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Executive Summary

A joint session between the Joint GUP Ad Hoc and SA5 SWG-A on Subscription Management was held on April 3rd (10.45-17.30) in Cork, Ireland. 

The objective of the meeting was to discuss how the GUP concept could be applied in Subscription management data modelling. The need for a mechanism to identify and describe common data was agreed and discussions ensued on how to approach this issue.

The general consensus was that a “pilot” project to test the GUP DDF and concept should be implemented as a joint initiative between T2GUP and SA5. The pilot project would concentrate on using the GUP DDF to identify and describe GPRS data. In the next step this could then be extended to, e.g., MMS data.

SA5 agreed to contact T2 and to propose that the work initiated during this meeting be continued by T2 and SA5. 

SA5 proposed that a SA5 GUP drafting session be held at the end of May to progress the action items identified during the meeting. 

1 Opening of the meeting & Identification of the meeting secretary
Joint GUP ad-hoc chairman, Dr Gunilla Bratt (Ericsson) acted as chairman for the meeting. The draft report was prepared by Nicola McGregor (NTT DoCoMo). 

2 Introduction of participants
The participants introduced themselves. There was approximately a 50:50 ratio of SA5 and Joint GUP ad-hoc participants.

3 Registration of input documents

See Annex A for a list of the treated documents.

4 Objectives of the meeting
The chairman explained that the joint meeting had been proposed at the last GUP meeting in Sophia Antipolis, as the result of a telephone conversation between Dave Milham (BT, SA5) and the Joint GUP ad-hoc group. It was concluded that there was a need to discuss how to handle the identification of data, and the development of the Data Description Framework. Information would be needed on the type of data used in SuM in order to be able to describe the data.
Although the meeting had intended to work on the draft Subscription Management (SuM) Stage 2, SA5 explained that no contributions had been received and so the Stage 2 was not yet stable. Discussions therefore concentrated on the Stage 1 SuM. 

The meeting was to be split into two parts: the first part of the meeting would focus on the presentation of the GUP model and the second part would concentrate on identifying concrete information on datatypes. SA5 was looking for feedback on how the data components can be structured – a meta model of the data that was already available. 

5 Subscription Management, Stage1 (32.140)


UP-020041
32.140, v100, SuM Stage1, SP-020012

NOTED

This document was presented for information by Dave Milham (BT). The document outlined service requirements for Subscription Management. The document suggests a modified definition for "subscriber". This definition is being proposed to SA1 for addition to 21.905.   It was noted that no alternative definition for "user" was being proposed, although this had been discussed at length in SA5.

The idea behind the document was to provide standardised interfaces to the HSS to allow VASP/Customer Care access.  It was suggested that as these interfaces become more open, it would prove difficult to avoid standardization. The use of profile components was adopted from the GUP work, since that way of structuring was felt to fit the SuM approach. 

It was identified that some of the User Profile components may overlap with the SA5 Subscription Components, although the intended users of the components would differ. 
Accordingly, the views on access control and security may differ. The feasibility that the operator may not have complete access to all the data was discussed. In some cases there may only be limited number of people with access rights. Many of the security requirements for TS32.140 were taken from the GUP specification Stage 1 TS 22.240. The decision had been to simplify the requirements for Subscription management. 

There was general consensus that the 3GPP system was too narrow in scope for certain situations to identify all the data involved, particularly in the case of wireless LANs. 

There was discussion over the lack of business models to facilitate the modelling of complex supply chains. In conclusion, Dave stated that the real issue is to provide support mechanisms to deliver complex services. The document was noted.

UP-020017
Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  (T2-020243)
SA5
NOTED

UP-020018
LS to S5 on Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  
Ad-hoc
Noted
Response to 0017

UP-020018 was the response to UP-020017. The document was intended for distribution at SA5 Miami meeting but was not distributed there, so was made available to SA5 at the co-located SA5 meeting being held at the same time as this Joint meeting. 

6 The document was presented by Bo (Ericsson). Subscription Management, Stage2

(Initial identification of common objects)
No input.

7 22.240, Stage 1, implementation aspects
No discussions.
8 23.240, SA2 Stage 2, matters
UP-020043
GUP Information Model, Rev. 2
GUP Ad Hoc Group
NOTED

This document was presented by Bo (Ericsson). The document is intended to give an overview of the GUP concept in diagram form. It was commented by BT that the exact definition of “component” is extremely crucial for how well the concept later will work.

The document was noted. 

UP-020028
GUP Terminology and Architecture
Alcatel
NOTED

UP-020029
GUP Management Model
Alcatel
NOTED

UP-020028, 29, 30 were briefly presented by Alcatel. There were comments that these documents can be used as a basis for further discussion. They were all noted.

9 23.241, T2 Stage2, matters

UP-020039
23.241, v030, T2 DDF Stage2, T2GUP-020013

NOTED

This document was presented for information by Ericsson. 
This data description defines a way to describe the data used in the 3GPP system. It was realised very early on that the data, itself, couldn’t be standardised. What is standardised are the rules on how to do the Data Description. 
A specification group could describe certain data types and then specify how the datatypes should be grouped together. Attention was drawn to the PowerPoint presentation embedded in Annex G, which gave an overview of the different tools that can be used. 

