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1
Opening Plenary

1.1
Opening of the meeting 

The T2 chairman, Kevin HOLLEY (BT), opened the meeting. Friedhelm RODERMUND (ETSI MCC) was the secretary. A list of delegates can be found in Annex C. 

The delegates were welcomed by TSG-T chairman Dr. PARK (Samsung) on behalf of TTA who kindly hosted the meeting. 

The agenda and the schedule in T2-99776 were agreed. The document list was presented and the documents were assigned to the subgroups. A complete document list as of the end of the meeting can be found in Annex A.

All meeting documents which were made available by the authors on the meeting server for the closing plenary are available on the 3GPP server at:
ftp://www.3gpp.org/TSG_T/WG2_Capability/TSGT2_06/Docs
1.2
Report of the last T2 meeting

The report of T2#5/SMG4, Helsinki, Finland, 6-9 September 1999 in T2-99775 was agreed. A table with LSs created by SWG1 and SWG6 which were agreed after the meeting via correspondence, and a table with the 2G CRs to be sent to SMG has been added. The report is also available at:

ftp://www.3gpp.org/TSG_T/WG2_Capability/TSGT2_05/Report
1.3
Reports and LSs from other groups

1.3.1
PCG

The PCG approved to have a liaison arrangement between T2 and SDR and IrDA.

1.3.2
TSG SA

1.3.2.1
TSG SA1

The work on the 3G TS 22.140 MMS stage 1 was continued at the recent S1 meeting. It was decided to send it for information to TSG-SA. 

It was agreed by the S1 plenary to accept the results of the AAEW ad hoc. It was decided to create a requirement specification which should describe to what extend the requirements identified by the AAEW ad hoc group can be applied to the service capabilities. Justification has to be given if certain requirements are not applied. 

1.3.2.2
TSG SA2

SA2 has created so called Inter Group Co-ordination ad-hoc (ICGs) to monitor the work of specific topics. The following T2 contact persons were assigned by T2 to the ICGs at the T2#5 meeting held in Helsinki:

ICG
T2 contact person

GSM/UMTS Interoperation and Mobility Management
Sofi PERSSON (Telia)

Security
Kevin HOLLEY (BT)

Bearer Services and QoS
Peter NEUMANN (Siemens)

Packet Architecture and Circuit Architecture
Peter NEUMANN (Siemens)

Services and Service platforms
Mark CATALDO (Motorola)

Location services (LCS)
Tim AMBROSE (Motorola)

The LS from SA2 on IGC contact persons in T2-99791was  noted. Each IGC will handle a ftp site (given in T2-99791), where the IGC chairman will be responsible to put the most up-to-date information related to his group. 

The T2 contact persons are asked to provide information and project plans to future T2 meetings. 

The following project plans were available for information at this T2 meeting:

T2-99781
Project Plan for packet and circuit architecture

T2-99782
Project Plan on location and cell broadcast services in UMTS

T2-99783
Project Plan for Security

1.3.2.3
TSG SA4

It was noted that a lot of work on MM is ongoing in S4. It was felt that T2 should  have a look at the latest MM stage 1.

1.3.3
T2 SWG3

SWG3 identified the need for a close liaisoning with ISO regarding the future work on alphabet tables/ character sets for MMS.

1.3.4
Liaison Statements

Several LSs from other groups were received and assigned to the subgroups as shown in the document list in Annex A. 

1.4
Other opening plenary issues

There will be an input document to TSG-T (TP-99163) from BT asking on the current status of the R99 deliverables. In that context, the chairman asked the SWGs to check on the status of their deliverables, and identify if the documents scheduled for R99 will be definitely delivered by December, or definitely not be delivered, or are at risk not to be delivered.

T2-99780 outlines some principles which should be followed when obtaining email agreement for documents. Several comments were made. A revised version was produced in T2-99779.

2
Subgroup Meetings

Between T2 opening and closing plenary, five sub group sessions (SWG1, 2, 3, 5, 6) were held. Additionally, SWG1 and SWG2 had joint sessions with T3. The subgroup reports can be found in Annex D- H. The subgroups results may have been changed and amended during the closing plenary. The final results are reported in section 3. 

3 Closing Plenary

3.1
Results SWG1 Execution Environment

SWG1 chairman Mark CATALDO (Motorola) presented the SWG1 report (T2-99806) which can be found in Annex D. 

The MExE e-mail process was documented in T2-99889, and Lars BRENK (Bosch) will chair the MExE e-mail process. SWG1 MExE will test the process first and at a later stage T2 will decide if it is suitable for the other SWGs. 
The joint session with T3 was felt very useful in allowing MExE to explain its requirements, and for T3 to seek clarification and fully understand the requirements. No problems were anticipated in having the requirements incorporated by T3 for Release 99.

It was agreed to postpone the decision on the 3rd MExE pJava (without WAP support) classmark proposal until the next meeting, and delegates are requested to discuss the issue internally within their companies. It was agreed that it was too early to introduce KJava support, and discussion within the MExE group of KJava was encouraged in preparation for the potential introduction of KJava in release 99

The MExE group needs to determine which R99 Stage 2 CRs should also apply as corrections/clarifications to Stage 2 R98.  Lars BRENK volunteered to determine the Release 98 CRs.

It is expected that MExE Stage 2 for MExE R99 will be available for completion in 1999.

The MExE group agreed on the working assumption to use PKCS#15 for the certificate object structure. LS permission to liaise with RSA Laboratories for PCKS#15 changes has to be achieved from the PCG. For this, Mark CATALDO will provide a justification.

T2-99814 is a LS to CN1, CN2 asking about the proper way of extracting the right number of digits (five or six) from the IMSI, to find the HPLMNI. The LS was agreed.

T2-99817 is a LS to S3 on MExE Release 99 informing about MExE R99 security and inviting comments. The LS was agreed.

T2-99815 is a LS on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications clarifying that MExE has no interest in taking control of handovers. MExE would however ask whether a notification of a change in network capability (e.g. during intersystem handover between 2G and 3G networks) is issued.  MExE is interested in changes of QoS. The LS was agreed.

T2-99819 is a LS to SA2 concerning MExE support for VHE/OSA Stage 2. It was agreed to delete the remark that WAP would also allow for WTA functionality performed in the network. It was agreed to send the LS combined with T2-99871 (by SWG3) as T2-99903.
The following LSs are to be approved via correspondence:

T2-99811 LS to WAP Forum on PKCS#15 usage

T2-99812 LS to RSA requesting domain identifier attribute

3.2
Results SWG2 Terminal Interfaces

The report in T2-99834 was presented by the SWG2 chairman Lars NOVAK (Ericsson). It was revised in T2-99904 and can be found in Annex E.

In the joint session with T3, it was agreed that T3 will refer to the new synchronisation procedure defined by SWG2 as the preferred synchronisation method.

There are many RF technologies which could potentially be built into mobile devices and 3GPP/T2/SWG2 foresees many different kinds of application. Of the technologies currently in use, Bluetooth has been designed specifically for mobile applications and as such is a primary candidate technology for a handset RF interface. During this discussion, several operators and manufacturers spoke in favour of recommending that manufacturers give serious consideration to Bluetooth where an RF external data interface is being integrated.

The CRs to in T2-99820, T2-99821, T2-99822 on AT command - Request GPRS service 'D' were agreed. 

3G TR 27.901 "Report on Terminal Interfaces – An Overview" was presented as T2-99829. It was revised in T2-99905 and it was agreed to send it for information to TSG-T.

It was agreed to send 3G TR 27.903 "Discussion of Synchronisation Standards " (T2-99832) for approval to TSG-T. It has not been presented to TSG-T for information before, therefore it will be send as version 1.0.0.

3G TS 27.103 "Wide Area Network Synchronisation Standard" was presented in T2-99901. This document specifies a way to synchronise mobile devices with a server in the internet.  The Wide Area Synchronisation protocol is based upon IrMC level 4 and adapted for the 3GPP. The present document covers Wide Area Network Synchronisation between current and future mobile communication end-user devices, desktop applications and server-based information servers. A revised version was produced in T2-99911 and agreed to be sent for approval to TSG-T.

T2-99836 is a LS informing CN3 about the rejection of their CRs on GPRS TD command syntax (T2-99823 and T2-99824). The revised LS was agreed as T2-99906.

T2-99900 is a LS to T3 on Follow-Up to Synchronisation . Some changes to 3G TS 31.102 “USIM Characteristics” are proposed which would enable T2 SWG2 and T3 to proceed synergistically in developing 3GPP’s data synchronisation approach. The LS was agreed to be send with an explaining slide in T2-99898. 

3.3
Results SWG3 Messaging

The report of SWG3 was presented in T2-99879 (Annex G) by SWG3 chairman Ian HARRIS (Vodafone).

The MMS Stage 1 (3G TS 22.140) available in T2-99849 had been agreed by SA1 and although in SA1s view the Stage 1 was incomplete it had been sent to SA for information.

During the SWG3 meeting a separate MMS stage 2 drafting session was held. Gunnar SCHMIDT (Bosch) presented the first draft in T2-99876. He agreed to co-ordinate an SWG3 MMS ad hoc on 9th and 10th November to review stage 1 and to advance stage 2. The host will be Motorola and the venue will be in UK – details to be confirmed by Mr. AMBROSE. T2 delegates having an interest in MMS are asked to read T2-99876 and to send their comments by e-mail to the T2-SWG3 mailing list and if necessary attend the MMS ad hoc being arranged. SWG3 would like to avoid any far reaching changes to the Stage 2 document being raised at the next T2 meeting. The MMS drafting group feels uneasy about incorporating VHE into stage 2 and seeks further guidance from SA1 and SA2

It was proposed that T2 should convey their concern that T2 would like to contribute to LCS stage 1 (the responsibility of SA1) but has not had sight of the LCS stage 1 nor been aware of  any invitation to the drafting of the stage 1. Friedhelm RODERMUND (ETSI MCC) will send the latest version of LCS stage 1 to the SWG3 list. 

T2-99842 is a CR to 23.040 adding a new TP-PID value for delivery of ANSI-136 Short Messages which is required for the delivery of ANSI-136 teleservices using GSM SMS procedures. The CR was revised in T2-99902 and agreed. 

T2-99873 is a CR to 23.040 regarding the IEI values in concatenated SM’s. The CR was agreed.

T2-99840 is a CR to 23.038 on Language codes for Hebrew, Arabic and Russian. Partner Communications Company Israel network operator requires code points for Hebrew, Arabic and Russian languages to be added to 23.038 in order that their SIM LP file is able to work correctly for these languages.  The CR was agreed.

T2-99872 is a LS to S2 on Cell Broadcasting Service Responsibilities. T2 feels that the detail CBC - RNC protocol specification (23.049) lies outside their responsibility. The LS was agreed.

T2-99871 is a LS to SA2 in which SWG3 asks for guidance how to handle VHE relevant issues within their MMS Stage 2 work and how both activities relate to each other. The LS was agreed an combined with T2-99819 into T2-99903.

For the GSM specifications transferred to the 3GPP, amendments are necessary: 3G TS 23.038, 23.040, 23.041, 23.039, 27.005, 23.042. Some progress towards identifying the changes required to 03,38 and 03.41 was made at this meeting.

3.4
Results SWG4 End to End Interworking

No SWG4 session was held during T2#5. SWG4 will meet again when the need arises. 

3.5
Results SWG5 Multisystem Terminals

The SWG5 report in T2-99880 was presented by SWG5 chair Sofi PERSSON (Telia). The report was revised in T2-99910 and can be found in Annex H.  

TR 21.910 v.0.6.0 “Multi-system issues” in T2-99883 was presented by rapporteur Sofi PERSSON (Telia AB). Several concerns on the current version of the report were expressed by Niels ANDERSEN (Motorola). The report does not take consideration of the number of subscriptions. A terminal with one subscription can only be registered in one registration area. The section of PLMN selection is partly not in line what has been done in SMG1 and S1. There is a matter of PLMN selection which is in the responsibility of S1 and should be brought to their attention.  Several issues where other groups should be involved were identified, and it was agreed to schedule a joint meeting with other WGs. It was agreed to send the report TR 21.910  “Multi-system issues” for information to TSG-T.

T2-99882 is the cover LS for the TR 21.910 to be send to all WGs. Intention is to inform them of the work going on in TSG T2 SWG5 and also to ask for comments on the included content, especially on the types of terminal, viewed together with the scenarios. The revised LS in T2-99907 was agreed. 

The LS to T1 and RAN in T2-99854 regarding “Definitions for usage of Multi-mode/system terminals” was agreed.

The LS to RAN2 in T2-99881 on “Definitions for usage of Multi-mode/system terminals" was agreed.

T2-99884 is a report to T2, asking for guidance on the proposed new TS “Terminal Categorisation for UMTS”.

