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Executive Summary 

Topics discussed at this meeting were GUP/DDF topics related to TS23.241 and TS24.241.  The agenda was limited to GUP/DDF and Common objects work for specifications 23.241 and 24.241. The SA1 Requirement doc 22.240v1.0.0 was also reviewed

General:

The meeting was opened by Prem Sood, Sharp, SWG2 Chairman, at 14:00 pm, on 8th October 2002, and the delegates were welcomed to this meeting. 

Randy Grund of Motorola and Rob Lockhart of Systek Labs volunteered to share the secretarial activities of this meeting. 

The proposed Agenda of the meeting in T2C-020051 was approved. 

Review of Progress on Action Items
The SA1 Requirement doc 22.240v1.0.0 was also reviewed. Proposed changes for sending to SA1 were approved for output to the SWG2#19, and attendees were asked to review certain changes which were discussed and not resolved.

A number of incoming docs related to the Re-organization of 23.241, GUP XML Schema, DDF Data Descriptions specs were reviewed.

Regarding 23.241 re-organization - While there is a consensus on the need for improvement, the improvement work must follow the decision on the technical direction
Need for a TR as a holding document for things that don’t belong in the specification(s) … consensus was this is not required

There was very informative and detailed discussion on the all the areas, GUP XML Schema and Data Description. Excellent detailed docs were presented and resulted in energetic debate on the work content, which is captured in the Report body.  Some T2 #18 tdocs were also re-reviewed. 

TP-020239 was discussed along with an Ericsson response.

Many ARs Action Requests were assigned, and are in the body of the report.

It was agreed to propose to SWG2#19 that a  new TR be generated on the requirements for representations of data and a study of the alternatives (e.g., DDF, GUP XML Schema).  The requirements must be defined and agreed prior to embarking on the study.  Consensus: Yes.

A draft split-WID for T2-GUP work was shown for information, A Split-WID for T2 work will be discussed for approval in SWG2#19.
Future Meetings:

Future Meeting Approvals can not be approved by SWG2_02, the following table is for information only, and for further discussion in T2-SWG2#19

Meeting
Date


Venue
Comment 

SWG2 #19
Nov. 18-22, 2002
Bundang, Korea
With T2 Meeting

SWG2_03_SFO
Jan. 17-18, 2003
San Francisco, CA.
TBC, Before T2 Meeting, same location






Output Documents for SWG2#19 Approval
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2C-020052
Meeting Report SWG2_02_Atlanta
SWG2_02 Chair
Agreed

T2C-020066
22.240 SWG2 Draft Changes
SWG2_02 Chair
Agreed






ES
Detailed Report 

1. Opening of the meeting  

The Chair of SWG2_02, Prem Sood, Sharp, opened the meeting at 14.00 on Tuesday October 8th, 2002. 

Randy Grund of Motorola and Rob Lockhart of Systek Labs volunteered to share the secretarial activities of this meeting. 

The Chair welcomed everyone to Atlanta and thanked the North America Friends of 3GPP for hosting the meeting. 

At the opening of SWG2_02 there were 9 attendees. A full list of attendees can be found in Annex C.

It was agreed that the specifications 23.241 and 24.241 needed to be reviewed. Whilst the group understands that the specification cannot undergo change control until SA2 have reviewed all the GUP specifications, there is a need to prepare the specifications to ensure they are stable in preparation for presentation for information at a future T2 plenary. 

1.1. Approval of the proposed Agenda  

Document – T2C-020051

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2C-020051
SWG2_02 draft meeting agenda
SWG2Chair
Approved

Presenter – SWG2_02 Chairman.

Resolution – Approved.

1.2. Recording of incoming tdocs, assignment to agenda  

SGW2_02 WKGx Document List captures the agreement

1.3. Review of previous Action Points Relevant to SWG2_02 

Tdoc T2-020052 (This document)
AP Description
Assigned to
Status
Comments

Action 15.2, to review Specs 22.240, 23.240 related to Generic User Profiles. 
All SWG2
Recurring


17.2 SWG2 GUP to consider implementing the CN4 recommendation on "Choice Construct" and generate a response when the action is planned.
SWG2 GUP
Due T2#18
Input tdocs are ready. Closed.

1M.04.  Initiate an email discussion to create an activity list for progressing the Common Objects work; based upon T2C-020007.
H. Thuvesson
Opened
Not complete. Due end of Aug.

18.1 GUP SWG to review T2-020691 (Proposed Re-Organization of TS 23.241)
All
Due Oct SWG Meeting
Input tdocs are ready. Closed






Action 15.2 is changed to a recurring action, i.e. there is no due date.  The Action is for all members to review TS 22.240 and 23.240 on an ongoing basis.  

