Informal Feedback by MexE group on Terminal Management

March 28, 2001 at Whistler, BC

*********************

Thank you all again for your warm welcome and feedback this past Tuesday during my SA5 presentation on User Equipment Management (UEM).  I attempted to summarize all the comments that I received regarding UEM and I have separated them into the following 3 categories: General Comments/Questions, UEM Implementation Comments/Considerations, and Vodafone Document Specific Comments.  Please review and let me know if you would like for me to correct or add/delete any additional comments.  I am planning on providing SA5 with this informal feedback at our upcoming meeting in LA next week with the expectation that a formal response will be available sometime after your next MExE meeting.  Please note that I am not on the MExE email reflector so please send any comments you have on my notes directly to me.

General Comments/Questions

· What is the relationship between Subscription Management, MExE and UEM?  Would be good to get a clear picture to understand these overlapping relationships.

A direct relationship between Subscription Management and UEM is not being considered at this point. However subscription Management may use MExE and terminal capabilities in a similar way to UEM.

Hung took an action to work on this picture.

· General concern that there are other organizations outside of 3GPP, ie WAP Forum bootstrapping, that are investigating solutions to solve these same problems that UEM is looking into.  General agreement that it be good to insure work is not redundant.

Hung also took an action to informally contact SyncML to try to collect information available, also Ulf Hubinette took an action to check internally 

· Main area of contribution by the MExE group on UEM will be on Interface 1.  This is the interface between the Terminal API's and the Terminal Application layer.

Discussion around what MExE offers, the main item the group understands it will offer is a secure environment in which to execute UEM applications.

· The MExE team will review the UEM contribution in more detail, discuss at the next MExE meeting and then provide a formal response back to SA5.

UEM Implementation Comments/Considerations

· Is it SA5's intention to perform UEM by using a "MIB-like" database to store the parameters?  Would we standardize the "MIB-like" database?

Too early to say at this point if MIBs will be standardized, priority of standardizatiion will be on protocol exchange.

· Are the API's used for diagnostics resident or downloaded onto the terminal? 

Both. (There are Charging implications for download)

· Can the terminal be queried to determine if applications are already resident on the terminal?

Implementation choice.

· Can the download of an applications be both push and pull?

Application dependent

· Perhaps some UEM information can be exchanged during MExE's capability negotiations.

Yes this sounds like a good idea. (John Mudge investigate adding this).

· Would be good if SA5 provided detailed requirements to MExE for review.  Some examples are listed below.

Action on UEM Rapporteur to make this a priority Work Task.

· What implementation assumptions should MExE assume.

e.g. what classmarks, domains, etc.

· What domains should UEM applications run in? ie. Manufacturer, Operator, 3rd Party or Untrusted.

Likely to be application Specific

· Detailed information on API's when available.

Vodafone Document Specific Comments

· Add "and HTTP" to the following sentence on page 23: UAProf is the WAP implementation of CC/PP and HTTP over WSP (WAP Session Protocol).

· Verify that the correct usage of IMEI and IMSI in all the Requirements.

Regards,

Hung
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