T2-99885 is a draft proposal of the TS on Terminal Categorisations for UMTS. In this specification the categorisation based on terminal modes vs. maximum output power as well as the types of multi-system terminals are dealt with. One purpose of this document is to have common ways for network planning ad terminal design. Niels ANDERSEN (Motorola) felt that to define a linkage between the usage mode and the power classes would repeat a mistake which was done in GSM and which caused a lot of problems. Furthermore, network planning is not related T group. Other delegates felt that  for planning issues there is a need for to define expected power classes. Several delegates felt that T2 has discovered a hole which may need more work to be done on e.g. related to network planning. No conclusion was reached and it was proposed to continue the discussion at the next T2 meeting. For the time being, the proposed specification will not be included in the T2 work program. The discussion on this topic will also be continued at the TSG-T meeting.

3.6
Results SWG6 Terminal Features and Performance

The SWG6 report in T2-99865 was presented by SWG6 chairman Kazuya HASHIMOTO (NEC) and can be found in Annex H.

SWG6 felt that TR21.904 "Terminal Capability Requirements" (T2-99855) is now stable enough to be send to TSG-T for information. This was agreed by T2. 

T2 SWG5 intends to maintain the TCR report up to and including version 4.X.X for release 2000, at which time the situation regarding maintenance will be reviewed. A related LS in T2-99859 to TSG-T describing a proposed maintenance mechanism was agreed. This LS including the TCR is to be send via TSG-T to all WGs. 

T2-99863 on Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal shows that there seems to be no common view so far within 3GPP on how to define the piece of user equipment that we might call UE, terminal, MS or even TE.. This paper gives in its annex an overview of the existing definitions as well as proposes a way forward. It was agreed that TSG-T2 asks TSG-T plenary to endorse the usage of the well established terms MS and ME, at the expense of the misleading term UE and imprecise term Terminal, and to endorse three principles for terminology definitions. This position should be brought forward in the on-going general discussions on vocabulary in 3GPP. The document was revised in T2-99908 and agreed to be send to TSG-T.

T2-99864 “Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP” proposes general guidelines for the work with terminology within 3GPP. T2 endorsed the principle that there should only be one 3GPP vocabulary common to all groups for an unambiguous and efficient usage of the vocabulary document(s). The document was revised in T2-99909 and agreed to be send to TSG-T.

4
Future meeting schedule

This schedule proposes to have a reduction of T2 plenary meetings next year, and to have more separate SWG meetings if necessary.

It was decided that T2 and SMG4 meetings will be held jointly by default unless otherwise stated.

Meeting
Date
Location
Host

T2 SWG3 MMS ad hoc
9-10 Nov 1999
UK
Motorola

T2#7/SMG4
22-26 Nov 1999
Ystad, Sweden
Ericsson

T#6
13-15 Dec 1999
Sophia, Antipolis, France
ETSI

T2#8/SMG4
24-28  Jan 2000
US
T1P1

T#7
13-15 March 2000
Madrid, Spain
Telefonica

T2#9/SMG4
15-19 May 2000
Netherlands
CMG

T#8
19-21 June 2000
Düsseldorf, Germany
Mannesmann Mobilfunk

T2#10/SMG4
28 Aug - 01 Sep 2000
Ireland
Logica

T#9
25-27 Sept 2000
Bangkok ?
Unisys ? 

T2#11/SMG4
20-24 Nov 2000



T#10
11-13 Dec 2000

T1?

Companies are invited to consider hosting of future SMG4/T2 meetings. 

 See also 3GPP on-line meeting calendar at http://www.3gpp.org.

5
Any Other Business

T2-99784 includes a proposal for the definition of Terminal Management and a way forward. The contribution concludes that existing mechanisms like SAT and MExE are suitable and sufficient for TM, and that this tools are handled by working groups within TSG-T. Due to lack of time this topic could not be discussed comprehensively during the T2 meeting so that the paper was not endorsed by T2. Note after the meeting: The document was further discussed at TSG-T.

An update of the T2 work program was produced in T2-99777. The revised work program will be presented to TSG-T for information and approval.

Delegates were invited to check T2-99899 which is the list of T2 input documents for TSG-T#5. This document was produced before the T2 closing plenary and therefore some docs are not included yet.

For the next meting, it was agreed to have separate SWG folders on the meeting server.

Most of the delegates did use the meeting network, and only a few delegates requested to have the documents on disks available. Therefore, it was agreed that it would not be necessary to produce disks for future meetings. 

The T2 chairman announced that he will no longer be able to attend ETSI SMG following SMG#30 in Brighton in November. Either a new SMG4 chairperson, whose role will be more formal reporting than chairing any meetings, or, a liaison officer from SMG4 to SMG (e.g. one of the SMG4vice-chairs) could be elected to represent SMG4 at SMG plenaries.
6
Close of the Meeting

The chairman thanked all delegates for their participation and support, and TTA for hosting the meeting and providing the excellent facilities. Special thanks were given to the people who installed the excellent meeting network.

Annex A: List of all temporary documents

TDOC
Subject
Source
SWG

T2-99775
Draft Meeting Report, T2#5/SMG4, Helsinki, Finland, 6-9 September 1999
T2 secretary
OP

T2-99776
Agenda T2#6
T2 chairman
OP

T2-99777
T2 work program (status after T2#6)
MCC
CP

T2-99778
not used



T2-99779
Email decisions (revised 780)
T2 chair/secret.
CP

T2-99780
Email decisions
T2 chair/secret.
OP

T2-99781
Project Plan for packet and circuit architecture
SA2 IGC
OP

T2-99782
Project Plan on location and cell broadcast services in UMTS
SA2 IGC
SWG3

T2-99783
Project Plan for Security
SA2 IGC
OP

T2-99784
Proposal for definition of terminal management and a way forward
Er.Nok.Teli.Vod.
CP

T2-99785
LS from SA2: Support for VHE/OSA Stage 2
SA2
SWG1

T2-99786
LS from CN2: Synchronisation
CN2
SWG2

T2-99787
LS from CN1: CBS Functionality and Responsibility
CN1
SWG3

T2-99788
LS from CN1 on Synchronisation
CN1
SWG2

T2-99789
LS from CN1 on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities
CN1
SWG6

T2-99790
LS from T1 on Definitions for usage of Multi-mode/system terminals
T1
SWG5

T2-99791
LS from SA2 on IGC contact persons
SA2
OP

T2-99792
LS from SA2 on Multimedia Call Control for UMTS R 99
SA2
SWG3

T2-99793
LS from SA2 on QoS parameters
SA2
SWG1

T2-99794
LS from SA2 on CBS Functionality and Responsibility
SA2
SWG3

T2-99795
LS from CN3 on End-user friendly GPRS ATD command syntax
CN3
SWG2

T2-99796
LS from RAN2 on Definitions for usage of Multi-mode/system terminals
RAN2
SWG5

T2-99797
LS from RAN2 on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications
RAN2
SWG1

T2-99798
LS from CN SS ad hoc on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities
CN SS ad hoc
SWG6

T2-99799
LS from T1P1 on Proposed Terminal Interface Work Item
T1P1
SWG2

T2-99800
Agenda SWG1
SWG1 chairman
SWG1

T2-99801
3G TS 23.057 v1.5.0
Rapporteur
SWG1

T2-99802
Choice of PKCS#15 certificate obj. structure to store certificate in SIM
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99803
email from Tim Wright: 3 CDF's on the SIM or one
Vodafone
SWG1

T2-99804
Request for K-Java Support in MExE
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99805
CR to 23.057: Use of same root for Administrator role and one domain
Vodafone
SWG1

T2-99806
Draft MExE report
Motorola
SWG1

T2-99807
T2 e-mail process
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99808
5 or 6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99809
3rd MExE classmark
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99810
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99811
LS to WAP Forum on PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99812
LS to RSA requesting domain identifier attribute
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99813
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99816
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99820
CR to 07.07 R97: AT command - Request GPRS service 'D'
Vodafone
SWG2

T2-99821
CR to 07.07 R98 : AT command - Request GPRS service 'D'
Vodafone
SWG2

T2-99822
CR to 27.007 R99: AT command - Request GPRS service 'D'
Vodafone
SWG2

T2-99823
CR to 07.07 R97: GPRS ATD command syntax (see LS T2-99795)
CN3
SWG2

T2-99824
CR to 07.07 R98: GPRS ATD command syntax  (see LS T2-99795)
CN3
SWG2

T2-99825
TR Terminal Interfaces
Rapporteur
SWG2

T2-99826
Draft synchronisation specificaiton
Ericsson
SWG2

T2-99827
IRMC WAN SYNC  improvements
Ericsson
SWG2

T2-99828
IDB information in Japan

SWG2

T2-99829
System Interface Report updated
Ericsson
SWG2

T2-99830
Discussion document on synchronisation
Nokia
SWG2

T2-99831
Aspects on Terminal Interfaces
Omn.Mot.Sie.a.m.
SWG2

T2-99832
3G TR 27.903 v0.2.1 Discussion of synchronisation standards
Rapporteur
SWG2

T2-99833
SWG2 Agenda

SWG2

T2-99834
draft SWG2 meeting report

SWG2

T2-99835
Sync principles in the USIM
Ericsson
SWG2

T2-99836
LS to CN3: ATD modification rejection
SWG2
SWG2

T2-99837
USIM presentation
Ericsson
SWG2

T2-99838
CR to 23.040  - New TP-PID value for delivery of non-GSM teleservice messages using SMS
Motorola
SWG3

T2-99839
MMS ad hoc report
Bosch
SWG3

T2-99840
CR 23.038: Addition of languages
Vodafone
SWG3

T2-99841
ANSI-136 Teleservices Interoperability
UWCC
SWG3

T2-99842
CR 23.040 New TP-PID value for delivery of ANSI-136 Short Messages
UWCC
SWG3

T2-99843
not used

SWG3

T2-99844
not used

SWG3

T2-99845
not used

SWG3

T2-99846
not used

SWG3

T2-99847
not used

SWG3

T2-99848
not used

SWG3

T2-99849
3G 22.140 MMS stage 1 v0.3.1
Rapporteur
SWG3

T2-99850
Draft agenda SWG5
SWG5 Chair
SWG5

T2-99851
Proposed revision of WI
SWG5 Chair
SWG5

T2-99852
TR 21.910 Multi-system issues v.0.5.0
Rapporteur
SWG5

T2-99853
Draft specification on terminal categorisation
Telia AB
SWG5

T2-99854
LS to T1 and RAN on definitions
SWG5
SWG5

T2-99855
Proposed revisions to the TCR report
Rapporteur
SWG6

T2-99856
Proposed Agenda of SWG6#5
SWG6 Chairman
SWG6

T2-99857
Review Work Program DTR/TSGT-02 TFPG_U
SWG6 Chairman
SWG6

T2-99858
Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP
Ericsson
SWG6

T2-99859
LS on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report
T2
SWG6

T2-99860
Proposed changes to TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements
Rapporteur
SWG6

T2-99861
Proposed liaison statement requesting details of SICs required to support various bearer services
T2
SWG6

T2-99862
Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal
Ericsson
SWG6

T2-99863
Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal
SWG6
SWG6

T2-99864
Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP
SWG6
SWG6

T2-99865
Draft Report of SWG6#5 (Terminal Features and Performance)
SWG6
SWG6

T2-99866
not used

SWG6

T2-99867
not used

SWG6

T2-99868
not used

SWG6

T2-99869
not used

SWG6

T2-99870
SWG3 Agenda ( this document )
SWG3 chair
SWG3

T2-99871
Comments on T2-99785-VHE in Stage 2 MMS
SWG3
SWG3

T2-99872
LS to SA cc N1: CBS work responsibilities
SWG3
SWG3

T2-99873
CR 23.040. IEIs in Concatenated SM's
SWG3
SWG3

T2-99874
e-mail discussion. IEI values in Concatenated SM's
SWG3
SWG3

T2-99875
LS from S1 MMS. Requirement for VHE in Stage 1 MMS
S1
SWG3

T2-99876
Draft 23.140 MMS stage 2
SWG3
SWG3

T2-99877
not used

SWG3

T2-99878
not used

SWG3

T2-99879
TSGT2-SWG3 meeting report
SWG3
SWG3

T2-99880
Meeting report for SWG5
Sonera Ltd
SWG5

T2-99881
LS response to RAN2
SWG5
SWG5

T2-99882
Cover LS for the report 21.910
Telia AB
SWG5

T2-99883
TR 21.910 v.0.6.0 "Multi-system issues"
Rapporteur
SWG5

T2-99884
Report to T2, asking for guidance on new TS “Terminal Categorisation for UMTS”
SWG5
SWG5

T2-99885
draft TS "Terminal Categorisation for UMTS"
Ericsson
SWG5

T2-99886
MExE QoS Requirements
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99887
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99888
T2 SWG1 email process (revised 807)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99889
T2 SWG1 email process (revised 888)
SWG1
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-99887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99891
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes (updated T2-99813)
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99892
not used

