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3GPP TSG-S1 Presence Service Meeting #7

Meeting Report

1 Opening of the meeting

The Chairman opened the meeting and thanked Siemens for the nice location and all the facilities. The chairman, Mark Cataldo (Openwave), opened the meeting and welcomed the 12 delegates. (C.f. list of delegates in Annex A)

2 Approval of the draft agenda

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010123
Presence Service agenda Draft d
Presence Chairman

The agenda was agreed without any changes.

3 Introductions

The delegates introduced themselves.

4 Appointment of a secretary

Christelle Faure (Fujitsu) kindly volunteered to act as a secretary.

5 Call for IPR

Refer to S1-010900 section 3 Call for IPR in  http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG1_Serv/TSGS1_13-Tahoe/Report/ for information and guidance.

6 Results of the previous meeting

6.1 Meeting report

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010106
Report of Presence Service meeting Sophia Antipolis, 17th-18th September, 2001
Fujitsu

Fujitsu presented this document.

It was commented that there was a need to clarify the meaning of the mandatory/optional meaning in the table. The Chairman proposed to deal with this comment under the agenda item on the minimum list of attributes.

The report S1-PS-010106 was agreed.

6.2 Liaison statements

The Chairman explained that SA2 was not able to send a LS following their meeting in Vancouver because there was no SA2 plenary in the mean time to approve the LS.

No LS was received.

6.3 Action Items

The statuses of the different action items were reviewed in accordance with the contributions received for this meeting.

Action Item
Description
Company
Status

1
Provide contributions on charging requirements

One contribution received.

Closed

2
Provide a CR reflecting changes proposed in S1-PS-010123 on replay attacks
Ericsson
Contribution received

Closed

3
Provide contributions on the list of minimum attributes

Several Contributions received

Closed

4
Draft LS to SA3 and SA5 in order to inform them of the Presence Service work

No Contribution received

Open

7 Feedback from 3GPP SA2 Presence Service

The Chairman gave an overview of the SA2 meeting in Vancouver. Two different approaches were considered during this meeting: one where the presence service would only be supported in the IMS domain, and another one where the presence service would also be defined in the PS/CS domains. No decision was taken and this issue will again be discussed in the next SA2 meeting.

SA2 looked at the attributes drafted by SA1 in the Sophia Antipolis meeting. SA2 started to draft a schematic architecture (location of the presence service and interfaces needed) in a working document. An additional input from Nokia was received in the mean time and therefore there was no agreed output.

The Chairman circulated two documents from the SA2 meeting (working document and Nokia’contribution) plus the report. He highlighted the fact that those are not agreed outputs.

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010143
Draft unapproved Report of TSG-SA2 meeting, Vancouver
Hotsip

S1-PS-010144
Proposed reference for a Presence Service Architecture (not agreed output)
SA2 Adhoc

S1-PS-010145
Presence Service Architecture considerations (not agreed)
Nokia

S1-PS-010143, S1-PS-010144, S1-PS-010145 were not presented but just noted.

8 Presence Service requirements (TS 22.141)

8.1 Status of Presence Service Stage 1

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010129
TS22.141 Presence Service Stage 1
MCC

The last version of the TS, which is now under change control, was noted.

8.2 Revision of Presence Service Stage 1

8.2.1 Attributes

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010134
Presence information attributes
Nokia

S1-PS-010135
Network Status
Omnitel

S1-PS-010137
IP Connectivity
BT

S1-PS-010138
IP Connectivity CR
BT

S1-PS-010139
Network status
BT

S1-PS-010140
Network status CR
BT

S1-PS-010141
Reachability
BT

S1-PS-010142
Reachability CR
BT

S1-PS-010146
Network Status
BT

S1-PS-010134 - Nokia

The changes proposed by Nokia were reviewed by the group and the following decisions were taken:

· Introduction: There was support to clarify the sentence, however Nokia will need to rephrase the sentence in a slightly different way.

· 4.3 Presence Information:

 It was commented that the group-id attribute was a more Stage 2 issue and that there could be other ways to implement the publication of different presence information to different watchers. It was replied that the use of tuples is also implementation related. It was reminded that the clause is informative and does not mandate any implementation.

Concerns were expressed on the ability to carry a free text field within the presence information, insofar as it could be a competitor of text messaging for example.

