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Introduction

Provided below is summary of and comments on GUP activities in SA2 and CN4 to help SA5 progress its work on subscription management (SM).

SA2

At its last meeting, SA2 and subsequently SA approved 23.240 v6.0.0 (attached), the GUP stage 2 architecture, regarding which SA5 has a multitude of open issues to be resolved in order to understand GUP's relevance to SM. Besides figures 4.1 and 4.2 which are unchanged from the previous version reviewed by SA5, an exetended set of procedures for both the Rg and Rp interfaces are now included.

There was one interesting exchange regarding SA5 which is captured in this excerpt from the draft01 of the SA#32 report:

"S2-031987
 from Nokia: Addition of GUP Rg reference point procedure descriptions 
This contribution introduces the GUP Rg reference point procedures that are described in the similar manner as has been agreed for Rp already in TS 23.240. These reference points have a lot in common. Compatibility of Rg reference point with Liberty Alliance Project specified framework (ID-WSF) is targeted. See another Nokia contribution to this meeting (S2-031986).
Discussion: Lucent pointed out that 'Liberty Alliance reference' in the text should be deleted. Siemens asked repository ID is necessary in the table of section 4.2. Ericsson asked how SA5 subscription management is related. Nokia answered that Rp reference point is related but Rg is not and Rp use subscription management. Nokia also said that main difference is that Rp is single point and Rg is multiple points.
Conclusion: Revised to S2-032095"

It will be interesting to see what the SA2 response to the SA5 questions says.

CN4

Attached are three documents from the CN#19 meeting and the GUP excerpt from CN4#19 draft report v2.0.0.

N4-030486 presented the first draft of 29.240, the GUP stage 3, which is essentially an outline keyed to the Rp and Rg procedures described in 23.240 and is the baseline for further progress. XML is assumed to be used  to encode the GUP data.

N4-030591 (a revision of N4-030487) describes a set of principles for selecting GUP protocols, identifies a set of candidate protocols, and ends with a proposal to use the SOAP RPC protocol for both the Rg and Rp interfaces. However while it also identifies a set of candidate protocols to transport SOAP data units, it does not propose any particular protocol.

In the draft report excerpt, it seems clear that no clear protocol choice has been made. And in Nortel's view, part of the reason may be that the rationale presented in this contribution needs further clarification and augmentation. In particular, it would help to describe the protocol stacks for each choice. Nortel supports the use of one protocol set for both interfaces in order to minimize implementation complexity. However the same argument might call for Diameter to be given a closer look as the HSS is already using Diameter for the Cx and Sh interfaces.

N4-030488 attempts to link the GUP Rg interface work to the web services work of the Liberty Alliance. As the draft report indicates, this was not agreed. 

Finally it is useful to note that contrary to our previous understanding and possibly others in SA 5, R5 23.008 does identify the data elements for IMS.