SWG1

T2-99893
not used

SWG1

T2-99894
not used

SWG1

T2-99895
not used

SWG1

T2-99896
withdrawn
T2 secretary
CG

T2-99897
IrMC presentation

SWG2

T2-99898
LS to T3 slide

SWG2

T2-99899
List of T2 input documents for TSG-T#5 (revised 896)
T2 secretary
CG

T2-99900
LS to T3: USIM synchronisation response

SWG2

T2-99901
TS 27.103 Wide Area Network Synchronisation Standard
rapporteur
SWG2

T2-99902
CR 23.040 New TP-PID value for delivery of ANSI-136 Short Messages (updated 842)

SWG3

T2-99903
LS to SA2 (combined 819 and 871)

SWG3

T2-99904
SWG2 report (revised 834)

SWG2

T2-99905
System Interface Report updated (revised 829)
Ericsson
SWG2

T2-99906
LS to CN3: ATD modification rejection (revised 836)
SWG2
SWG2

T2-99907
LS cover for the report 21.910 (revised 882)
Telia AB
SWG5

T2-99908
Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal (revised 863)
SWG5
SWG5

T2-99909
Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP (revised 864)
SWG6
SWG6

T2-99910
Meeting report for SWG5 (revised 880)
Sonera
SWG5

T2-99911
3G TS 27.103 version 0.1.1 Wide Area Network Synchronisation Standard
Rapporteur
SWG2

Annex B Outgoing Documents 

B.1
2G Change Requests (from T2#5 and T2#6)

TDOCC
SPEC
CR
PHASE
SUBJECT
CAT
VERS
NEW_VERS

T299762
03.40
A088
R98
Change to reserved port number range for SMS
C
7.2.0
7.3.0

T299820
07.07
A082
R97
AT command - Request GPRS service 'D'
F
6.3.0
6.4.0

T299821
07.07
A083
R98
AT command - Request GPRS service 'D'
A
7.3.0
7.4.0

T299662
07.10
A020
R97
Clarification of CR bit
F
6.3.0
6.4.0

T299663
07.10
A021
R98
Clarification of CR bit
A
7.0.0
7.1.0

T299665
07.10
A022
R97
Correction of the bits in the start and close flags of the frame in the example on Annex B
F
6.3.0
6.4.0

T299666
07.10
A023
R98
Correction of the bits in the start and close flags of the frame in the example on Annex B
A
7.0.0
7.1.0

T299668
07.10
A024
R97
Correction of value octets in RPN command
F
6.3.0
6.4.0

B.2
3G Change Requests (from T2#5 and T2#6)

TDOCC
SPEC
CR
SUBJECT
CAT
VERS_CURRENT
NEW

T2-99664
27.010
003
Clarification of CR bit
A
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99761
23.040
003
Change to reserved port number range for SMS
C
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99902
23.040
004
New TP-PID value for delivery of ANSI-136 Short Messages
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99667
27.010
004
Correction of the bits in the start and close flags of the frame in the example on Annex B
A
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99873
23.040
005
EI values in concatenated SM’s
D
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99840
23.038
002
Language codes for Hebrew,Arabic and Russian
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99661
27.007
006
ECSD AT command correction
D
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99670
27.007
007
Alarm functionality
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99671
27.007
008
Phonebook storage
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99672
27.007
009
Time Zone
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99673
27.007
010
Additional result code for +CSSN
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99674
27.007
011
New command for setting of Date format
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99675
27.007
012
New command for Silent mode
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99676
27.007
013
New command for setting of Time format
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99763
27.007
014
GSM 400 Spectrum update
B
3.1.0
3.2.0

T2-99822
27.007
015
AT command - Request GPRS service 'D'
A
3.1.0
3.2.0

B.3
List of Liaison Statements

TDOC
Subject
SWG

T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
SWG1

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
SWG1

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
SWG1

T2-99854
LS to T1 and RAN on definitions
SWG5

T2-99859
LS via TSG-T to all WGs on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report
SWG6

T2-99872
LS to SA cc N1: CBS work responsibilities
SWG3

T2-99881
LS response to RAN2
SWG5

T2-99900
LS to T3: USIM synchronisation response
SWG2

T2-99903
LS to SA2 on VHE/OSA support  (combined 819 and 871)
SWG3

T2-99906
LS to CN3: ATD modification rejection (revised 836)
SWG2

T2-99907
LS cover for the report 21.910 (revised 882)
SWG5

B.4
List of Specifications submitted to SMG

No specifications were submitted to SMG#30.

B.5
List of Specifications submitted to TSG-T#5

No
Name
current Version
submitted as Version
Submitted for 

3G TR 22.945
Study on provisioning of fax in GSM and UMTS
1.0.0
2.0.0
approval

3G TS 23.041
Technical realization of Cell Broadcast Service (CBS)
(GSM 03.41
7.1.0)
2.0.0
approval

3G TR 27.903
Discussion of Synchronisation Standards
0.2.0
(T2-99832)
1.0.0
information / approval

3G TR 27.901
Report on Terminal Interfaces - An Overview 
0.1.2 
(T2-99905)
1.0.0
information

3G TR 34.907
Report on electrical safety requirements and regulations
1.0.1
(T2-99696)
2.0.0
approval

3G TS 27.103
Wide Area Network Synchronisation
0.1.3
(T2-99911)
1.0.0
information / approval

3G TR 21.904
Terminal Capaboloty Requirements
0.0.5
(T2-99855)
1.0.0
information

3G TR 21.910
Report on Multisystem issues
0.6.0
(T2-99883)
1.0.0
information

B.6
Other documents submitted to TSG-T#5

TDOC
Subject
SWG

T2-99859
LS via TSG-T to all WGs on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report
SWG6

T2-99908
Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal (revised 863)
SWG5

T2-99909
Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP (revised 864)
SWG6
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Annex D: Report from SWG1 Execution Environment

TDOC T2-99806
Chairman: Mark Cataldo (Motorola)

Secretary: Shon Driscoll (Motorola)

Introduction

The Chairman opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates.  The meeting was convened as a combined T2 SWG1 and SMG4 MExE meeting.

Approval of Agenda

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99800
Draft MExE Agenda
Chairman
SWG1

The agenda was agreed.

Registration of Input Documents

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99779
Email decisions

SWG1

T2-99785
LS from SA2: Support for VHE/OSA Stage 2
SA2
SWG1

T2-99791
LS from SA1 on IGC contact persons
SA2
SWG1

T2-99793
LS from SA2 on QoS parameters
SA2
SWG1

T2-99797
LS from RAN2 on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications
RAN2
SWG1

T2-99800
Agenda SWG1
SWG1 chairman
SWG1

T2-99801
3G TS 23.057 v1.5.0
Rapporteur
SWG1

T2-99802
Choice of PKCS#15 certificate obj. structure to store certificate in SIM
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99803
Email from Tim Wright: 3 CDF's on the SIM or one
Vodafone
SWG1

T2-99804
Request for K-Java Support in MExE
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99805
CR to 23.057: Use of same root for Administrator role and one domain
Vodafone
SWG1

T2-99806
Draft MExE report

SWG1

T2-99807
T2 e-mail process
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99808
5 or 6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99809
3rd MExE classmark
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99810
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99811
LS to WAP Forum on PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99812
LS to RSA requesting domain identifier attribute
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99813
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99816
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99886
MExE QoS Requirements
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99887
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99888
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99807)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99889
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99888)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-99887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99891
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes (updated T2-99813)
Alcatel
SWG1

Approval of the previous MExE meeting report

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

The meeting report of the previous meeting was agreed.

Report on MExE-related activities in 3GPP TSG-S1

The discussion during the T2 opening plenary was noted.  In particular, the impacts of the S1 AAEW ad-hoc, and the work which will be done as part of the MS and Network resident applications Work Item which will involve interaction with MExE.

Report on MExE-related activities in 3GPP TSG-T2

The discussion on the e-mail process in T2 was noted, and a MExE e-mail process compatible with the T2 e-mail process was subsequently discussed in the MExE group.

Report on MExE-related activities in WAP Forum

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

No report was made on the WAP Forum's latest meeting.

E-mail approval process

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99779
Email decisions
T2 Chairman


The second draft of the T2 e-mail process was reviewed and accepted.

Conclusion:

T2 e-mail processes was accepted. 

TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99807
T2 e-mail process
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99888
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99807)
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99889
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99888)
Bosch
SWG1


The MExE e-mail process prepared by Lars Brenk was considered.  The MExE e-mail process is fully compatible with the T2 e-mail process, and could potentially also be adopted by other SWGs.

Minor changes were agreed and the updated document is in T2-99889.
Mark Cataldo announced that Lars Brenk has accepted the position to run the MExE e-mail process, which will further improve the efficiency of the MExE group.

Conclusion:

The MExE e-mail process was updated document in T2-99889, and Lars Brenk will chair the MExE e-mail process.
T3/T2 MExE Joint Meeting

A joint meeting was held between T3 and MExE to present the SIM certificate management requirements in MExE R99.

Mark Cataldo made a short presentation of MExE.  Two documents were presented (T2-99810 and T2-99813) by Hubert Helaine which described the proposed changes to SMG9's 11.11 (and its T3 equivalent), as well as the PKCS#15 encoding of the certificate objects.

SMG9/T3 were primarily interested in the 11.11 changes which identify the proposed structure for supporting the storage, transport and access of certificates in SIM cards.

The general proposals from MExE to have a MExE root entry, a MExE Service Table, descriptor Elementary Files and certificate Elementary Files were explained.  Some concerns were expressed by T3 on the apparent mixture of TLV (currently on the SIM) and PKCS#5 structure coding.  It was also confirmed that MExE is working with the WAP Forum to ensure that any requirements for WIM support were aligned.  There was debate on the advantages and disadvantages of having separate or combined Elementary Files.

T3 identified that in a UICC there may be a combination of USIMs and SIMs, with each (U)SIM application having its own access algorithms.  This issue may result in the higher level directory structure having to be re-worked, and will have to be resolved by T3.

T3 identified that MExE may wish to not only access, but in future also perhaps write and re-order certificates on the U(SIM) card, however MExE currently has not plans for this.

The proposed changes from MExE for 11.11 were for guidance purposes only, however it was generally agreed that the joint session had been very useful in allowing MExE to explain its requirements, and for T3 to seek clarification and fully understand the requirements.

MExE Specifications Contributions

TDOC
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T2-99801
3G TS 23.057 v1.5.0
Rapporteur
SWG1

The current draft of the MExE Stage 2 was presented and agreed as the new version of the specification

Conclusion:

Version 1.5.0 was confirmed as the new version of 23.057 in T2-99801.

New MExE classmarks

TDOC
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Source
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T2-99809
3rd MExE classmark
Bosch
SWG1

Lars Brenk proposed that there was no reason in forcing WAP into all MExE classmarks, since it takes up unnecessary space and logic if the browser functionality can be provided otherwise, and proposed a 3rd MExE classmark based on Pjava without WAP support .  The objective is to reduce the mandatory requirements.  A discussion had taken place along these lines during the previous meeting.

Tim Costello stated that the new proposed classmark did not really add much to MExE.  Joerg Swetina asked what advantages it brought to MExE, and Lars Brenk stated that as WAP is getting larger and larger it would begin to have a considerable impact.  

Tim Costello stated that additional classmarks would confuse the market, and that users required continuity of WAP services.  Joerg Swetina stated that Siemens believed that WAP would be a primary technology for service provision, and that it should be available on handsets.

Following comments that Classmark 2 should be modified to remove the mandatory support of WAP, Mark Cataldo stated that careful consideration should be given to backward compatibility to Release 98.  Yoshiaki Hiramatsu supported the proposal for the 3rd classmark, and stated that the terminal side required more flexiblity than the network side.

Concerned was expressed at the possible proliferation of MExE classmarks, and Paul Voskar did not want to see possibly 10 or more classmarks within a short period.  

Paul Voskar, Joerg Swetina and Tim Costello proposed postponing the decision on the 3rd MExE Pjava classmark proposal until the next meeting.
Conclusion:

It was agreed to postpone the decision on the 3rd MExE Pjava classmark proposal until the next meeting, and delegates are requested to discuss the issue internally within their companies
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T2-99804
Request for K-Java Support in MExE
Siemens
SWG1

Joerg Swetina proposal to include Kjava support in MExE. This could be done in different ways, such as replacing Pjava in Classmark 2 with Kjava, or to define a new classmark similar to classmark 2 with Kjava instead of Pjava, with the support for MExE classmark 1 applications being maintained).

Mark Cataldo outlined the basic differences between Pjava and Kjava, and the different memory requirements.  Tim Costello noted that MExE had already received an LS from Sun Microsystems, which stated that Kjava was not fully identified yet, and which would not be available until early in the new year.

Yoshiaki Hirmatsu stated that NTT DoCoMo are planning to have a terminal supporting Kjava next year.

Mark Cataldo pointed that Kjava is not yet defined, and that the packages and APIs have not yet been identified either.  This was supported by Hubert Helaine and Paul Voskar.

Joerg Swetina agreed that it may be too early to introduce Kjava support, and the intention was to encourage discussion within the MExE group.

Conclusion:

It was agreed that it was too early to introduce Kjava support, and discussion within the MExE group of Kjava was encouraged in preparation for the potential introduction of Kjava in release 99.