2.0 Review of SA1 Requirements.

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2C-020055
TS22.240v100
SWG2 Chair


Presenter – SWG2 Chair
Discussion -  
· Needs global change to replace inappropriate gender-specific personal pronouns.

· 4.5, 5.2, 6.4, 7, 8 - Multiple verbiage changes within doc to correct limitations, bad grammar.

· 6.2 - UE Requirements to SA1 directly at the Bundang/Seoul meeting and also to the next T2 mtg from Nokia and Ericsson. (AR)
· 6.3, 6.4 – Access requirements to be checked off line

· 4.4, 6.5 – Look at comment and whole text and come back with comments. Should it be removed (all text after the two bullet points) as implementation-specific or are these valid requirements? All for next T2 (AR)

· 7 – SA3 needs to fix this … see suggested content and grammar fixes.

· Doc to T2 – Prem Sood (AR)

Resolution - 
Noted
2.1 Review of T2-020699.

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-020699
GUP – Stakeholders’ Benefits of DDF
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – 
Discussion -  
Should be sent to SA1 directly by Ericsson (Prem Sood) as a Stakeholders’ benefits for GUP, not DDF specifically.
Resolution - 
Noted
3.0 SWG2 Ongoing work on GUP, DDF 
3.1 GUP XML Schema Mechanism 
Tdocs  - 054, TP-020239, 063

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020054
GUP Schema Mechanism (with WID Split followup)
Nokia
Noted

Presenter – Alan Chau

Discussion -  
for information only (and discussion)


Complaint … too few XML experts in attendance.  Also informally reviewed the Nokia proposal for a new T2 split WID, shows a missing doc.


Prem:  Extension mechanism – flexible and evolvable enough to support complexity of GUP?  Is the name space designated as 3GPP or is it a W3C namespace?


Henrik:  “How do the two methods for the data abstraction cover the stage one use cases? Is either approach feasible in Rel 6 timeframe or is it farther out?  How much overhead do both approaches cost in terms of air traffic?  What is the extensibility in terms of adding new components and changing existing ones?  What is true cost to support both together? ”
Resolution -
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

TP-020239
Thoughts on T2 compromise regarding GUP XML schemas
Siemens
Noted

Presenter – Peter Neumann

Discussion -  
Resolution -
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020063
Comments to TP-020239
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson

Discussion -  
ASN.1 vs. XML or XML encoded via ASN.1
Resolution -
Noted
3.2 DDF and other 23.241 items 
Tdocs  - 058, 062, 059, 064, 782, 061

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020058
GUP information model
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson

Discussion -  
Reviewed draft – requires some UML basic understanding.  Are specifications able to handle UML code … yes, per Bo
Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020064
GUP reference architecture related to terminal
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson

Discussion -  
Is this needed and how should we do it?  AWS: Similar to proposal before OMA.  AWS is willing to support the model as shown in Figure 1.0 and recommends that additional work is needed in this area.  AWS encourages the creation of a new WID on UE Functionality Split.  AWS encourages other companies to prime the efforts needed for this WID’s activities.


Peter Neumann to take the initiative to liaise with SA2 to clarify the architecture. (AR)
Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020782
[DRAFT2] LS on the support of “choice” construct in DDF
NTT DoCoMo
Noted

Presenter – SWG2 Chair for Nicola McGregor

Discussion -  

Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020061
Support of XML-schema choice construct in GUP DDF
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson

Discussion -  
How does this get reflected to CN4?  SWG2 chair to strategise with T2 chair and informally with CN4 chair. (AR)


Possible liaison to be deferred to next T2 meeting.
Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020062
Selection of Data Description Method
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson

Discussion -  
PowerPoint presentation


Good top level methodology to capture requirements for data descriptions, listing of alternatives, and high level analysis of pros and cons which make the analysis amenable to review.


Need to reflect the questions from the discussion of T2C-020054 into the requirements shown in this presentation. (Henrik Thuvesson to do – post results to reflector AR)


T2 needs to agree on the requirements at the next meeting.  Members need to bring their proposals for requirements to Bundang – summary format used here would be preferable but not mandatory.  (All – AR)


Prem shows an un-numbered comparison chart for DDF vs. GUP XML Schema vs. UML?
Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020059
Comments on Thoughts about DDF
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson

Discussion -  
No discussion
Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020065
Use cases for 3GPP GUP (DDF and Common Objects)
Telia
Noted

Presenter – Henrik Thuvesson
Discussion -  
Three use cases proposed by Telia:

1. Subscription Management (SuM): Create a new subscription

2. Service configuration: MMS provisioning

3. User Equipment Management (UEM): UE Reconfiguration capability
Should be tested against the GUP solution as litmus test.  Design GUP to solve these three problems – a R6 test.
Resolution - 
Noted
3.3 Re-Organization of TS23.241 
Tdocs  - 691, 060, 687, 693

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020691
Suggested Re-Organisation of TS23-241
SWG2 Chair
Noted

Presenter – Prem Sood

Discussion -  
· All must agree on what is the task before generating docs.

