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1
Executive Summary:

1.1 General

· GUP Stage 1 TS 22.240 updated to version 1.3.0

· SWG recommends TS 22.240 be submitted to SA for approval

· SWG still lacks a permanent chair and a permanent editor for TS 22.240

· Outstanding open issues

· Contents of GUP should be standardised, despite current stage 1 recommendation

· Security section would benefit from a distinction between requestor and receipient of GUP data

· It is anticipated that there will not be a sufficient documents at the next SA1#20 to warrant a separate GUP SWG meeting. 

1.2 Future Meetings

No GUP SWG forseen for SA1#20

1.3
Output Change Requests:

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030182
	
	22.228
	
	
	6
	GUP for IMS Subscription Management
	Nokia
	Agreed by the SWG. For submission to SA1 plenary for approval.


1.4
Output Liaison Statements:

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030211
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposal for GUP requirements- UE Data access and Backwards Compatibility
	Lucent
	

	S1-030212
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Lucent
	


2 Detailed Report

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-0300210 
	
	
	
	
	
	LS to SA1 about GUP (S2-030303)
	SA2
	Noted


Discussion:

SA2 asks SA1 to update the WID to reflect the time scales of SA2’s schedule, since SA2 do not have the authority to update the schedule in the WID. In current schedule, this has SA#15, but now the agreed view of SA2 is to have 23.240 available for information at SA#19 and approval at SA#20.

Conclusion:

Noted. WID will be updated by SWG

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030023
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on T2 proposal for GUP requirements- UE Data access and Backwards Compatibility
	T2
	Noted – reply in S1-030211

	S1-030211
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposal for GUP requirements- UE Data access and Backwards Compatibility
	Lucent
	Revised to S1-030218

	S1-030218
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposal for GUP requirements- UE Data access and Backwards Compatibility
	Lucent
	Agreed


Discussion:

Request from T2 to include two new requirements. 

· Access to GUP without the 3GPP Network 

Discussed in SA1 in the past, based a company contribution – this was not included at the time because of the instability of the specifications at the time.  View is that this requirement is not explicitly excluded but not specifically included. 

There is a need to understand the value to access local data in the UE – ie when the UE is disconnected – either no GUP or view some GUP enabled component in the UE to offer GUP functionalities ? Some concern about the by-pass of the network with respect to security – this implies that the user needs to be able to trust the applications running in the UE to ensure that the privacy rules are not broken. 

Does this imply that there will be GUP interfaces in the specification that are currently unstable A more detailed change is required, driven by a company contribution. List of  questions to be drafted by Lucent as a response on the subject.

· On the step wise evolution of GUP

Seems to be an appropriate introduction of  however Nokia states that others services are introduced in a similar way and not specific to GUP – eg MMS is introduced in the same way. Arnaud offers that introduction of GUP is different, since this relates to data, as GUP is a meta-service to be used by other services – what is interesting to look at is the implication of stepwise introduction of GUP. One such prime example is charging for GUP and will create difference in the net

Response to LS to be drafted in S1-030211

Conclusion:

Noted. Response to T2, SA2 and SA3 in S1-030211 

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030024
	LS
	
	
	
	
	LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	T2
	Noted. Reply in S1-030212

	S1-030212
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Lucent
	Agreed. For plenary approval


Discussion:

List of proposed changes from T2 after their review of the current stage 1. 

· Introduction  : Proposes that  GUP beyond user data, including network data,  which was not agreed. GUP scope is currently considered large enough and thus increasing it is not acceptable at least for release 6 time frame.

· Changes to 3.2 : Changes to the definitions were not agreed. First on principle that there seems to be no background/rational and S1 had already spent some time discussing these in the past.

· Comments to 4.2 : visited network does not need to support GUP  - again this has been discussed in the past. Makes roaming dependency, however GUP is available whilst roaming but does not need to be explicitly stated in the diagram.