It was commented that the ability to publish different presence information to different watchers is already covered in the access rules section. However, there might be a need to introduce also the requirements in the generic requirements section. Nortel and Nokia agreed to work on that.

It was commented that it could be useful to introduce a concrete example within the informative part in order to clarify the relationships between the access rules and the presence information. Ericsson and Nokia volunteered to work on that.

The proposed changes in clause 4.3 were noted.

· 5.2: User requirements

The first proposed sentence was agreed. The second one mentioning group-id was noted.

· 5.3 General Requirements

The new proposed bullet vi) was noted.

It was agreed to add a note at the end of the point ii) in order to indicate that the presence information could contain optional markups such as video clips.

The introduction of the requirement on personal availability was questioned insofar as it was not clear what it could add to the TS. It was objected to add such a requirement under the presence information bullet. Nokia was invited to rephrase the requirement.

The proposed i) bullet on extended information is already covered in other parts of the specification.

· 5.4: Management Requirements

The first proposed sentence containing references to group was noted.

It was objected to introduce preference in the requirement, insofar as the use of access rules seemed to be more appropriate. It was decided that Nokia’s proposal to clarify the requirement was not satisfactory. Therefore it was noted.

The requirement to request only parts of the presence information is already covered in c) vii).

The principle of the requirement allowing the update of parts of the presence information was accepted. However it was proposed to add it rather in c). 

· 6.1: General privacy requirements

It was agreed to add “(both number of attributes and values of attributes)” but with adding “i.e.” in the beginning of the parenthesis.

Nokia pointed out the fact that the user groups are mentioned in the privacy section, although they are not detailed in the generic requirements.

The discrete denial of access to presence information is already covered in 5.5 with the polite blocking. 

· 6.2: Access Rules

It was agreed to add “all watchers are allowed” as an example of list of watchers.

It was agreed to add “ (both number of attributes and values of attributes)” but with replacing “or” by “of” in the text proposed by Nokia and with adding “i.e.” in the beginning of the parenthesis.

Nokia was invited to provide an updated CR for the next meeting.

S1-PS-010134 was noted.

S1-PS-010135 - Omnitel

This contribution proposed to mandate the network status attribute. It was commented that this attribute could be useful in some cases, but that there was no need for this attribute to be always provided. It was commented that the range of values for the attributes was a Stage 2 issue. Other contributions were provided on the same issue, therefore the document was noted.

S1-PS-010137 - BT

This document proposed to mandate an attribute on IP connectivity.

It was asked why this attribute was proposed to be user-manageable. BT answered that they just wanted to leave this option open. The chairman explained that SA2 also questioned why there should be an IP address within the presence information, and the answer given in SA2 was that this could be useful for push services.

Concerns were raised on the fact to include information already available in other parts in the network insofar as it would imply the synchronisation between the different sources of information.

It was agreed that the information on the PDP context activity could be more pertinent than the IMS attachment information.

The use of the IP connectivity information for the end-user was questioned. BT explained that they needed to make further investigation on the potential use cases.

This contribution and the corresponding CR S1-PS-010138 were noted.

S1-PS-010139/ S1-PS-010140 - BT

These documents contained proposals similar to the one made by Omnitel, therefore they were noted.

S1-PS-010141/ S1-PS-010142 - BT

This contribution proposed to add a mandatory reachability status.

It was asked how this reachability attribute would be computed. It was answered that the mechanism of location update could for example allow the computation of this attribute.

Concerns were raised on the high computing power needed. BT explained that they wanted to see at least SA2 investigate that and explain what the impacts could be. 

It was also commented that the introduction of too many mandatory attributes would prevent the deployment of a light presence service.

It was proposed to combine the network status and the reachability attributes into one single attribute giving a level of confidence about the validity of the user’s status.

This document was noted and BT made another proposal in Tdoc S1-PS-010146.

S1-PS-010146

The attribute proposed by BT in this document aims to cover the network status and the reachability attributes proposed in S1-PS-010139/ S1-PS-010135 and S1-PS-010141.

It was questioned why this attribute should be mandated whereas the value could be “status not known”. BT explained that the presence server should always try to retrieve the value of this attribute.

It was commented that the range of values was only indicative and that SA2 would have to define the exact range of values.

It was objected to mandate the network status in the table.

