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Minutes of MuDE call
29th September 2020
Attendees
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Rough minutes
Adrian opened the meeting, was 2nd MuDE call (1st after CT#125e).  After numerous IT issues with one of the attendees Jorgen gave an overview of a discussion document that went over the 3 solutions that had been presented at the last CT1 meeting.
Roozbeh – activation and deactivation because of the usecase, work and private phone, you can activate or deactivate the identity
Jorgen – Also we have the IRS identities that you want to activate or deactivate.  
Roozbeh asked a numerous questions regarding how original MUD/MiD services worked. 
Roozbeh gave an overview of a document he was working on.  It is basically a UE based mechanism.  A lot of questions were asked how the information flow worked.  
Orange shared their draft paper.  It went back to basics to ask a number of questions, are they applicable to the stage 3 work or not.  This might help with making progress on the WID.
Peter gave his view on what the SA1 requirement was asking of CT1 – there is an requirement for user to set preferences.  It could be Ut or web-based.  
Adrian asked if there was maybe a need for an LS might to SA1.  Peter asked what the LS might contain.  Adrian based on discussions:
· What the behavior of the system is for mobile originated operations;
· Should one UE be able to control the status of identities on another UE
· Should UEs be informed of the status of an identity on others UEs and itself. 
Roozbeh wanted to see the contents of the LS before he could comment.
There was a lot and back discussion on positions and how we could make progress.
Adrian suggested to schedule another call next week, input would be probably updated discussion papers.  Remember it is golden week in China however the 3 main contributors (Orange, E///, Motorola Mobility) are in Europe and USA.  
Call ended 10:10am PDT.



Minutes of MuDE call
5th October 2020
Participants
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Yu.jin
Nancy Greene
Rough minutes
Adrian opened the call at 8:32am PST and indicated this was the 2nd MuDE call before CT1 meeting.  He hoped might get some progress on and suggested to start on the tdoc he had created looking at some basic requirements a solution should have.
Martin opened the discussion with some thoughts on identity, that they might vary by country (regulator in those countries) e.g.
Federated UEs and borrowed identities– you might get a call from yours Dr office, go to my phone or my wifes phone.  Using same concepts, you might have a group of Federated UEs where you send out a school closure alert.  Would be good to have usecases that back the terms. Identities are many things to many people.
Nevanka – we need to define the requirements before we develop solutions.  Activation of identity, we should inform the application server if we select an identity to be inactive we should not receive any call on that identity.  Rel-16 defined synchronization of call log, we need to inform network what will happen with the call log synchronization (needs to be the same in the UE and AS). 
Jorgen – mixed call is interesting, identity is not active on one UE and active on another, if a call is to be delivered should it be marked as missed call or not?  Is it any UEs or UE specific? Call is not answered on any UE then it is a missed call.
Roozbeh – I bought up 3 scenario in my paper.  One identity for business and one for private use.  Identities to be related to the contact.
Martin – Terminology seems to be an issue here.  In mobile word identity is used to loosely compared to the individual. Usecases need to back up the identity.  The phone number is my device identity; it is nothing to do with me as the person.  These basic principles where defined over 20yrs ago in ITU and defined by the government.
Roozbeh – this is what I have in my paper.  Continued to give an overview of his paper, concentrating on figure 7 to start with
Mariusz – had a question regarding activation, if you deactivate one identity you should not deactivate it on all users UEs.
Roozbeh – this is my interpretation.
Nevanka – agree with Martin that we should define what it is.
Mariusz - everything is possible.
Jorgen – When we used the term alternative identity we have to remember this is context specific, that is it depends which UE is the owner of it. Term federated UE kind of originates from GSMA discussions.  
Mariusz – federated UE is to clearly identify MUD from GSMA.
Lot of discussion took place on Roozbeh document looking at the various usecases.
Mariusz presented an older version of 24.174 that had some Annex that showed how data sets could be set-up for “borrowed” identities.
Discussions continued if what Roozbeh was suggesting would work for all usecases, it seemed when the identity was borrowed the identity was not in the IRS and thus a IMS REGISTER might not work.
Call stopped at 10am PST.
· Disclaimer: Notes are captured for informative purposes only and it does not capture any formal agreement nor any conclusion. It is captured to author’s best of ability. There may be inaccuracies and missing parts.
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