Security

TDOC
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T2-99802
Choice of PKCS#15 certificate obj. structure to store certificate in SIM
Alcatel
SWG1

Alcatel proposal to use the PKCS#15 format as the certificate object structure format in MExE, making it compatible with the CDF file for WIM proposals in the WAP Forum. 

The document presented was for information and discussion. Main items that are include is syntax and expanded syntax for the certificate object structure of PKCS#15, an electronic identification profile of PKCS#15, coding and semantic analysis, and a conclusion on usage of PKCS#15.

PKCS#15 usage would mean that the ME has only one format to support when it provides SIM and WIM interfaces.  It is also noted that the SIM does not have to duplicate descriptors files to provide SIM and WIM interfaces.

There had been a debate on the MExE e-mail reflector which included Tim Wright, who made some extensive and constructive comments to Alcatel's PKCS#15 proposals.  He wished to see that the fields used by WIM should also be mandatory for MExE, together with other comments.

The MExE group agreed on the working assumption to use PKCS#15 for the certificate object structure on the SIM, and inform the WAP Forum.  The steps required to proceed further are:-

· clarify how we use PKCS#15, 

e.g. which "optional" fields (label) are considered to be mandatory for MExE usage of PKCS#15, authentication identifier, certificate identifier, and state this in the MExE specification.

· send LS to WAP Forum,

the WAP forum is not as advanced as MExE on PKCS#15 usage, and to assust convergence both MExE and the WAP Forum should use PKCS#15 in the same way (i.e. request WAP to update WIM requirements according MExE)

· modify the 11.11 LS/CR and inform T3,

with the modified usage of PKCS#15, the 11.11 LS/CR requires to be updated, and the group needs to inform T3 (to be generated with 2 versions, with and without a domain identifier)

· create a normative annexe to MExE Stage 2,

define the certificate structure formats in the MExE specification

· send an LS to RSA Laboratories on changes to PKCS#15

in the event that the certificate objects will require an additional identifier attribute in the PKCS#15 coding, it is required to generate an LS requires to RSA; PCG approval would be required for this.

Conclusion:

The MExE group agreed on the working assumption to use PKCS#15 for the certificate object structure, and Hubert Helaine is to draft a CR to support the working assumption.  Mark Cataldo to request T2 chairman for approval to liase with RSA Laboratories for PCKS#15 changes.  Hubert Helaine to draft:-

· LSs to the WAP Forum (tdoc T2-99811) and will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process,

· LS to the PKCS#15 rapporteur (tdoc T2-99812) and will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process,

· LS/CR to 11.11 (tdoc T2-99813)

· CR to 23.057 on PKCS#15 usage (tdoc T2-99810).

TDOC
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T2-99810
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

Hubert Helaine presented his proposals for the description of PKCS#15 usage in MExE Stage 2.  The CR defines the interpretation of the certificate object attributes from a MExE perspective.  Corrections were identified, and are presented in T2-99818.
The document was presented to T3 for information during the T3/MExE joint meeting.

Conclusion:

The CR in T2-99810 was agreed in princple, and corrections will be agreed by e-mail by the MExE e-mail process in tdoc T2-99818.
TDOC
Subject
Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99813
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes
Alcatel
SWG1

Hubert Helaine presented his proposals for the directory support of certificates on the SIM card.  The CR proposes the architecture which SMG9/T3 may be interested in supporting.  An earlier version of the proposal had already been sent to SMG9, however this version proposed a refinement which considered the option of combining the elementary files for descriptors and certificates.

The document was agreed in principle, however it is still required to discuss further on the MExE e-mail reflect whether separate or combined elementary files for descriptors and certificates will be needed.

The document was presented to T3 for information during the T3/MExE joint meeting.

Conclusion:

The document was agreed, and corrections will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process in tdoc T2-99891.

TDOC
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T2-99803
Email from Tim Wright: 3 CDF's on the SIM or one
Vodafone
SWG1

Tim Wright had commented on the use of 3 descriptor files for operator, administrator and third party certificates on the SIM, or just to have one and save SIM card memory.  The reasons suggested for the proposal were to save memory, allow more flexibility and gain faster access to files.  The disadvantage was identified of possibly having to interact with RSA Laboratories to update the PKCS#15 object structure definition.

Conclusion:

The e-mail on CDF's was noted, and tdoc T2-99813 will identify both the separate and combined elementary files for descriptors and certificates.
TDOC
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T2-99805
CR to 23.057: Use of same root for Administrator role and one domain
Vodafone
SWG1

A CR from Vodafone proposing to allow the same certificate root public key to be used for both the Administrator role and one security domain.  It was suggested that this will allow the saving of space on both the terminal and the SIM.

Hubert Helaine noted that it will subsequently be difficult to distinguish between a particular function in the administrator's or the security domains; the impacts are too big, and X.509 does not support such a mechanism.  To include this change, too many impacts would have to be considered.

Mark Cataldo cited that the use of the same key would result in the compromise of one key immediately compromising the other.  It would also require both keys to have the same expiry dates.

Lars Brenk stated that if such a proposal were to be acceptable, it would require more thought and detail.  Other text in 23.057 currently forbids the use of the same root certificate. Joerg Swetina cited the security model, which clearly requires that the security domains are separate entities.

Conclusion:

The proposal was not considered to cover all the above concerns, and would require further thought for it to be acceptable.

TDOC
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T2-99808
5 or 6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

Lars Brenk identified that MExE needs to be able to identify the operator, which issued a certain SIM card. 

Currently there is no way of distinguishing between an American or European SIM card (i.e. is it the first 5 or 6 digits of the IMSI, as stated in section 2.2 in 23.003 v3.1.1). It is further mentioned in that section, that the two or three digit MNC topic, is out of that scope, and that further information can be found in GSM 03.22.  However GSM 03.22 only handles the case where a given PLMN, which the handset is registered on, and therefor knows if is five or six digits long, is compared against the IMSI HPLMN. 

It was asked what the proper way to extract the right number of digits is (five or six) from the IMSI, to find the HPLMN would be.

This is not specifically a MExE problem, but one which requires to be clarified to assist MExE in its SIM certificate controls.

Conclusion:

Lars Brenk to capture the 5/6 digit IMSI problem in an LS to CN1 and CN2 (tdoc T2-99814).
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T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

Lars Brenk presented the proposed LS to CN1 and CN2, which requests assistance in identifying how to interpret 5/6 digit IMSI fields.

Conclusion:

The LS to CN1, CN2 in T2-99814 was approved.
TDOC
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T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

The LS to S3 on the status of MExE Release 99 was presented.  The LS presents an overview of MExE, and describes the continued work on MExE since the approval of MExE R98 to add SIM certificate management, security clarifications and QoS management.

S3 are requested to consider MExE security clause, and to make comments accordingly.

Conclusion:

The LS to S3 in T2-99817was agreed.

Non-security

TDOC
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T2-99793
LS from SA2 on QoS parameters
SA2
SWG1

LS from SA2 identify that the UMTS bearer service parameters are defined in TR 23.907 v 1.5.0, and that these parameters are available to MExE applications.  TR 23.907 contains the UMTS requirements, and the parameters identified by MExE will eventually be adopted by SA2.

An action point was set on Tim Costello to track the progress of the report to ensure that the MExE required parameters are included in TR 23.907 when it becomes a specification.

Conclusion:

The LS was noted, and Tim Costello was actioned to track the progress of the report to ensure that the MExE required parameters are included in TR 23.907.

TDOC
Subject
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T2-99797
LS from RAN2 on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications
RAN2
SWG1

LS from RAN2 following up the request from MExE on whether support for handover notifications can be supported.  It would appear that RAN2 have misunderstood that MExE may wish to control handover procedures.  It was further clarified by Friedhelm Rodermund, that RAN2 will have only received the MExE group's previous response after RAN2 had written this particular LS. This was because the MExE group's previous response was approved via correspondence after the last RAN2 meeting.

Tim Costello to draft tdoc T2-99815 clarifying that MExE has no (and should not have any) interest in taking control of handovers, and only wishes to inform applications of the handovers that have occurred.

Conclusion:

RAN2 appears to be confused by MExE's LS.  Tim Costello to draft tdoc T2-99815 clarifying that MExE has no (and should not have any) interest in taking control of handovers.
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T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Tim Costello presented the proposed LS to RAN2, clearly stating that MExE does not wish to control handovers, but only wishes to be notified of handovers.

Conclusion:

T2-99815 LS to RAN2 was approved.
TDOC
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T2-99886
MExE QoS Requirements
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Tim Costello presented his document on the QoS requirements MExE is concerned with the external QoS parameters:-

(i) MExE should ensure that there is adequate mapping between the MExE applications QoS requirements and the UMTS services.  

(ii) MExE applications should be able to indicate and interpret QoS values of the UMTS network, 

(iii) MExE applications should be able to modify the QoS dynamically.

(iv) MExE applications should be able to respond to changes in the provided QoS level.

and that this should form the basis for a QoS API definition between MExE and the UMTS network and reside in the MExE terminal.

The Resource ReserVation Protocol (RSVP) is an end to end QoS provision, and it was recommended that MExE adopts the RSVP parameters described in Flowspec for consistency with internet applications.

Conclusion:

The document's conclusions were accepted.

TDOC
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T2-99887
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Tim Costello presented a CR to 23.057, which captured the required changes to 23.057 to idnetify the support for QoS management by MExE applications.   

General approval was made of the proposed changes for the introduction of QoS for a network connection.  Hubert Helaine identified the need for the user to be able to also make QoS changes in addition to MExE executable.  Phrasing changes were also noted, as well as probably having to support the latency parameter.

Insufficient time was available for a full discussion of the proposed changes, and the received comments, as well as others to be made, are to be agreed in tdoc T2-99890 during e-mail discussion.

Conclusion:

The document was agreed in principle, and changes and further comments will be agreed by the MExE e-mail process in tdoc T2-99890.
AOB

S2 support of VHE/OSA
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T2-99785
LS from SA2: Support for VHE/OSA Stage 2
SA2
SWG1

LS from SA2 on support of VHE/OSA, and specifically for TSG T2 this means the translation of service capability features to R99 implementations in the mobile station.  

For MExE it specifically identifies that a high level of telephony support is already available in MExE Release 98, and asks whether waiting for MExE Release 99 would add significant new telephony functionality?  S2 also asks whether the amount of work could be done within the R99 timeframe without reducing the scope of VHE/OSA and without risk to limit progress in other working areas.

Hubert Helaine stated that MExE R99 will be supporting QoS management, which will enhance telephony support over and above that in MExE R98.  He also further clarified that not all the APIs are mandatory in MExE devices, and that therefore it cannot be categorically stated which "service capability features" would be provided by a device; further they would be dependent on being provided by the underlying technologies. Joerg Swetina to write reply in tdoc T2-99816.

Conclusion:

The LS from SA2 was noted, and the telephony and MExE R99 completion date for the end of the year confirmed with increased telephony functionality. Joerg Swetina to write reply in tdoc T2-99816.  
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T2-99816
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA
Siemens
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

The response LS to SA2 on MExE support for VHE/OSA clarified the support provided by MExE for VHE/OSA.  It provides details on how MExE supports VHE/OSA, identifies the increased level of telephony support (using QoS), and identifies the contact person as Mark Cataldo

Conclusion:

The LS to S2 (in T2-99819) on MExE support of VHE/OSA was accepted. It is noted that SWG3 Messaging have also drafted a reply to T2-99785 in T2-99871, and it is recommended that the two responses are combined.

MExE R98 Stage 2 CRs

The MExE group needs to determine which R99 Stage 2 CRs should also apply as corrections/clarifications to Stage 2 R98.  Lars Brenk volunteered to determine the Release 98 CRs (using the detailed history information in MExE R99 Stage 2).

Conclusion:

Lars Brenk will identify which Release 99 CRs (using the history information in MExE R99 Stage 2), should be proposed for MExE Release 98 CRs.

Anticipated delivery date for MExE R99 Stage 2

The MExE group had already identified the subset of Release 99 Stage 1 fuctionality that will be supported (i.e. SIM certificate management and QoS management).  The MExE group is satisfied that it will manage to complete this work internally with MExE, however it will be dependent on the assistance of SMG9/T3 to allow this work to be fully completed.

Conclusion:

It is expected that MExE Stage 2 for MExE R99 will be available for completion in 1999.

Future Meetings

Future MExE meetings will be held as follows:-

· T2#7: 22-26 November 1999  (Ericsson, Ysatd, Sweden)

· MExE: December, 1999: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#8: 24-28 January 2000 (provisional host T1P1, Bahamas/San Diego/Florida)

· MExE: February, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· MExE: March, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· MExE: April, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#9: 15-19 May 2000 (CMG, Netherlands)**

· MExE: June, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· MExE: July, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#10: 28 August - 01 September 2000 (Logica, Ireland)**

· MExE: October, 2000: no meeting requirement identified yet

· T2#11: 20-24 November 2000
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T2-99814
LS to CN1, CN2 on 5/6 digit IMSI
Bosch
SWG1

T2-99817
LS to S3 on MExE Release 99
Nokia, Motorola
SWG1

T2-99815
LS to RAN2 on MExE support of handover notifications
BT Cellnet
SWG1

T2-99819
LS to S2 on MExE support of VHE/OSA (updated T2-99816)
Siemens
SWG1

It is noted that SWG3 Messaging have also drafted a reply to T2-99785 in T2-99871, and it is recommended that the T2 secretary combines the responses in T2-99819 and T2-99871.

