Disposition: noted

8.3 Updated Work Plan 

8.4 Updated Action Items

Previous action items were closed.

Consideration was given towards furthering refinement of descriptions, identifying key requirements, and as may be appropriate moving lengthier service descriptions to an appendix.  The following individuals volunteered to refine those remaining sections of the TR where this still needed to be done, as follows:

1. Multimedia sections, provide brief general description and key requirements. Vladimir Durovic, George Babut, Martin Fuller.

2. GTT, tbd (Ericsson, or SBC)

3. Gaming: Andy Watson, (to be coordinated with Ericsson)

4. Interactive Customer Care Services, Randy Wohlert, to coordinate with Martin Fuller
5. Multimedia Group and Broadcast Call, Randy to ask Andre Jarvis for Requirements, extract from stage 1.

6. DSR, David Williams, Andy Watson

7. QoS Charging, Randy Wohlert

9 Other Business

9.1 Essentiality of TR 22.941

The group was informed that it appeared that there was almost no consideration of the degree to which TR 22.941 is essential to release 5.  The TR was viewed as providing only service examples, but could be included in release 5 if completed in time.  A later release 6 version could also be provided.

It was noted by the group that the 3GPP community did not appear to share the view that the scope of the TR included requirements validation.

See the provided draft proposed liaison on this topic for the group’s reaction.

9.2 Progressing TR 22.941 via Email

Participants were encouraged to provide further contributions resolving action items by email.

9.3 Next Meeting

Kobe, Japan in conjunction with SA1, November 6 – 7.

10 Thanking the Hosts

The participants expressed sincere gratitude that all this was made possible through the kindness of Siemens.

11 Close of Meeting

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 5:00 PM on October 16, 2001.

3GPP IP Framework Adhoc Participants

The following industry professionals participated in the October 15-16, 3GPP IP Framework Adhoc in Loipersdorf, Austria.

	NAME
	ORGANISATION
	E-MAIL

	Randolph Wohlert
	SBC (Chairman)
	Rwohlert@tri.sbc.com

	Monica Tosetto
	Omnitel Vodafone
	monica.tosetto@omnitelvodafone.it

	George Babut
	Rogers Wireless Inc.
	gbabut@rci.rogers.com

	Vladimir Durovic
	Ericsson Radio Systems
	vladimir.durovic@era.ericsson.se

	Luisa Marchetto
	AT&T wireless services
	luisa.marchetto@attws.com

	Erwin Postmann
	Siemens AG
	erwin.postmann@siemens.at

	Sathya Narayanan
	Matsushita Communications Inc.
	sathya@Research.Panasonic.COM

	Andy Watson
	Motorola
	andy.watson@motorola.com

	Martin Fuller
	BT Wireless
	Martin.fuller@bt.com

	David Williams
	Qualcomm
	

	Amar Deol
	Nortel Networks
	Deola@nortelnetworks.com

	
	
	

	
	
	








To be provided after the meeting