· All to review and comment on the missing logical structure and flow (AR)

· Henrik proposes Use Cases to help this (065).

Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020060
Data Description Life Cycle and structure of TS 23.241
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter – Bo Johansson
Discussion -   
· Generate submissions concerning what T2 should be – to be ready for the next T2 mtg (All – AR)

· All to generate drafts of a sub/split-WID for T2’s GUP role (All – AR)

Resolution - 
Noted
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020687
Comments to 23.241 (T2C-020019).doc
Ericsson, DoCoMo
Noted

Presenter –

Discussion -   
Resolution – 
Noted

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020693
Annex to TS 23.241, DDF requirements
Ericsson
Noted

Presenter –
Bo Johansson

Discussion – 
Lots of discussions on definitions.

Data Management Areas

Terms, Concepts - To be defined …

Profiles:

· Generic User Profile

· User Profile

· Service Profile

· Application Profile

· Subscription Profile

Preferences:

· User Preferences

· Application Preferences

Provisioning:

· Service Provisioning

· Application Provisioning

· Terminal Provisioning

Management:

· UE Management

· Device Management

· Terminal Management

· Subscription Management

Any (X) capability profiles

DDF?

Pull defs from 21-905 – Randy Grund (also 32-802, 31-140, 28-102, 22-140) (AR)

Ask MCC / SA1 where these definitions lie or include them. SWG2 Chair (AR)

21-905 for defs.

Resolution - 
Noted
3.4 Complete Review of 23.241 
Tdocs  - 056

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-0200




Presenter – 

Discussion -  
Resolution - 
TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-0200




Presenter – 
Discussion -  
Resolution - 
4.0 SWG2 Ongoing work on Common Objects 
4.1 GUP XML Schema mechanism 24.241 items [deleted]
4.2 DDF Common Objects and other 24.241 items [deleted]
4.3 TS 24.241 Organization 
Tdocs  - 

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020057


Withdrawn

Presenter – 
Discussion -  
Resolution - 
5. Approval of Output Documents for T2-SWG2 Approval.

5.1 Output Docs 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2C-020052
Meeting Report SWG2_02_Atlanta
SWG2_02 Chair
Agreed

T2C-020066
22.240 SWG2 Draft Changes
SWG2_02 Chair
Agreed
























































5.2 Meeting Report of this SWG2 Meeting

T2C-020052
Draft Report of  SWG2_02 ATLANTA Meeting
SWG2_02 Chair
Approved






6. 
Deferred Items
Next steps:  “Where do we go from here?”

On 3.1:

1. Need for a TR as a holding document for things that don’t belong in the specification(s) … consensus: not required.

2. Is a format improvement of 23.241 required?  Consensus: Yes.

a. Must pick a format - Two offered

i. T2C-020060

ii. T2C-020691

b. Must agree on base terminology.

c. Must agree on the technical approach to be taken.

d. Must remove superfluous information … to be done in parallel.

While there is a consensus on the need for improvement, the improvement work must follow the decision on the technical direction.

On 3.2 and 3.3:

1. T2C-020054 - WID split – for information, no followup needed

2. T2C-020054 GUP Schema Mechanism and others – 

a. Motorola:  Recommends that a TR be generated on the requirements for representations of data and a study of the alternatives (e.g., DDF, GUP XML Schema).  The requirements must be defined and agreed prior to embarking on the study.  Consensus: Yes.

b. Telia:  Expressed concerns about the R6 time implications of delays.  This spawned discussions of alternatives but no resolutions, noting the impact on R6 and implications of and interactions with the activities within SA3 and other groups.

7.
Any Other Business

None
Action Points are shown as ARs in the Report Body.

8. 
Future Meetings, Time Requirements

See Executive summary.

9
Close of the Meeting

The meeting was closed on Tuesday October 08 at 18:00
Restarted at 09:00 and closed at 20:00 on Wednesday, October.

Restarted at 09:00 and adjourned at 17:30 on Thursday October 10.