The following LSs are to be agreed by the MExE e-mail process:-
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T2-99811
LS to WAP Forum on PKCS#15 usage
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99812
LS to RSA requesting domain identifier attribute
Alcatel
SWG1

Mark Cataldo is to request approval from the T2 chairman liase with RSA Laboratories for PCKS#15 changes.

MExE Stage 1 Changes

No changes were presented/agreed for MExE Stage 1.

MExE Stage 2 Changes

No changes were presented/agreed for MExE Stage 1.

The following CRs are to be agreed by the MExE e-mail process:-
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T2-99818
CR to 23.057 for PKCS#15 usage (updated T2-99810)
Alcatel
SWG1

T2-99890
CR on inclusion of QoS in MExE Stage 2 (updated T2-887)
BT Cellnet
SWG1

Other Output Documents

TDOC
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Source
(Sub-)Group

T2-99806
Draft MExE report
Motorola
SWG1

T2-99889
MExE e-mail process (updated T2-99888)
Bosch
SWG1

The following documents are to be agreed by the MExE e-mail process:-

T2-99891
LS/CR to SMG9 for 11.11 changes (updated T2-99813)
Alcatel
SWG1
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Annex E: Report from SWG2 Terminal Interfaces

T2-99904

Source:
Rapportuer Lars Novak, Ericsson Mobile Communications AB

Introduction

This is the report from the SWG2 meeting  4-6 October 1999 held in Kyongju Korea

The input documents are found in section 0 and the output documents from the meeting is found in section 0.

The agreed CR are found in section 5

The participants of the meeting is found in section 0
The agenda is found in T2-99833

Documents

The documents discussed at the meeting were:

AT commands
T2-99820 CR 07.07 GPRS AT commands

Source: Vodafone

This CR was re-issued again with two editorial clarification and correction to 07.07 release ’97 for the ‘D’ modem compatibility command. This change was requested by implementers and clarifies the use of the ATD command for GPRS.. CR proposed some corrections to 07.60 for “D” modem command 

The CR is for release 97.

It was agreed.

T2-99821 CR 07.07 GPRS AT commands

Source: Vodafone

This CR  is the same as T2-99820 but for release 98.

It was agreed.

T2-99822 CR 27.007 GPRS AT commands

Source: Vodafone

This CR  is the same as T2-99820 but for release 99.

It was agreed.

T2-99823 CR to 07.07 R97: GPRS ATD command syntax

Source: CN3

This CR was not approved due to the fact there are already ongoing implementations, and changing the command could cause incompatibility problems. Also the modification was not considered as correction, instead only aesthetic, which was not enough to do modifications in already released specifications.

An LS is written back to CN3 (T2-99836)

The CR is for release 97

It was not agreed.

T2-99824 CR to 07.07 R98: GPRS ATD command syntax

Source: CN3

This CR  is the same as T2-99823 but for release 98. It was not accepted with the same reasons as T2-99824.

The CR is for release 98

It was not agreed.

CR regarding Date functionality

Source: Ericsson

Ericsson has the intention to write a CR to the next meeting trying to fix potential Y2k problems in the date format.

Today, the year are only specified with two digits, should be four.

There was no document at this meeting solving the problem.

Synchronisation

The Synchronisation item is a new interesting topic. SWG2 has written a report which was approved at the last meeting in Helsinki. This report recommended to define a remote synchronisation protocol over the 3GPP air interface to do synchronisation of data in the mobile device. The report recommended to use IrMC 1.1 specification as a baseline.

Between the Helsinki meeting and this meeting an activity of defining this protocol has been ongoing with many email exchanges, reviewes and phone conference calls. The group has produced 2 documents, 1) draft WAN synchronisation specification and 2) an errata to IrMC 1.1, which should be sent to IrDA for approval. The first document has the T2-99826 number and the errata list T2-99827.

The synchronisation session was split into three different parts, where the first and last part was a SWG2 activity, while the middle part was a joint T2 SWG1 MeXe, T3 USIM and T2 SWG2 synchronisation meeting.

During the first session, the LSs from CN2 and CN1 were presented. These LS gave the mandate to T2 SWG2 to continue their work with synchronisation. For more information about the LSs see bellow. As the last part of the first session a breif presentaiton of the T2-99826 document was given by Ericsson. Some discussions regarding the document were done, but it was agreed that a more details discussion should be performed during the joint session.

T2-99786 LS from CN2: Synchronisation

Source: C2

This LS clarified that there was no synchronisation activity inside C2, and therefor SWG2 could continue their work

T2-99788 LS from CN1 on Synchronisation

Source: C1

This LS clarified that there was no synchronisation activity inside C1, and therefor SWG2 could continue their work

T2-99832 Synchronisation Report

Source: Motorola


Mr Lockhart presented the latest version of the T2-99832: Synchronisaiton Report. Only editorial modifications to the specification has been added and the document was now finally approved by SWG2

It was agreed.

Joint Session T2 SWG1 MeXe, T2 SWG2 External Interfaces, T3 USIM

The joint session was started with a presentation from T3 USIM group regarding support of synchronisation on the USIM. The presentation was given by Miss Ahlgren, Ericsson and can be found in document T2-99837. The background document is found in T2-99835. T2 SWG2 is asking T3 is to add the following three items to the USIM. 1) PID = Phone book Identifier 2) Change Counter, 3) LUID = Local Unique Identifier for each entry on the SIM.

With these three additions to USIM, SWG2 felt that the support for synchronisation was sufficient. A small discussion were taken place whether the LUID should be 2 bytes or more. A possibility to read out the length of the LUID was suggested, so in the future when the USIM is able to store more than 65 536 entries, the LUID could be extended to three bytes. This proposal was agreed by the joint meeting. Finally it was also agreed that T3 will refer to the new synchronisation procedure defined by SWG2 as the preferred synchronisation method, the words “synchronisation software” in the T3 document should be replaced with “synchronisation method, reference T2 SWG WAN synchronisation Specification”. All the agreed modifications are written in the LS sent back to T3 (T2-99

As background information to the joint meeting, a presentation of the IrMC 1.1 specification was given by Mr Novak Ericsson. The title of this presentation was IrMC 1.1 and the presentation had the following part:

1. History   


- How IrMC 1.1 was created

2. Technical description

- Presentation of IrMC

3. IrMC credits and debits
- advantages and disadvantages of IrMC

4. Next Step


- Improvements to cope with remote sync

The ext item on the joint meeting was to the WAN Synchronisation Specification. 

T2-99826 Draft Synchronisation Specification

Source: Ericsson
A presentation of the remote synchronisation specification was given by Mr Novak, Ericsson. The draft specification is found in T2-99826. After some discussions around this document, the joint meeting felt it was a good first step for WAN synchronisation.

A couple items in the specification have to be changed, for instance the references to WAP, they should be replaced  with HTTP, to make the specification general. It was pointed out that the principle of “tunnelling” obex over HTTP was a known technology, and it work well. Some well known synchronisation companies already uses this technique. The advantages with tunnelling of obex over HTTP is that the synchronisation procedure is bearer independent. The same code in the mobile device can be reused both over IrDA, Bluetooth, Serial RS232, HTTP or WSP. Furthermore, since it is the same code, only limited testing and verification is required to support WAN synchronisation.

The group agreed to approve the specification with the above mentioned modification. An updated version is found in T2-99901

T2-99827 IrMC WAN SYNC improvements

Source: Ericsson
This document was only for information to T2 SWG2. It specifies which modification that are proposed to IrMC in order to improve remote synchronisation performance.

It was discussed and the group agreed that the changes was a good way to improve IrMC.

An Errara with the modifications will be sent to IrDA.

SWG2 third session, 

The document T2-99830 was discussed.

T2-99830 Discussion document on Synchronisation Standards

Source: Nokia, IBM

This document was presented by Mr Scales, Nokia. A large discussion followed where a number of delegates had strong concern about the contents of the document.

First the document did not follow any 3GPP template, instead it was some kind of a “home made” modification of the official 3GPP specification template. It is absolutely not allowed to use official 3GPP templates in this manner. Private contributions to 3GPP should use the specific template that can be found on the 3GPP server, not any official 3GPP template.

James Scales (Nokia) presented a paper created jointly by IBM/Lotus (Frank Dawson) and Nokia (James Scales).  The presentation, essentially a Wide Area Synchronisation discussion) noted that IrMC Sync was currently the best sync solution in the marketplace.  However, it then went on to discuss the ageing nature of IrMC stating that IrMC needed to be updated to use newer versions of the formats defined for IrMC use (e.g., the IETF versions of vCard and iCalendar as opposed to the original IMC versions of vCard and vCalendar).  It also proposed the use of XML encoding stating that XML is currently the preferred choice of applications in the marketplace, questioned IrMC’s capability to handle point to multipoint synchronisation, identified IrMC’s formats as proprietary, and questioned IrMC’s security measures.

After the presentation was made, the SWG2 members present proceeded to question the accuracy of many of the points made.  Those points in question were ..

1. Ericsson (Novak) noted IrMC does handle point to multipoint sync.  The use of a gateway (e.g., PUMA/StarFish) was cited as an example of such.  However, Mr Scales noted that this was a proprietary solution that hides the limitations of IrMC.  This requires further study.

2. Motorola (Lockhart) noted that the BNF formats used in IrMC were not proprietary but freely available for use by anyone license-free and freely available for download from the Internet.  BNF is used in vCard, vCalendar, and a number of IETF RFCs.

3. Several members (ie., Novak, Lockhart, Thompson) noted that the IrMC errata adding support for the IETF versions of vCard and vCalendar was already in process prior to the generation of this paper by Mr Dawson and Mr Scales and that both Mr. Dawson and Mr Scales was part of the errata generation process. However, Mr Novak noted that we should only add new formats if they make sense 

4. Several members (e.g., Novak, Lockhart) noted that the paper’s questioning of security measures in WAS.doc wasn’t correct.  Security measures are covered in multiple places within 3GPP, most notably SWG1, in addition to the SSL and other issues addressed directly in the WAS.doc. Mr Lockhart suggested that Mr Dawson should rewiew the whole security work inside 3GPP to determine if it addressed his requirements.

5. According to Mr Scales, you do not need to have full XML support, only a small part.  However, WAP-enabled phones will already have WML which is similar to XML.  According to Mr Novak, this may not be the case in all phones and needs further review and, even if there is an WML parser in the WAP stack, it may not be available for use by all synchronisation efforts.

6. Mr Anzawa asked whether the IETF vCard and iCalendar are ready and approved.  Mr Lockhart said they were approved by the IETF and that the IrMC is already adding these things.

7. The document required that vCard and vCalendar should be replaced with the XML-based versions, but Mr Lockhart said that we need to maintain backward compatibility so that we do not destroy products already in the field. Mr Scales said that the new format should be mandatory for remote sync.  Mr Novak stated that we need to support new formats only if they give advantages to the end user.  This needs further study.

8. The document pointed out that XML was the current method of choice for applications in dealing with objects like vCard and iCalendar.  Mr Lockhart pointed out that there are not very many devices supporting XML for these objects and specifically named the currently shipping versions of Netscape, Outlook, and Outlook Express.  We should take time to investigate how best to incorporate XML 

9. The document showed several examples of a format called ‘syncml’.  Mr Lockhart asked if there was a definition of syncml that could be provided to SWG2.  Nobody could provide information on syncml in the meeting. It is hard to evaluate the document without it.

10. The document addresses enterprise data sync issues.  Enterprise data sync is outside of the scope of this sync work.  Mr Scales stated that this group should not so myopic and should address other issues than just PIMs.  It is the group’s opinion that other issues than just PIMs are being addressed, just not enterprise-sized issues.

11. The document also addresses the removal of vNote and the subsequent replacement by vJournal.  The group noted that we need an evolutionary, not a revolutionary, specification in order to not destroy existing applications and device implementations. This means that we can insert vJournal in addition to vNote and let the market decide which to use.  We do not intend to delete existing formats.

The bottom line is that this is a living document and as such it will evaluate new technologies (e.g. XML, MDSP) for inclusion as they become readily available and that WAS.doc should reflect this.

Conclusions:

We thank James and Frank for their suggestions.  We will implement some of the more immediate ones in R99 and others we will consider for inclusion in future releases. Due to the proximity of Release 99, we can not consider them all at this time.

1) We believe it is important to have a specification for release 99

2) IrMC should incorporate vCard 3.0 and iCal support as soon as possible.

3) We will evaluate XML for future releases.