· Comments to 4.4 : this section to be addressed by other contributions

· Changes to 4.5 : Not clear on the rational for this – also this are examples and in the informational clause of the TS

· Changes to 5.1.1 User Requirements : First bullet point – this is not clear how this is related to the work item by the same name. Also it is not clear from a user’s perspective  what this brings. A clearer explanation/description is invited. The second bullet point, seems to be unrelated to GUP. A user may designate data as GUP enabled data, but or private or non-GUP. This is currently not seen as a GUP requirement. User data is in GUP or out of it. 

· Changes to 5.2 : seems to be redundant since this is capture in the brackets. 

· Changes to 6.4 : do no bring any additional clarifications to the text

· Comments to 6.5  : this section to be are addressed in a different contribution

· Changes to section 7 : Accepted 

· Changes to section  8 : Accepted

Conclusion:

Noted. Response to T2 in S1-030212

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030052
	
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for the update of GUP work item description
	Nokia
	Revised to S1-03206

	S1-030206
	
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for the update of GUP work item description
	Nokia
	Agreed


Discussion:

TSG T agreed a new Data Description Method (DDM) to replace the data description framework (DDF). Hence this is the update to the WID to include the inclusion of the DDM and the deletion of the DDF. Document revised to take into account the proposed WID changes to the schedule as asked from by SA2. Revised to S1-03xxxx. 

Conclusion:

Revised document S1-030206 agreed

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030053
	
	
	
	
	
	Replacement of DDF in GUP stage 1 specification
	Nokia
	Revised to S1-030207

	S1-030207
	
	
	
	
	
	Replacement of DDF in GUP stage 1 specification
	Nokia
	Agreed


Discussion:

DDM definition includes XML schema, which suggests that the definition of GUP should include a reference to XML as well (Lucent). Also, the DDM should have a definition of what it is and then an XML flavor afterwards. Nokia/Lucent to work on the revisions. Revised document (S1-030207). 

Conclusion:

Revisions Agreed

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030054
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Component Master Concept
	Alcatel/Lucent
	Revised to S1-030213

	S1-030213
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Component Master Concept
	Alcatel/Lucent
	Revised to S1-0302227

	S1-030227
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Component Master Concept
	Alcatel/Lucent
	Agreed.


Discussion:

Question raised as to whether this level of detail is appropriate in a stage 1 ?  Alcatel stated that perhaps there could be some detail that could be dropped. Nokia reminds us that T2 state that the requirements are provided too detailed. Nokia suggest great deal of this belongs to a stage 2 and perhaps an implementation issue, especially on the aspect of security and reliability. 

Several prefer to have a contribution that simplifies the existing text rather then more detail. What needs to be identified what is essential – ie all agree on the notion of a GUP component, a notion of a GUP component instance and should be of use to all. Agree that we need replication, consistency and synchronisaton. Based on this agreement, a revised contribution will be provided that simplifies the whole synchronization model. 

Conclusion:

Revision agreed.

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030073
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Tidy-up
	Siemens AG
	Revised to S1-030217

	S1-030217
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Tidy-up
	Siemens AG
	Agreed


Discussion:

Main area of concern is that the requester is the same as the recipient of the data in the security model . The contribution introduces a note that says exactly this. The note introduced suggests that a recipients of the data is the same as the requester of the data, which was pointed out was not necessarily the case. The note was not agreed, but did highlight that there is a need to address the difference between requestor and recipient. Revision in S1-030217.

Conclusion:

Revsion agreed

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030074
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP-enabled data
	Siemens AG
	Revised to S1-030226

	S1-030226
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP-enabled data
	Siemens AG
	Revised to S1-030229

	S1-030229
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP-enabled data
	Siemens AG
	Agreed. 


Discussion:

This contribution removes the option to have GUP ‘centralised’. Historically, this option was introduced in the GUP SWG meeting in June 2002, after a strong request from an operator.  Vodafone and Siemens revise the contribution such that master GUP components can be stored in the home netework.