It was decided that BT, Nokia and Fujitsu are going to draft a Change request in order to introduce into the TS the requirements corresponding to the list of attributes defined in the table drafted in Sophia Antipolis. A new sub-clause dealing with the case where the presentity is a 3GPP subscriber could be introduced in the normative part of the TS.
This document was noted.

8.2.2 Charging

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010136
Charging requirements for prepaid and post paid users
Omnitel

It was commented that it would be more appropriate to mention postpaid and prepaid users as a preamble to the sub-bullets.

It was also commented that use of the terms “postpaid” and “prepaid” might not be the more appropriate. The proposed changes were agreed in principle, and Omnitel was invited to look at the TS on charging and to provide an updated version of the CR for the next meeting.

The document was noted.

8.2.3 Principal

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010125
Use of "Principal" within TS 22.141
Fujitsu

S1-PS-010126
Use of "Principal" within TS 22.141
Fujitsu

The principle of these contributions was agreed. It was commented that principal privacy should be replaced by principal’s privacy everywhere in the document. Impacts on the Core Network should be added in the Cover Sheet.

The two documents were noted and Fujitsu will provide a slightly revised version of S1-PS-010126 for the next meeting.

8.2.4 Administration procedures

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010127
Administration procedures
Fujitsu

S1-PS-010128
Administration procedures
Fujitsu

The use of registration/activation terminology was discussed. It was commented that this was inline with other specifications. It was commented that a clause dealing with the cancellation of registration should be added in order to include the last sentence of the registration clause. It was proposed to call this clause “erasure”, and to replace “provisioning” by “provision”.

It was agreed to rephrase the last sentence in the provisioning clause in order to replace “be associated” with by “subsequently register”.

It was commented that the introduction of a new clause would change the numbering scheme and Fujitsu was invited to contact SA1 secretary in order to clarify this point with him.

It was not agreed to remove the sentence in clause 7 on watcher authentication.

It was commented that “can” should be replaced by “shall” or “may” when appropriate.

It was commented that the removal of the section 9.5 was already proposed in another CR.

It was decided to change the note in the administration section in order to say that the logical steps could be combined.

The differences between the registration and the activation steps were also questioned. It was not clear if the activation was only performed once or if it was a multiple action. Nokia was invited to give clarification on the use of activation in the other specifications. 

The general principle of the contribution was agreed, but Fujitsu was invited to clarify the single/multiple activation step and to provide an updated contribution for the next meeting.

The two documents were noted.

8.2.5 Others

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010131
Privacy control for a presentity at provisioning time
Lucent

S1-PS-010132
Replay attack
Ericsson

S1-PS-010133
Replay attack
Ericsson

S1-PS-010131

The principle of the document was agreed. However, this contribution will need to be updated insofar as another contribution proposed to delete 9.5. Lucent will provide an updated version for the next meeting.

The contribution was noted.

S1-PS-010132/S1-PS-010133

The proposed CR S1-PS-010133 is inline with what was agreed in Sophia Antipolis. Ericsson will need to update the cover sheet with the following changes: tick the core network box, change the source, change the category to C, and update the consequences if not approved.

The document was noted.

9 Work plan

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010124
Presence Service work plan
Presence Chairman

The work plan was noted. The Chairman mentioned that according to the draft SA1 Plenary agenda, a one-day Presence meeting should be held in Kobe (5th- 9th November)
10 Review of agreed output documents and action items

10.1 Output documents

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-PS-010106
Report of Presence Service meeting Sophia Antipolis, 17th-18th September, 2001
Fujitsu

S1-PS-010123
Presence Service agenda Draft d
Presence Chairman

S1-PS-0101147
Report of Presence Service meeting Loipersdorf, 16th-17th October, 2001
Fujitsu

S1-PS-0101147  was not seen by the group during the meeting, and will be presented for approval at the Kobe SA1 plenary.