4) We request the authors to review the 3GPP TSG-T-W2_SWG1_MExE work on security which encompasses synchronisation application security as well as other applications’ security.

T2-99901 WAN Synchronisation Report

Source: Motorola

The document is from technical point of view agreed, although the editorial work was not completed, so the SWG2 could not approve the document, it has to be approved by the T2 plenary. 

Connector

There was four input document regarding the external interface and specific the connector to the meeting.

The first input document T2-99828 was an update of JSK activity in Japan.

T2-99828 IDB information in Japan

Source: ARIB.

The document was presented by Mr Kanno, Fujitsu. Mr Kanno did a very good and interesting presentation of the IDB evolution in Japan.  This document was only for information. 

T2-99825 External IF Report

Source: Ericsson

Mr Rex presented the updated External Interface Report. The modifications were only editorial, although some acronyms needed to be defined, therefor a new updated was created and the new document is found in T2-99829. The final recommendation is TR 27.901

The report was approved again and is forwarded to TSG-T for information and later approval

T2-99799 LS from T1P1

Source: T1P1

This paper was presented by Mr Ehrlich on behalf of T1P1. The document suggested the Bluetooth should be used as the prefered RF interface for 3GPP terminals.

A long discussion followed where several delegates did not feel it would be appropriate to define Bluetooth as the only RF technology

As a compromise, the following text was agreed to be included in this report:

“

There are many RF technologies which could potentially be built into mobile devices and 3GPP/T2/SWG2 foresees many different kinds of application.

Of the technologies currently in use, Bluetooth has been designed specifically for mobile applications and as such is a primary candidate technology for a handset RF interface. 

During this discussion, several operators and manufacturers spoke in favor of recommending that manufacturers give serious consideration to Bluetooth where an RF external data interface is being integrated.

“

T2-99831 Aspects on Terminal Interfaces

Source: Omnipoint, Motorola, Siemens et al.

This document was presented and discussed in combination with T2-99799.

T2-99829 External IF Report

Source: Ericsson

This is the final version of the External Interface Report. The document is ready for TSG-T information and approval.

Output LS
T2-99900 LS to TSG T3, Support for synchronisation of phonebook data on the USIM

Source: T2 SWG2

The LS is from T2 SWG2 and reflects the agreement that was achived during the joint synchronisation session.

The LS also have a power point presentation attached to it and can be found in T2-99898.

Both documents was agreed.

T2-99836 LS to CN3 regarding GPRS ATD command syntax

Source: T2 SWG2

This LS is sent from T2 SWG2 to CN3 regarding the request to modify the ATD command for GPRS. T2 SWG2 has decided not to approve the modification of the ATD command due to the following reasons:

· The modification is made to release to release 97 and 98

· The modification is not a correction instead an editorial.

· SWG2 wants to have stability of its released specifications, and only corrections are allowed

· Modifications could cause incompatibility problems

Input Document List

TDOC
Subject
Source

T2-99786
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CN2
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Annex F: Report from SWG3 Messaging

T2-99879
T2-SWG3 MEETING REPORT

Documents

Document
Title
Source
Input/Output

T2-99781
Project Plan for packet and circuit architecture
SA2 IGC
Input

T2-99782
Project Plan on location and cell broadcast services in UMTS
SA2 IGC
Input

T2-99785
LS from SA2: Support for VHE/OSA Stage 2
SA2
Input

T2-99787
LS from CN1: CBS Functionality and Responsibility
CN1
Input

T2-99792
LS from SA2 on Multimedia Call Control for UMTS R 99
SA2
Input

T2-99794
LS from SA2 on CBS Functionality and Responsibility
SA2
Input

T2-99838
CR to 23.040  - New TP-PID value for delivery of non-GSM teleservice messages using SMS
Motorola
Input

T2-99839
MMS ad hoc report
Bosch
Input

T2-99840
CR 23.038: Addition of languages
Vodafone
Input-Output

T2-99841
ANSI-136 Teleservices Interoperability
UWCC
Input

T2-99842
CR 23.040 New TP-PID value for delivery of ANSI-136 Short Messages
UWCC
Input-Output

T2-99849
3G 22.140 MMS stage 1 v0.3.1
Rapporteur
Input

T2-99870
SWG3 Agenda ( this document )
SWG3 chair
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T2-99871
Comments on T2-99785-VHE in Stage 2 MMS
SWG3
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T2-99872
LS to SA copied to N1.  CBS work responsibilities
SWG3
Output

T2-99873
CR 23.040. IEIs in Concatenated SM’s
SWG3
Output

T2-99874
e-mail discussion. IEI values in Concatenated SM’s
SWG3
Input

T2-99875
LS from S1 MMS. Requirement for VHE in Stage 1 MMS
S1
Input

T2-99876
Draft 23.140 MMS stage 2
SWG3
Output

T2-99877




T2-99878




T2-99879
TSGT2-SWG3 meeting report  ( this document )
SWG3
Output

1 General

The agenda  T2-99870 was agreed

Because of the amount of effort required to create a stage 2 MMS specification the meeting agreed that an MMS drafting group should be set up for this meeting and that those delegates not participating in the MMS drafting group should process the non MMS documents. The Input MMS documents were first reviewed by the whole of SWG3 in order to establish an agreed work program for the MMS drafting group. It was agreed that prior to the T2 plenary that SWG3 should re-convene as a whole to formally review all the work of SWG3.

2 MMS

T2-99839

Mr.Schmidt presented this document which reports that the MMS Stage 1 ( 22.140 v0.3.1 )had been agreed by SA1 and although in SA1s view the Stage 1 was incomplete it had been sent to SA for information. Mr.Schmidt reported that it was now possible for SWG3 to begin drafting MMS stage 2. It was reported that the subject of ‘Streaming’ was for further study. A document on service capability features was started in SA1 and had not yet been formally presented to SA1. 
T2-99785

It was proposed that the MMS drafting group should comment on the part of this LS which refers to MMS and feed the comments back to Mr Cataldo who would be reviewing the same document in MExE as the majority of the document appears to be of a greater concern to MExE. Mr.Harris advised Mr Cataldo of the intended action by SWG3. SWG3s comments are contained in output document T2-99871 which was agreed by SWG3 and passed to Mr Cataldo.


T2-99792

Mr Timonen commented that this document could have an impact on ‘streaming’ but that because ‘streaming in MMS’ is currently unquantified and awaiting input from SA1 then this document should be kept for future reference.


T2-99849

It was agreed that this document need not be discussed by the whole group but that those SWG3 delegates not attending the MMS drafting group should make themselves familiar with the contents.


T2-99781

It was agreed that this document was best left to the MMS drafting group to discuss. The MMS drafting group had no comments at present but noted its content.


T2-99875

This document arrived late and was not included in the published SWG3 agenda.

The MMS drafting group feel uneasy about incorporating VHE into stage 2 and seek further guidance from SA1 and SA2.

The MMS drafting group incorporated their comments on this document into Output document T2-99871 which was agreed by SWG3 and is referred to above.


T2-99876

This document is the Stage 2 draft output from the MMS drafting group. It was reviewed by SWG3 and there were no comments. Output document T2-99876 was agreed by SWG3

Mr Schmidt agreed to co-ordinate an SWG3 MMS ad hoc on 9th and 10th November to review stage 1 and to advance stage 2. The host will be Motorola and the venue will be in UK – details to be confirmed by Mr. AMBROSE. T2 delegates having an interest in MMS are asked to read T2-99876 and to send their comments by e-mail to the T2-SWG3 mailing list and if necessary attend the MMS ad hoc being arranged. SWG3 would like to avoid any far reaching changes to the Stage 2 document being raised at the next T2 meeting.

Mr Harris advised Mr Schmidt that care should be taken not to allow the ad hoc to be dominated by input concerning VHE.

3 SMS

T2-99841

Mr Huo presented this document which gave the rationale for T2-99842 which is discussed below


T2-99838 and T2-99842 

Mr Huo presented document T2-99842 which proposes that a PID value should be assigned for the delivery of ANSI –136 short messages.

 Mr AMBROSE presented T2-99838 and advised the meeting that this document addressed the same issue as T2-99842 but made provision for a much more generic approach which would allow the addition of other non GSM teleservice messages to be supported of which ANSI-136 was just one. Mr Harris commented that he was supportive of a more generic approach but had concern about the proposed generic mechanism which required the first 4 bits of the TP-UD field to be set to a specific value. The extension mechanism to allow the addition of non GSM teleservice messages was unclear. Mr Harris proposed that a better way of providing a generic mechanism would be to use an IEI value. The meeting agreed that this would be a better approach.

Mr AMBROSE could not advise the meeting of any candidate other than ANSI-136 which was being proposed for inclusion under a more generic mechanism but agreed to contact the author of T2-99838 in the hope of providing some feedback before T2 plenary. Mr AMBROSE reported that there were no other known candidates other than ANSI 136.

In view of the fact that an associated change to 11.14 ( 21.114 ) was required the meeting agreed to T2-99842 in order to allow the work on 11.14 to proceed. It was noted on the CR cover sheet of T2-99842 that a corresponding CR to 11.14 ( 21.114) is required. SWG3 advises T2 plenary that the CR to 23.040 should not be presented to SMG unless the associated CR to 11.14 ( 21.114 ) is also available.


T2-99840

Mr Harris presented this document and advised the meeting that it was not actually a Vodafone input but that he, as rapporteur for 03.38 / 23.038 and SWG3 chairman had been contacted by Partner Communications in Israel. Mr Harris explained that Partner Communications had assigned some 03.38 code values for Hebrew, Arabic and Russian languages but that they had done this without ETSI consultation. Mr Harris identified that Partner Communications had chosen 3 values from the middle of a reserved value range and had advised Partner Communications that their choice was not a wise one. Mr Harris advise Partner Communications that he foresaw no problem in allocating new language code values but that the values were not likely to be the ones Partner Communications had chosen. Mr Harris confirmed that the consultant for Partner Communications had said that different values were not a problem as the suppliers of mobile phones using the codes assigned by Partner Communications had been contacted and put on hold.

Output CR Document T2-99840 was agreed.

Mr Harris said that after T2 plenary he would contact Partner Communications to advise them of the outcome as Partner Communications wish to proceed with the use of these new languages as soon as possible.


T2-99874 

The need to include the port addressing in every segment of a concatenated SM was discussed. Mr Pusl had suggested by e-mail that if the IEI value was only contained in the first segment of a concatenated SM then if the first segment got lost then the receiving entity would not know how to process the other segments. Also the impact on MS memory was raised if the MS had to retain a large number of segments of a concatenated SM. The meeting agreed that such a difficulty could arise but that in any case it could not be guaranteed to process a concatenated SM if the first segment was missing. Mr. Harris proposed that the description for other IEI values should be examined to see if there were cases where it might not be necessary to include then in every segment of a concatenated SM. It was found that in some cases the inclusion of  IEI values in either the first segment or all segements was explicit and in other cases it was implicit by the IEI function. It was agreed that clarification should be added to 23.040. Output CR Document T2-99874  was agreed

4 CBS

T2-99782

This document from S2 covers both Location Services ( LCS ) and Cell Broadcast Services.( CBS ). It was noted that Mr Holly and Mr AMBROSE are the named contacts in Annex B of T2-99782. 

LCS. It was noted that some input is expected from T2 concerning Terminal Service and .Capabilities although the responsibility of T2 has a ? in the table in T2-99782.

Mr.Ambrose advised the meeting that he was the co-ordination contact in T2 for LCS but that he had not yet seen a stage 1 ( 22.071 ) for LCS. The meeting noted the aggressive timescales for LCS. It was proposed and agreed that this matter should be put to T2 plenary to agree which T2 SWG should be responsible for LCS. It was also proposed that T2 should convey their concern that T2 would like to contribute to stage 1 (the responsibility of SA1 ) but has not had sight of the LCS stage 1 nor been aware of  any invitation to the drafting of the stage 1. In view of the above, SWG3 felt it was unable to make any proposal to complete the list of deliverables in T2-99782

CBS. It was noted that the responsibility for 23.049 is undecided in T2-99782 but recommended to be the responsibility of N1 / N2. SWG3 felt that the T2 proposals for 23.049 responsibility in T2-99756 from Helsinki should remain. It was also noted that it is expected that the CBS service for GSM / UMTS was intended to be seamless. This implies that the functionality of the CBC will be unchanged (as well as the behaviour of the MS). 03.41 defines the parameters required  at the MS  but also defines the requirements for the CBC – BSC interface although the detail of the CBC – BSC interface are contained in 03.49. The meeting reviewed T2-99756 from Helsinki  which proposed to SA the responsibilities for T2. The meeting concluded that as T2 SWG3 will be converting 03.41 into 23.041 as already agreed then this would automatically encompass the requirements for the CBC- RNC interface for UMTS. Furthermore, SWG3 felt that it did not need to make any proposals to change the list of deliverables in T2-99782.