Conclusion:

Revsion agreed

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030120
	
	22.228
	
	
	
	GUP for IMS Subscription Management
	Nokia
	Revised to S1-030182

	S1-030182
	
	22.228
	
	
	
	GUP for IMS Subscription Management
	Nokia
	Agreed by the SWG. For submission to SA1 plenary for approval.


Discussion:

Clause that states that IMS subscription data can be accessed and mapped via GUP. Main underlying messaging in this contribution is that GUP should start defining the contents of GUP. Not clear whether this is a SA1 activity or an SA2 activity. 

Conclusion:

Revsions agreed. 

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030208
	
	
	
	
	
	Presentation of Specification TS22.240 to TSG
	Nokia
	Agreed


Discussion:

Cover sheet for presentation at S1 plenary. 

Conclusion:

Agreed

	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030209
	
	
	
	
	
	TS22.240 v1.3.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Nokia
	


Discussion:

Nokia acting as temporary rapporteur highlighted that Annex A has the words OSA in brackets and still highlighted and perhaps can be changed to normal text. Also, there is a place holder in Annex B for the contents of the GUP data – however, the main text states that GUP will not define the contents of GUP. 

Conclusion:

Annex A – Complete Document List

	Green – Processed completely, document is output document
Yellow – Processed completely, document is not output document
	Light blue – Processed but outstanding issue
	  White/no highlight – not processed

	Type – CR, TS, LS, Rep, Agn, Doc
	Rel – R99, Rel-4, Rel-5
	


	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-030023
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on T2 proposal for GUP requirements- UE Data access and Backwards Compatibility
	T2
	Noted. Response in S1-030210

	S1-030024
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	T2
	Noted. Response in S1-030218

	S3-030052
	
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for the update of GUP work item description
	Nokia
	Revised to S1-030206

	S1-030053
	
	
	
	
	
	Replacement of DDF in GUP stage 1 specification
	Nokia
	Revised to S1-030207

	S1-030054
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Component Master Concept
	Alcatel/Lucent
	Revised to S1-030213

	S1-030073
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Tidy-up
	Siemens AG
	Revised to S1-030217

	S1-030074
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP-enabled data
	Siemens AG
	Revised to S1-030226

	S1-030157
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP SWG Report
	Lucent Technologies
	

	S1-030120
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP for IMS subscription management
	Nokia
	Revised to S1-030182

	S1-030182
	
	22.228
	
	
	
	GUP for IMS Subscription Management
	Nokia
	Agreed by the SWG. For submission to SA1 plenary for approval.

	S1-030206
	
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for the update of GUP work item description
	Nokia
	Agreed

	S1-030207
	
	
	
	
	
	Replacement of DDF in GUP stage 1 specification
	Nokia
	Agreed

	S1-030208
	
	
	
	
	
	Presentation of Specification TS22.240 to TSG
	Nokia
	Agreed

	S1-030209
	
	
	
	
	
	TS22.240 v1.3.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Nokia
	

	S1-030210
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposal for GUP requirements- UE Data access and Backwards Compatibility
	Lucent
	Agreed

	S1-030210
	
	
	
	
	
	LS to SA1 about GUP
	SA2
	Noted. 

	S1-030211
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Lucent
	Revised to S1-030218

	S1-030212
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Lucent
	Agreed.

	S1-030213
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Component Master Concept
	Alcatel/Lucent
	Agreed

	S1-030217
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Tidy-up
	Siemens AG
	Agreed

	S1-030218
	LS
	
	
	
	
	Response to LS on T2 proposed changes to TS22.240 v1.0.0, Stage1 Service Requirements for GUP
	Lucent
	Agreed

	S1-030226
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP-enabled data
	Siemens AG
	Revised to S1-030229

	S1-030227
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP Component Master Concept
	Alcatel/Lucent
	Agreed.

	S1-030229
	
	
	
	
	
	GUP-enabled data
	Siemens AG
	Agreed. 
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