UP-020027 was suggested as a further reference containing example files. 
In the discussion positive comments on the quality of the work were received. It was also suggested that it might be of value to study the ongoing work in this area by ITU-T SG 17.

The document was noted.
10 24.241, Stage3, matters

UP-020040
24.241, v030, T2 Stage3, T2GUP-020014

NOTED

This document was presented for information.
The purpose of this document was to collect standardized component types. An embedded file described the difference between Data Modelling and Data Description. 
This document was to keep track of common objects. By starting with one or two pilot projects, it would be possible to review the working procedures and to start to build the common objects library.  The document was noted.


11 Other SA5 Documents, etc
UP-020047
S5-020010 response S5-020126
SA5 SWGA
NOTED
SA5 draft version

This was an LS to several WGs. It expresses the importance of progressing the data descriptions rather than focusing on the methodologies. The general view from SA5 was that the work of data descriptions needed to progress regardless of the work in other groups.  In the discussion it was mentioned that ISO is working with a GTDD (Generic Telecom Data Dictionary).

The document was noted.

UP-020046
S5-020009 response S5-020145
SA5 SWGA
NOTED
SA5 draft version

This was an LS that had been drafted by SA5 in response to an LS from T2. In response to the identification of the need for high-level requirements, the LS pointed out that there were higher-level requirements in the Stage 1 but that they were moved to Stage 2. 
ACTION: Dave Milham to distribute the draft Stage 2.
It was agreed that the document should be copied to SA2. 
There was general agreement that the focus of the work should be on the data description. Ericsson suggested that the proposal for moving forward should be clarified.
The document was noted.

UP-020048
S5-022007 response T2-020038
SA5 SWGA
NOTED
SA5 draft version

This document was presented for information. It was presented as it was related to MMS parameters. There was a relationship between MMS and subscription management parameters. 
The proposal from SA5 to T2 was to look at the Management of OSA and IMS as a whole, rather than looking at specific issues. 

The document was noted.

UP-020049
TS 23.008, v410 (Organisation of subscriber data)
BT


This document was presented for information by Dave Milham (BT). 
The document was based on a GSM document with additions for GPRS. The assumption was that the HSS would be responsible for the distribution of data. This document could be used as the basis for discussion on identifying data for description. 
There was agreement that this was the type of work that needed to be done. The datatypes also need to be defined, ensuring that different dataypes for the same data were avoided. 

From this document, a list of action items were agreed upon:

· Identify datatypes (UP-020027, 40, 39) using 23.008

· Cluster into components 

· Carry out a completeness check

· Identify more “material” as input for the next iterations of the process
· These action points would be implemented in the form of a pilot project. 

It was agreed to use GPRS data for the pilot project. (In the next step this could then be extended to, e.g., MMS data.) The data type document (UP-020027) was to be used as a reference point and the datatypes were to be identified in terms of HSS and the terminal. The 3GPP_GUP list was to be used as the distribution point for this work.

ACTION: SA5 was to draft an LS to the owner of 23.008. 
12 Plan of continued work
SA5 agreed to contact T2 and to continue developing the pilot project (see UP-020049 above) in conjunction with T2GUP. The minutes from this meeting and the Joint GUP ad-hoc were to be presented at the forth-coming SA2 meeting.
SA5 proposed that a GUP related meeting be held at the end of May in parallel with the SA5 meeting in Sophia Antipolis (the week after the next T2 meeting). The meeting would be a GUP Subscription Management Meeting and would be open to all drafting experts.
13 Closing of the meeting
The chairman closed the meeting at 17.00.

Annex A: Input documents


FROM: UP-10, CORK, IRELAND, APRIL, 2002



UP-020017
Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  (T2-020243)
SA5
Noted

UP-020018
LS to S5 on Comments on UP-010141 and relationship of GUP to Subscription Management  
Ad-hoc
Noted
Response to 0017

UP-020027
DDF files and examples
Ericsson
Noted

UP-020028
GUP Terminology and Architecture
Alcatel
Noted

UP-020029
GUP Management Model
Alcatel
Noted

UP-020039
23.241, v030, T2 DDF Stage2, T2GUP-020013
Chairman
Noted

UP-020040
24.241, v030, T2 Stage3, T2GUP-020014
Chairman
Noted

UP-020041
32.140, v100, SuM Stage1, SP-020012
Chairman
Noted

UP-020043
GUP Information Model, Rev. 2
Ad-hoc
Noted

UP-020045
Reply LS on support for subscriber certificates (S5-020008 response S5-020313 S3-020163_LS_to S1)
SA5 SWGA
Withdrawn

SA5 draft version

UP-020046
Relationship of GUP to Subscription Management from SA5 (S5-020009 response to S5-020145)
SA5 SWGA
Noted
SA5 draft version

UP-020047
Liaison Statement on co-ordination of data definitions, identified in GUP development (S5-020010 response to S5-020126)
SA5 SWGA
Noted

SA5 draft version

UP-020048
Liaison Statement on VASP MMS Connectivity (S5-022007 response  to T2-020038)
SA5 SWGA
Noted

SA5 draft version

UP-020049
23.008, v410 (Organisation of subscriber data)
BT
Noted

UP-020061
Minutes Joint Meeting with SA5 
DoCoMo, Ericsson
Output
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