T2-99787 and T2-99794

It was noted that SA2 had agreed to T2s proposal in T2-99756 ( Helsinki ) for the responsibilities for CBS. It was also noted that N1 were indicating that they were unfamiliar with 03.49 and did not seem to be supportive of the proposal that they should be responsible for the CBC – RNC protocol. It was agreed that SWG3 should produce an LS to SA2 copied to N1 explaining that T2 SWG3 would incorporate the requirements for the CBC-RAN interface into 23.041 as they had done for the CBC – BSC interface requirements in 03.41.Output LS document T2-99872 was agreed

5
Amendments to GSM Specifications for UMTS


03.38,03.40,03.41,03.39,07.05,03.42

Mr Murtagh, Mr Sukdeo and Mr Harris made some progress towards identifying the changes required to 03,38 and 03.41.

There was no formal output on this work but Mr Harris holds edited copies of  03.38 and 03.41 on file.

Mr Harris has agreed to meet with Mr Rodermund to work towards completing this work before the next T2 meeting.

6          AOB

None.
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Annex G:
Report from SWG5 Multisystem Terminals

T2-99910
Source:
Sonera Ltd

Introduction

This is the report on the sixth meeting of SWG5. Eleven delegates participated in the meeting. 

The purpose of the meeting was to make progress on the TR 21.910 “Multi-system issues”, review and take action on the received LSs from T1 and RAN2 and review the draft specification on terminal categorisations for UMTS. The chairman Sofi Persson chaired the meeting. For this meeting Annette Grönqvist volunteered to be secretary. The list of participants can be found in section 6. The list of input documents can be found in section 7 and the list of output documents in section 8.

Input documents

The following input documents were reviewed and discussed.

T2-99850

Draft agenda for SWG5 Kyongju meeting.

The agenda was approved.

T2-99790

Liaison statement regarding “Definitions for usage of Multi-mode/system terminals” from T1.

T1 asks for information regarding where the SWG5 definitions will be documented for future

reference. They also ask if the multi-system definitions will be put to TR 25.990 “Vocabulary for

UTRAN”?

Actions: SWG5 will write an LS to RAN with the multi-system definitions of SWG5 and it will also be

sent to T1 for information. An LS was produced and can be found in T2-99854.

T2#6-(99)796

Response from RAN2 on LS on “Definitions for usage of Multi-mode/system terminals”. RAN2 wants to point out to T2 that some definitions which T2 has defined are already defined in other groups. Camping on a cell is currently defined in TS25.304. The definition of active communication contains the word “session”, RAN2 wants T2 to define “session”. TSG RAN2 advices T2 to start from the definitions of mode and system that are currently in use in other groups. Example from June’99 workshop: “A Mode is the type of protocol suite used for the communications between the entities of a telecommunication system. This report deals with only two modes: GSM or UMTS. This definition does not apply when the word ‘mode’ is used in the strings ‘idle mode’ and ‘connected mode’. The term System is used as synonymous of Mode.

A PLMN has the same meaning as in GSM, i.e. a mobile network owned by a single operator defined by one single value of the MCC+MNC codes. One PLMN can be single mode or multi-mode (if the same value of MCC+MNC codes are used for the two different modes).”

RAN2 also asks why T2 SWG5 wants to define multi-mode identity and multi-system identity. Finally the LS contains an editor’s note: [Editor’s note for discussion: are GSM CS, GSM GPRS, UMTS TDD, UMTS FDD are modes ? As a matter of fact Radio Access Network is one thing, Core Network is another, perhaps Radio Access Mode and Core Mode should be defined independently]

Actions: It was agreed to include the definitions from 25.304 in SWG5’s document. It was agreed to change the definition of active communication into: A terminal is in active communication when a CS or PS connection is ongoing. Multi-system identity will be taken out from the definitions and just be explained in the text when it is used. On the editor’s note SWG5 wants to comment that we don’t think we are the ones who should define core network modes.

T2-99852

This is a new version of the report TR 21.910 “Multi-mode Issues v.0.5.0”.

The added and revised parts since the Helsinki meeting were reviewed. In the Helsinki meeting it was agreed that the TR doesn’t need to get so much into detail. The chairman has made some changes. The references have all been gathered under the header references, rather than being spread around the document. Some of the definitions have been deleted.

In section 4.1.1 to type I a sentence has been added: “With this type of terminal HO may be possible but consume a lot of time as the terminal not can make any measurements in other systems while in the registered system. In section 4.1.2 one sentence has been changed. “When the terminal is active on one system the terminal shall be able to listen to the other systems and make e.g. measurements reports on this system and send them to the network, but no active communication shall be possible.” There was a comment about the RF sentence in type 1. It will be hard to make this terminal with just one RF-part. It was agreed that the RF-part sentence should be deleted from all terminal types. Seamless handover: there is no definition for UMTS. The GSM definition of seamless handover means that he user can’t notice anything when the handover is made. The mentioning of seamless handover has been removed from type 2.

In section 4.2 there has been some changes and additions. Table 2 which describes the different situations when an incoming connection is received by a terminal in active communication. There has been a change in the scenario when you have a GSM CS-connection active and another GSM CS connection is to be added. This has been changed to “not possible”.

There has been a new section added 4.2.1.4 Inter-system handover. To the list “handover may be initiated by” it was suggested that a bullet point with operator intiated handover should be added. The last paragraph of 4.2.1.4 states “it is cheaper for a speech call on GSM than UMTS” this will be deleted. Another comment to this paragraph that the usage of the word user may be interpreted so that the user can press some button and this will change the system, but this really refers to the preference list.

The chairman suggested that a new chapter, which alines to the scope of the group should be added. In this chapter all working groups will be reviewed in order to identify work items.

The question how SWG5 should inform other groups was raised. There was a comment that it would be good to send out the document even if it is a rough version. The document will be sent to SA1, 2, RAN1, 2, 4, CN1 and T1.

T2-99851

Revision of work item. It is proposed to extend the work item with a specification collecting categorisations of terminals. It is proposed to get WG approval for this in October and TB approval as well as publication in December. There are two supporting members: Telia and Ericsson.

Question: why couldn’t the power classes be included to the TR? Because a specification is needed.

T2-99853

Draft specification on the categorisation of terminals. Background: The need for a specification like this was discussed in the T2 SWG6, T2 SWG5 and T2 meeting in Helsinki and no objections were raised. In this specification the categorisation based on terminal modes vs. maximum output power as well as the types of multi-system terminals are dealt with.

Comment to the categorisation according to power classes. The power classes are based on the power classes for FDD. The question about the scope was raised. Does this mean that single mode terminals are covered? The scope of this specification is not to address single mode terminals. The word mode created a lot of confusion, so it was suggested that mode in chapter six should be changed to usage mode for clarification. For terminal type 4 it is unclear what output power should be used when it is in simultaneous active mode in two systems. It was suggested that also output power for TDD mode should be added. Some delegates thought that as long as the RF exposure limits are followed, a limit concerning the output power should not restrict the implementation of the terminal. The issue of the effect of limitation of output power on network design, data at different rates was also raised. It was suggested that minimum output power should be stated instead of maximum output power.

It was proposed that since no consensus on this matter could be found inside the group, SWG will ask T2 for guidance in this matter. A document with the open questions will be created and presented to T2. This document can be found in T2-99884.

SWG5 has to follow the evolution of the RAN specification, since the output powers are based on that document. If the RAN specification is changed, SWG5 also has to change it’s document.

It was suggested that SAR limits should be used to take care of radiation exposure limits and that thus no constraints on output power should be needed.

If SWG5 is going to deal with the new specification, the terms of reference should be changed.

The last sentence in 6.1 the wording “should only support the lowest power” some delegates want the should to be changed to “need”.

There was also concern about the MMI in types 1 and 2. Could this constrain the menu design? It was suggested that it should be stated that MMI means the HW, not the SW.

Output documents

T2-99854

LS to T1 and RAN on definitions. SWG 5 will send it’s definitions for approval and for incorporation in TR 25.990.

The definitions used so far in TR 21.910 are listed.

T2-99880

Meeting report for SWG5

T2-99881

LS response to RAN2. The definiton for “camping on a cell” will be described as in TS25.304. “Active communication” should still be stated for CS and PS levels. The definition has been edited to “a terminal is in active communication when a CS connection or PS session is ongoing.“ The definitions for “multi-mode identity” and “multi-system identity” have been deleted from the definitions chapter. The meaning of these concepts will be explained when they occur in the report.

T2-99882

Cover LS for the TR 21.910

States that SWG5 seeks comments on the TR “Multi-system issues”.

T2-99883

TR 21.910 v.0.6.0 “Multi-system issues”

In this document the proposed changes by the meeting have been made.

T2-99884

Report to T2, asking for guidance on new TS “Terminal Categorisation for UMTS”

In this the report the main issues and concerns raised at the meeting have been gathered.

T2-99885

Updated draft on “Terminal Categorisation for UMTS”

This is the new version of the document that has been modified after the discussions in SWG5.

Future work

The next meeting will take place at the T2#7-meeting in Sweden 22th - 26th of November.
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Annex H: SWG6 Terminal Features and Performance

T2-99865

Source: SWG6

1. Summary
1.1 General features (Terminal capabilities requirements) 

· T2-99857 “Review Work Program TDR/TSGT-02TFG_U” was input for our clarification of T2’s future work on terminal capabilities, especially updating TR 21.904 “Terminal Capabilities Requirements (TCR)” after its issue as v.3.0.0. It was stated by T1 Chairman that TR 21.904 has been used as a basis of a terminal conformance test document and it is requested it should be updated at least once a year. The followings are the main conclusions of the future work.

· When changes to the core specifications that have impact on TCR Report are approved by each TSG-plenary, SWG6 should update TR 21.904 to incorporate those changes even after its issue as v.3.0.0.

· SWG6 should also prepare new versions of TR 21.904 based on R00 and so on.

· It was recognized that mechanisms to update TR21.904 would be needed under common understanding with other WGs. It was agreed to send T2-99859 “Proposed liaison statement on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report ” to T2 and T for endorsement. SWG6 requests TSG-T to send it to other WGs together with TR 21.904 v.1.0.0, so that each WG will keep SWG6 informed of any changes in the core specifications which have impact on the report.

· It was agreed that TR21.904 is around 50% stable and should be upversioned to v.1.0.0 in the following T2 meeting. 

· It was agreed that the contents of the scope of TR 21.904 would be applied to the scope of Work Program. It was also agreed that the target date of issuing v.3.0.0 was kept as it is (December ’99). 
· SWG6 reviewed and investigated LSs from N1 and CN SS ad-hoc (T2-99789 and T2-99798). They were agreed as information, but it was pointed terminal service implementation capabilities for supplementary services given on a LS T2-99789 “LS from N1 on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities” might be modified because of the requirements on T2-99798 “LS from CN SS ad-hoc on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities”.

· Each liaison officer reported the current status of its progress on baseline/service implementation capabilities.

Document delivery

· Tdoc T2-99855  “ TCR TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements ” [Rapporteur]
       For approval in T2 and version up to v.1.0.0

· Tdoc T2-99859  “ Proposed liaison statement on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report ”
       For endorsement in T2 and T with the intention that T sends it to all WGs together with TR 21.904 v.1.0.0 

1.2 AOB (Terminology and vocabulary issue)

· T2-99862 “Definition used for the Mobile Station/Terminal” shows that there seems to be no common view so far within 3GPP on how to define the piece of user equipment that we might call UE, terminal, MS or even TE. It was agreed that SWG6 would ask T2 plenary to endorse this report. T2 is further asked to bring this matter to the TSG-T plenary for endorsement, with the request to have this position brought forward in the on-going discussion on vocabulary in 3GPP. T2-99863 is the revised version.

· T2-99858 “Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP” proposes that general guidelines for the work with terminology within 3GPP. It was agreed that SWG6 would ask T2 plenary to endorse the principle that there should only be one 3GPP vocabulary common to all groups for an unambiguous and efficient usage of the vocabulary document(s). It is further proposed that T2 would bring the matter up to the TSG-T plenary for endorsement. T2-99864 is the revised version.

Document delivery

· Tdoc T2-99863  “ Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal ” [SWG6]
       For endorsement in T2 and T 

· Tdoc T2-99864  “ Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP ” [SWG6]
       For endorsement in T2 and T 

2. Meeting Information

2.1 This meeting

· 14:00-17:30 on 5th, 09:00-12:00 on 6th, October 1999

· Chairman; Kazuya HASHIMOTO (NEC)

· Meeting reporter; Chie NODA (NTT DoCoMo)

· The number of participants: 25 approximately

· Annex 1; Agenda

· Annex 2; Participants list

· Annex 3; Input Documents list

2.2  Next meeting

· Next meeting schedule: 22 – 26 November 1999 in Sweden

3. Presentations and Discussions

3.1 General features

3.1.1  Presentation of inputs and discussion

· Tdoc T2-99789  “ LS from CN1 on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities ” [TSG-CN1]
This is the first official response from CN1 on baseline and terminal service implementation capabilities. N1 categorizes Mobility Management (MM and GMM) related functionality as baseline capability and pick up the MM procedures from UMTS 24.008 as the baseline implementation capability. Service capability is understood as service specific part of mobile functionality that would correspond to the CM sub-layer (i.e., CC, SM, SMS, etc). There is one minor difference from the information included in the latest TR 21.904 v.0.0.4 (T2-99772).