10.2 Action Items

Action Item
Description
Company
Status

1
Draft LS to SA3 and SA5 in order to inform them of the Presence Service work
Openwave
Open

2
Introduce Generic Requirement on the publication of presence information depending on the watcher.
Nortel, Nokia
Open

3
Introduce explanations in the informative part on the relationships between access rules and presence information
Nokia, Ericsson
Open

4
Produce a Change Request introducing requirements corresponding to the list of attributes defined in the Sophia Antipolis meeting.
BT, Nokia, Fujitsu
Open

5
Provide an updated version of S1-PS-010134
Nokia
Open

6
Provide an updated version of S1-PS-010136 (charging)
Omnitel
Open

7
Provide an updated version of S1-PS-010126 (principal)
Fujitsu
Open

8
Provide an updated version of S1-PS-010128 (administration) and clarify the meaning of activation
Fujitsu, Nokia
Open

9
Provide an updated version of S1-PS-010131 (privacy control)
Lucent
Open

10
Provide an updated version of S1-PS-010133 (replay attacks)
Ericsson
Open

11 Close of meeting

The chairman thanked delegates for their contributions and comments and Siemens for the meeting’s organisation.

12 Annex A: List of Delegates
NAME
ORGANISATION
E-MAIL

Mark Cataldo
Openwave (chairman)
mark.cataldo@openwave.com

Harri Koskinen
Nokia
harri.o.koskinen@nokia.com

Christelle Faure
Fujitsu Laboratories of Europe (secretary)
c.faure@fujitsu.co.uk

Martin Fuller
BT Wireless
Martin.fuller@bt.com

Monica Tosetto
Omnitel-Vodafone
Monica.tosetto@omnitelvodafone.it

Manfred Leitgeb
Siemens
Manfred.leitgeb@siemens.at

Luisa Marchetto
AT&T Wireless Services
Luisa.marchetto@attws.com

Juha Kalliokulju
Nokia
Juha.kalliokulju@nokia.com

Clovis Muhugusa
Ericsson
Clovis.muhugusa@ericsson.ca

Liz daniel
Lucent Technologies
Lizdaniel@lucent.com

Horst Trenovatz
Telekom Austria
h.trenovatz@mobilkom.at

Sathya Narayanan
Panasonic
Sathya@Research.Panasonic.com

David Williams
Qualcomm
dwilliams@qualcomm.com

Amar Deol
Nortel Networks
deola@nortelnetworks.com

13 Annex B: List of Tdocs
Tdoc
Subject
SOURCE
Decision

S1-PS-010106
Report of Presence Service meeting Sophia Antipolis, 17th-18th September, 2001
Fujitsu
Agreed

S1-PS-010123
Presence Service agenda
Presence Chairman
Agreed

S1-PS-010124
Presence Service work plan
Presence Chairman
Noted

S1-PS-010125
Use of "Principal" within TS 22.141
Fujitsu
Noted

S1-PS-010126
Use of "Principal" within TS 22.141
Fujitsu
Noted. Principle agreed. Fujitsu tasked to provide an updated version.

S1-PS-010127
Administration procedures
Fujitsu
Noted. 

S1-PS-010128
Administration procedures
Fujitsu
Noted. Fujitsu tasked to provide an updated version.

S1-PS-010129
TS22.141 Presence Service Stage 1
MCC
Noted

S1-PS-010130
Contact mark.cataldo@openwavecom to assign this tdoc number



S1-PS-010131
Privacy control for a presentity at provisioning time
Lucent
Noted. Principle agreed. Lucent tasked to provide an updated version

S1-PS-010132
Replay attack
Ericsson
Noted.

S1-PS-010133
Replay attack
Ericsson
Noted. Principle agreed. Ericsson tasked to provide an updated version.

S1-PS-010134
Presence information attributes
Nokia
Noted. Some changes agreed. Nokia tasked to provide a new CR.

S1-PS-010135
Network Status
Omnitel
Noted

S1-PS-010136
Charging requirements for prepaid and post paid users
Omnitel
Noted. Principle agreed. Omnitel tasked to provide an updated version.

S1-PS-010137
IP Connectivity
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010138
IP Connectivity CR
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010139
Network status
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010140
Network status CR
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010141
Reachability
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010142
Reachability CR
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010143
Draft unapproved Report of TSG-SA2 meeting, Vancouver
Hotsip
Noted

S1-PS-010144
Proposed reference for a Presence Service Architecture (not agreed output)
SA2 Adhoc
Noted

S1-PS-010145
Presence Service Architecture considerations (not agreed)
Nokia
Noted

S1-PS-010146
Network Status
BT
Noted

S1-PS-010147
Report of Presence Service meeting Loipersdorf, 16th-17th October, 2001
Fujitsu
To be presented for approval at the Kobe SA1 plenary

