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1
Introduction

A drafting group on Generic User Profile (GUP) related issues met on the request of the S2 plenary on 21 August 2002 between 9.00 and 12.30 hours. The meeting was chaired by Harri Koskinen of Nokia.

2
Agenda

The following agenda was agreed:

1. Discussion on GUP architecture contributions

2. Exchange of views on T2 related issues

3. Discussion on liaison statements

4. GUP work item management, update of the S2 part

3
Discussion on GUP architecture contributions

3.1
Status of the GUP work in 3GPP

The status of the GUP work in different working groups was presented, in S1 by Harri Koskinen, in S2 by the GUP stage 2 architecture specification TS 23.240 rapporteur Nacho Uzquiano, and in T2 by Bo Johansson.

Conserning the status of the work in T2 Bo Johansson informed that they are working on Data Description Framework (TS 23.241) and Common Objects (TS 24.241). Data Description Framework (DDF) is to be used not only in GUP, but also in UE Management (S5 work item) and Subscription Management (S5 work item). The focus has been on customer care. In the beginning the intention was to standardise the data. That was considered to be a problem, because there is already a lot of existing data. 

T2 consider DDF to be ready, it can be started to be used. T2 are working on methods to identify the common objects and start to define them. Also DDF improvements are foreseen, and there will be extra sessions in the coming months. T2's view is that DDF can be done without any clear architecture.

3.2
The way forward on the development of GUP stage 2 architecture specification

Three contributions on GUP architecture had been submitted to S2 #26 meeting: S2-022114, Single Point of Access for GUP (Nokia); S2-022334, Proposed GUP Reference Architecture (Vodafone), and S2-022201; GUPster: a reference architecture for GUP (Bell Laboratories/Lucent Technologies). It was seen that some more time is needed for revised input to GUP architecture work, and there was no progress on these three proposals during the drafting meeting.

The following issues were seen useful for the future GUP architecture contributions:

· How the proposal addresses all the architectural requirements.

· It is important that also terminals are covered in the architectural proposals.

· Explanations are needed on how the architectural proposals work, e.g. by means of flow diagrams.

Stage 1 contents of GUP were seen having impact on the interfaces/reference points, therefore stage 2 architecture specification need to take them into account.

It was proposed that the selection of architecture can be done in the following steps:

1. Define a conceptual architecture identifying and describing the functional entities and reference points.

2. Make examples how the conceptual architecture can be used to implement the use cases described in the stage 1.

3. Describe how the eight GUP functionalities (the list in subclause 4.1 of draft TS 23.240) are fulfilled.

4. Define the specific architecture using the conceptual architecture.

5. In stage 3 specification select/define the protocols used to implement the reference points. 

Based on the discussions the GUP drafting group asks S2 plenary to endorse the following principles for further work in the development of the GUP architecture in TS 23.240:

1. If GUP contributions are to be handled also at S2#27 meeting in the plenary session, a one to two day offline drafting session is seen necessary. Since S1 SWGs meeting is co-located with the S2 meeting, any overlap (with the exception of a possible joint session) on GUP work in the two working groups should be avoided. S1 provisionally plan to have the GUP SWG meeting for the whole day both on Wednesday and Thursday.

2. In order to progress on the development of the GUP architecture already before the next S2 meeting, it is proposed to have e-mail discussion on the 3GPP_GUP e-mail exploder. S2 GUP convenor will make an announcement on that discussion on the S2 e-mail exploder so that all interested S2 delegates can subscribe to the 3GPP_GUP e-mail exploder.

3. To have half a day joint session with S1 GUP SWG during the next S2 meeting in Beijing.

4. To invite contributions on the eight GUP functionalities for the reference architecture that were agreed at S2#25: Harmonised access interface, Single Point of Access, Authentication of profile access, Authorisation of profile access, Privacy Control, Synchronisation of data storage, Access of profile from visited network, and Location of Profile Components. (NB. This list is from subclause 4.1 of draft TS 23.240.)

Additionally, the convenor wishes to make other S2 delegates aware that the latest draft of GUP stage 1 service requirements specification TS 22.240 can be found in tdoc S1-021850 at 3GPP ftp server in the directory http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG1_Serv/TSGS1_17_Durango/Output/. S1 have agreed on 16 August to submit that version for information to SA#17 plenary in September.

4
Exchange of views on T2 related issues

T2 related issues were discussed on the basis of the incoming LS in S2-022434, in which T2 are asking S2's feedback on their view of the information model. T2 information model was seen by the S2 delegates very complicated, e.g. the need of eight terms in the information model was not understood. Notion of the profile component was seen as important fact. The conclusion was that more discussions are needed on the information model for understanding of it.

5
Discussion on liaison statements

The drafting group was made aware during the meeting of a new incoming GUP related liaison statement from S1 in S2-022518. However it was discovered that it is a duplicate of S2-021861 that was handled at S2#25 plenary meeting in June, and was responded in S2-022032. S2-022518 was noted.

The incoming liaison statement from T2 in S2-022434 was discussed in the context of the exchange of views on T2 related issues, but the discussions did not yet lead to a response back to T2. The next full T2 meeting will be only after the next S2 meeting, so the possible response can be delayed to the next S2 meeting. It was seen useful to discuss also the information model in addition to the architecture on the 3GPP_GUP e-mail exploder.

6
GUP work item management, update of the S2 part

The drafting group found the proposal of the convenor in S2-022115 acceptable, i.e. GUP stage 2 architecture specification TS 23.240 to be submitted to SA#18 plenary in December 2002 for information and to SA#19 plenary in March 2003 for approval. As agreed earlier at S2 plenary, Nokia will produce a proposal for the update of the GUP work item description in S2-022489.
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