Conclusions

· It was accepted as information.

· Tdoc T2-99798  “ LS from CN SS ad-hoc on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities ” [TSG-CN SS ad-hoc]
This is the second response from CN SS ad-hoc. It is pointed that “network initiated MO call” is missing in the table related to terminal service implementation capabilities, and it is needed to support the CCBS supplementary service.

TSG CN SS ad hoc highlights that there are - in addition to the generic procedures defined in 3G TS 24.010 - specific procedures for supplementary services defined in the corresponding stage 3 specifications (24.072, 24.08x-series, 24.09x-series), and it is assumed that these are optional service capabilities per service.

TSG CN SS ad hoc is not aware of any requirements for terminals supporting the speech teleservice to support the CFU supplementary service.

Conclusions

· It was accepted as information.

3.1.2  Update by each Liaison Officer

· TSG-S1  {Mr Bishop}
There was no comment when T2-99772 TR 21.904 v.0.0.4 with a cover letter T2-99771 “Liaison Statement – Cover letter for TR 21.904 Terminal Capabilities Report” was presented at the last S1 meeting.

· TSG-S3  {Mr Iwane}
T2-99724 “LS to SA3: Terminal Service Implementation Capabilities in the security domain” was approved by T2 reflector after the last T2 meeting and sent to S3.

A draft LS on the baseline capabilities from Security IGC group could be gotten through S3 reflector.

· TSG-R1  {Mr Bishop}
The terminal capabilities issue especially on speech service is included to the agenda of the next R1 meeting. More detailed information will be provided.

· TSG-R2  {Ms Noda}
The e-mail discussion on terminal service implementation capabilities had set up before the latest R2 meeting in the end of September. R2 tried to define the radio type classification based on the transport channel and RLC mode, but it has not completed yet. It is expected that T2 would receive the response from R2.

· TSG-R4  {Mr Fernandes}
It is expected that a updated LS will be sent from the next R4 meeting in the end of October.

· TSG-N1  {Mr Kanno}
As mentioned in T2-99798 “LS on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities” sent by CN SS ad-hoc to N1 and T2, it is requested that N1 should reconsider the terminal service implementation capabilities corresponding to supplementary services. The LS T2-99789 “LS from N1 on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities” might be modified on this point.

· TSG-N3  {Dr Bratt}
TSG-N3 is aware that LS from T2-SWG6 requests for Baseline/Terminal Service Implementation Capability, and leave this issue in their meeting agenda. However, SWG6 has not received any useful response yet.

· TSG-CN SS ad-hoc  {Mr Shimizu}
It was mentioned that there was a discussion on “Follow me service” within CN SS ad-hoc as described in T2-99692 “Information of CN SS ad-hoc: Supplementary Service Survey Report” prepared by Mr Shimizu.

· TSG-T1  {Dr Sood}
T2-99772 TR 21.904 v.0.0.4 with a cover letter T2-99771 “Liaison Statement – Cover letter for TR 21.904 Terminal Capabilities Report” was presented at the last T1 meeting in Kobe. 

Comments

· The way to update TR 21.904 and the interface between T1 and T2 should be treated by T.

· T1 Chairman stated that terminology of ‘mandatory’ in TR21.904 seems to be different to what T1 believes. It should be clarified.

· T2-SWG6 needs more information what T1 expects to the contents of TR 21.904 exactly.

Conclusions
· More information from T1 to clarify T1’s expectation and time schedule planned by T1 are required. 

· TSG-T3  {Mr Iimori}
T2-99698 “LS to T3: Baseline and Service Implementation Capabilities” where T3 is asked to identify baseline/service implementation capabilities was presented at the paralleled session of T3 on 4th. It was reported that T3 concerned the level of required information from T3 and the way to update TR 21.904. T3 strongly requests T2 to update the TR 21.904 after every T approval of T3 specification change.

<Additional Information of TSG-T3>  {Mr Hashimoto}

T2-99772 TR 21.904 v.0.0.4 was presented at the paralleled T3 meeting on 6th. T3 seemed to understand SWG6’s intention and will discuss further in the next T3 meeting before the next T2 meeting in November.
Comments

· T3 liaison officer Mr Iimori mentioned that the detailed information requested on T2-99698 would not be required as T1 will not use our output and a new approach would be needed.

Conclusions
· It was agreed that a high level of information would be appropriate to TR 21.904 instead of too detail information.

3.1.3  Review Work Program DTR/TSGT-02TFPG_U

· Tdoc T2-99857  “ Review Work Program DTR/TSGT-02TFPG_U ” [SWG6 Chairman]
At the last T1 meeting a concern was raised with regard to the way how T2 would handle and maintain TR 21.904 “Terminal Capability Requirements” in the future. The intention of this document is to clarify the future work program on terminal capabilities. One suggestion is also given, that SWG6 continues terminal capabilities work, issues TR 21.904 v.3.x.x based on R99, will update to TR 21.904 v.4.x.x based on R00, and explore the possibility that each WG includes BIC and TSIC in its TS.

Comments

· T1 Chairman explained its intention to use TR 21.904 as a basis for a terminal type approval test specification.

· It is recommended that the information on terminal capabilities should be annexed to the core specifications to avoid the inconsistency from them.

· SWG6 should keep progressing the work of terminal minimum requirements.

· It should be clarified that the level of detailed information is required.

· Each LS officer should catch up the discussion within each WG, report to SWG6 and be responsible for updating TR 21.904.

· T1’s requirement is that TR 21.904 should be updated at least once a year.

· Required updating periods will depend on the level of detailed information described on the TR 21.904.

· SWG6 should be responsible for the mapping actual services such as fax to the implementation capabilities.

· In the section of <Objectives> of T2-99857, one of our intentions is missing, that the identified mandatory terminal capabilities should be minimised.

Conclusions

· SWG6 should provide terminal capabilities requirements as TR not as TS in the future.

· We should continue to update TR 21.904 after its issue as v.3.0.0. When the core specifications would be approved by each TSG-plenary including T-plenary and it would impact on, we should update TR 21.904.

· It was agreed that SWG6 should continue to update the TR 21.904 v.3.x.x. based on R99 and also prepare TR 21.904 based on R00 in next year.

· The discussion of the updating mechanism was postponed by the next T2 meeting in November. It was requested that each liaison officer would investigate the procedure of this and report.

· It was agreed to send a LS requesting each WG or TSG to inform T2 SWG6 of the specification changes which have impact on TR21.904.

· It was agreed that the contents of the scope of TR 21.904 would be applied to the scope of this Work Program.

· It was agreed that the current TR 21.904 v.0.0.4 (T2-99772) would be updated to v.1.0.0, which means 50% of its contents are stable.

· It was agreed that the target date of issuing v.3.0.0 was kept as it is. At this stage it is impossible to forecast if big modifications on the core specifications will take place this year.

· It was recognized that CRs would be required if some modifications would be added to the latest version of TR v.3.0.0 as TS modification procedures.

3.1.4  Review of TR 21.904

· Tdoc T2-99855  “ TCR TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements ” [Rapporteur]
Minor editorial revisions. Text added to scope to reflect intention that report should not be used as soul basis for terminal design. Input on baseline and service implementation capabilities for L3 (non-access stratum) included, as received from TSG CN WG1 (T2-99789).

Conclusions

· It was agreed to send T2-99855 to T2 for approval as v.1.0.0.

· It was agreed that it would be sent to other WGs for information.

· Annex structure is not modified at this moment, we need to study further after the next R1 meeting.

· Tdoc T2-99860  “ Proposed changes to TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements ” [Rapporteur]
It was prepared for discussion. The detailed explanation of service capabilities are added to T2-99855.
Conclusions

· FFS

3.2  Any other business

· Tdoc T2-99862  “ Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal ”  [Ericsson]

Within 3GPP there seems to be no common view so far on how to define the piece of user equipment that we might call UE, terminal, MS or even TE. This paper gives in its annex an overview of the existing definitions as well as proposes a way forward. It is proposed that T2 SWG6 asks T2 plenary to endorse the usage of the well established terms MS and ME, at the expense of the misleading term UE and unprecise term Terminal.

T2 should further be asked to bring the matter up to the TSG-T plenary for endorsement, with the request to have this position brought forward in the on-going general discussions on vocabulary in 3GPP.

Conclusions

· It was agreed to send the revised T2-99863 to T2 for endorsement.

· Tdoc T2-99858  “ Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP ”  [Ericsson]

This paper discusses some proposed general guidelines for the work with terminology within 3GPP. It is proposed that T2 SWG6 asks T2 plenary to endorse the principle that there should only be one 3GPP vocabulary common to all groups for an unambiguous and efficient usage of the vocabulary document(s). It is further proposed that T2 should be asked to bring the matter up to the TSG-T plenary for endorsement.

Conclusions

· It was agreed to send the revised T2-99864 to T2 for endorsement.

3.3  Approval of outputs

3.3.1 Documents delivery

· Tdoc T2-99855  “ TCR TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements ” [Rapporteur]
Conclusions

· It was agreed to send T2-99855 to T2 for approval as v.1.0.0.

· It was agreed that v.1.0.0 would be sent to other WGs for information attached to T2-99859.

· Tdoc T2-99863  “ Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal ” [SWG6]
Conclusions

· It was agreed to send to T2 for endorsement.

· Tdoc T2-99864  “ Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP ” [SWG6]
Conclusions

· It was agreed to send to T2 for endorsement.

3.3.2 Liaison statements

· Tdoc T2-99861  “ Proposed liaison statement requesting details of SICs required to support various bearer services ” [TSG-T2]
Analysed bearer service requirements as defined by S1 are described agreed. TSG T WG2 requests TSG RAN WG1 and TSG RAN WG2 to provide details of the service implementation capabilities required for the support of bearer services with the quality and information transfer attributes given in T2-99861.

Comments

· This includes the detailed information. It was proposed that it would be postponed for investigation by the next T2 meeting.

Conclusions

· It was agreed that it would not be sent to R1 and R2 immediately but we would discuss at the next T2 meeting.

· Tdoc T2-99859  “ Proposed liaison statement on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report ” [TSG-T2]
This document describes the mechanisms in which each WG is requested to inform SWG6 of any core specification changes which have impact on Terminal Capability Report (TR21.904). It was proposed to send it to T2 and TSG-T for endorsement with the intention that TSG-T will send it to all WGs together with TR 21.904 v.1.0.0 .

Conclusions
· It was agreed to send T2-99859 for T2’s and T’s endorsement, and it should be sent to other WGs together with TR 21.904 v.1.0.0.
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1.1.     Approval of the agenda  ………………………………….856 

1.2.     Registration and allocation of documents 

2. General features   

2.1.     Presentation of inputs and discussion  …………….….789, 798

2.2.     Report from other WG by each Liaison Officer

16:00~17:30
2.3.     Review Work Program DTR/TSGT-02TFPG_U…………857

2.4.     Review of TR21.904………………………………………...855, 860

Wednesday 6th October

09:00~10:30

3. Any other business……………………………………...…......….....858, 862

11:00~12:30

4. Approval of outputs

6.1.    Documents delivery

6.2.    Liaison statements…………………………………….….....859, 861

6.3.    Meeting report for TSG-T2

5. Future meetings

6. Closing the meeting

Annex 3:  Input Documents list

STC_DOC
Subject
Source
SWG
Status

T2-99789
LS from CN1 on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities
CN1
SWG6
Approved as information

T2-99798
LS from CN SS ad hoc on Service/Baseline Implementation Capabilities
CN SS ad hoc
SWG6
Approved as information

T2-99855
TCR TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements
Rapporteur
SWG6
Agreed to send to T2 for approval

T2-99856
Proposed Agenda of SWG6#5
SWG6 Chairman
SWG6
Approved

T2-99857
Review Work Program DTR/TSGT-02 TFPG_U
SWG6 Chairman
SWG6
For Discussion

T2-99858
Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP
Ericsson
SWG6
Revised to T2-99864

T2-99859
Proposed liaison statement on mechanisms for maintaining the Terminal Capabilities Report
T2
SWG6
Agreed



T2-99860
Proposed changes to TR 21.904 v0.0.5 Terminal Capability Requirements
Rapporteur
SWG6
FFS

T2-99861
Proposed liaison statement requesting details of SICs required to support various bearer services
T2
SWG6
FFS

T2-99862
Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal
Ericsson
SWG6
Revised to T2-99863

T2-99863
Definitions used for the Mobile Station/Terminal
SWG6
SWG6
(Agreed to send to T2 for endorsement)

T2-99864
Terminology and vocabulary in 3GPP
SWG6
SWG6
(Agreed to send to T2 for endorsement)

T2-99865
Draft Report of SWG6#5 (Terminal Features and Performance)
SWG6
SWG6


T2-99866


SWG6


T2-99867


SWG6


T2-99868


SWG6


T2-99869


SWG6
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