9.1. List of New Action Points added at this meeting  
AP Description
Assigned to
Status
Comments

See text body, as ARs







































Annex A
List of all temporary documents

SWG2_02  Final Document List

Atlanta.  8-10 October 2002

COLOR CODE
APPROVED - OUTPUT TO T2 
NOTED/APPROVED – NO OUTPUT TO T2
PENDING / ACTION
NOT REVIEWED AT THIS MEETING
NOT DISCUSSED YET
Italics shows the status out of the T2 Velen meeting, will be updated during SWG2_02

TDOC
Subject
Source
Resolution

T2C-020051
Agenda SWG2_02 
SWG2 Chair
Approved

T2C-020052
Meeting Report SWG2_02
SWG2 Chair
Output to T2

T2-020687
Comments to 23.241 (T2C-020019)
Ericsson, NTT DoCoMo
Noted

T2-020691
Proposed Re-Organization of TS 23.241
T2-SWG2 Chairman
Noted 

T2-020693
Annex to TS 23.241, DDF requirements
Ericsson
Noted

T2-020699
GUP, Stakeholders benefits of DDF
Ericsson
Noted

T2-020782 
LS Response to CN4 on DFF Choice construct
N. McGregor
Noted

TP-020239
thoughts on T2 compromise regarding GUP XML schema
Siemens  
Noted

T2C-020054
GUP Schema Mechanism
Nokia
Noted

T2C-020055
TS22.240 version 1.0.0
SWG2 Chair
Agreed. Output to SWG2

T2C-020056
TS23.241 v.0.3.2 baseline
Rapporteur
Withdrawn

T2C-020057
TS24.241 v.0.3.2 baseline
Rapporteur
Withdrawn

T2C-020058
GUP Information Model
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020059
Comments on Thougths about DDF
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020060
Data Description Life cycle and structure of TS23.241
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020061
CN4 Choice Construct
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020062
Selection of Data Description method
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020063
Comments to TP-020239
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020064
GUP Terminal Architecture
Ericsson
Noted

T2C-020065
Use cases for GUP/DDF Common Objects
Telia
Noted

T2C-020066
22.240v100 draft swg2 changes
SWG2
Approved for Nov. SWG2 

Annex B
Approved Agenda

3GPP TSG-T2 SWG2_02

Atlanta, Georgia

8-10 October 2002
T2C-020051 

Agenda Item:
1.1

Source:
SWG2 Chairman 

Title:
Draft 3 Agenda SWG2_02 Atlanta Meeting
Document for:
Approval

NOTE: This is a limited agenda meeting, restricted to the progressing of the T2 Specs work on GUP and DDF. Other T2-SWG2 work items unrelated to GUP/DDF will not be discussed. 

Also, GUP and DDF items relating to 3GPP work co-ordination and planning, inter-WG items (e.g. WIDs, LSs) are not on the agenda, this SWG2_02 is not authorized to discuss them.

Further, this meeting will progress the work on the specs, but will not make any decisions, it will prepare outputs for review and decision by the next T2-SWG2#19  full meeting in November.

6xx or 7xx numbers are T2020xxx tdocs, 0xx numbers are T2C tdocs

___________________________________________________________________________

1. Opening of the meeting  

1.1 Approval of this Meeting’s Agenda, Chairman’s comments

051
1.2 Recording of Incoming Docs & assignment to Agenda
051, doclist
1.3 Review of Action Points relevant to SWG2_02 

Draft1 052 

2. Review and Comments/Feedback, SA1 Requirements – 055 (22.240 v1.0.0), 699, 

3. SWG2 Ongoing Work on GUP and DDF – TS23.241 Docs

3.2 GUP XML Schema Mechanism 
054, TP-020239, 063
3.3 DDF & other 23.241 items

058, 064, 782, 061, 062, 059, 065
3.1 Re-Organization of TS23.241 
691, 060, 687, 693,  

3.4 Complete Review of 23.241

056

4. SWG2 Ongoing Work on Common Objects – TS24.241 Docs

4.1 GUP XML Schema Mechanism 24.241 items

4.2 DDF Common Objects & other 24.241 items

 

4.3 TS24.241 organization

057

5. Approval of Output Drafts and Documents for T2-SWG2#19 Approval 

5.1 Output docs. 
66 (22.240 draft swg2 changes)


5.2 Meeting Report of this SWG2 meeting 
052
6. Deferred Items 


7. Any Other Business


8. Future meetings 

Nov. 18-21, Bundang, Korea

9. Close of the meeting

APPROVED - OUTPUT TO T2 
NOTED/APPROVED – NO OUTPUT TO T2
PENDING / ACTION
DECIDED TO POSTPONE, NOT REVIEW  

NOT DISCUSSED YET
CURRENTLY BEING DISCUSSED
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