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Executive Summary
The fourth Joint ad-hoc meeting on the Generic User Profile was held in Stuttgart, Germany, during the 9-12th of October. The meeting was split into 1,5 days of Data description framework discussions and 2,5 days of general work, focused on the Stage 1 TS.

The next GUP adhoc will be 3-5 December, in Cancun, Mexico, hosted by The North American Friends of 3GPP. A Data Description Framework meeting will be held on 12-14 November, in Lund, Sweden, hosted by Ericsson.

Document UP-01009, together with Section 12 of UP-010044 (the UP-03 Stage 1 output draft) formed the basis for the SA2 and T2 Stage 2 drafts that were produced in their first version during the DDF part of the meeting. 

As a working assumption for the data description method the meeting agreed to use xml-schema, restricted along the ideas that was outlined in UP-010025. 
Documents UP-010048, 49, 51, from Ericsson were incorporated into the Draft Stage 1 after significant amendments based on related contributions from Materna and Siemens. Editor’s notes were added to sections where consensus was not achieved, indicating a need for further work.

The final output was UP-010085 Draft Stage 1 Service Requirements for Generic User Profile (with revision marks) and UP-010086 (same document without revision marks). These were to be distributed via the User Profile mailing list. The other output included UP-010065 Draft 2 of S2 Stage 2 and UP-010066 Draft 3 of T2 Stage 2, from the Data Description Framework meeting. The meeting approved two liaison statements in UP-010041 (to WAP Forum, to be approved by SA1 plenary) and UP-010071 (to SA2).

Agreed action items included 1) for the Chairman, Gunilla Bratt, to discuss the GUP WID with SA1 Chairman, Kevin Holley, 2) for Paul Amery to present LS UP-010041 for approval at SA plenary in November, and 3) for all members to review the current use cases in Stage 1 based on the information provided from UP-010052 before the next meeting. 

DATA DESCRIPTION FRAMEWORK PART, 9TH-10TH OF OCTOBER

Agenda Items 1-4 
Opening of the meeting etc.
UP-010047
Draft agenda
Ericsson
Approved

The chairman, Gunilla Bratt, Ericsson, opened the meeting and the draft agenda in tdoc 47 was approved. No meeting secretary was identified for the Data description framework part and, therefore, the minutes from this part of the meeting will consist of the chairman’s notes.  See Annex C for the participant list.

Agenda Item 5 
Registration of input documents

It was agreed to treat tdocs UP-010009 and UP-010025 (both previously postponed), UP-010006 (previously noted), as well as the new tdocs UP-010056 and UP-010057. See Annex B for the document list.

Agenda Item 6 
Objectives of the meeting

It was agreed that the objectives were to reach a working assumption on the choice of data description method as well as a version 0.1.0 of the S2 (DDF part only) and T2 stage 2 TSs, respectively. During the discussion it was pointed out that a continued dialogue with the SyncML Initiative is needed, in order for the Joint GUP AH to be able to make an informed choice, being aware of the impact of the usability of the SyncML protocols in the GUP context.

Agenda Item 7

The approved WID

UP-010056
SP-010548, Generic User Profile WID
TSG-SA


The chairman informed the meeting of the results from the TSG-SA plenary meeting in Beijing. 

The part on affected existing specifications was discussed. It was in particular pointed out that 23.008 on Subscription data is missing in the list. It was also observed that some supporting companies are missing, e.g., Alcatel. The chairman got an action to check with the SA1 chairman whether this should just be noted or the WID updated. 

Agenda Item 8

Reports from other meetings

UP-010057
Chairman’s report, rev1, from UP-03
Ericsson


The minutes from UP-03 were noted. The relationship to the WAP UAProf work was considered and the potential need for a name space was raised. Paul Amery got an action to find out more about the process required for name space definition. Information might be available from Johan Hjelm or Mikael Nilsson (both Ericsson experts active in the WAP Forum).

Agenda Item 9

Data description framework

UP-010006
CC_PP and RDF presentation
Nokia


UP-010009
Data description framework
Ericsson
Postponed to UP-04

UP-010025
Data Type description
Ericsson
Postponed to UP-04

UP-010062
Draft 1 of S2 Stage 2
Ericsson
Revised to 65

UP-010063
Draft 1 of T2 Stage 2
Ericsson
Revised to 64

UP-010064
Draft 2 of T2 Stage 2
Ericsson
Revised to 66

Tdoc 6, noted at UP-01, was presented by Bo Johansson, Ericsson, since no Nokia delegate was available. In this paper Nokia discusses the possibility for an RDF-CC/PP based description method. The discussion was rather technical and tried to clarify the relationship xml -> RDF -> CC/PP -> UAProf. It was also stated that RDF has a weakness in the sense that the semantic description is not incorporated in the description framework but has to be done in comments. The document was noted.
Tdoc 9 was presented by Bo Johansson and discussed in detail section by section. It was clarified that a requirement on the DDF is that the definition should be stable in the sense that smaller modifications of usage of the GUP must not have an impact on the DDF. The intention is not to define storage formats but mapping of the data. It was further clarified that there is only one Data Description Framework (how the GUPs are described), one or more Data Description (the GUPs), and, for each Data Description, one or more actual configuration (instances of the GUPs). Diagrams should be re-drawn to show this better.

It was agreed that tdoc 9, together with Section 12 of tdoc 44, was a good bases for the stage 2 drafts. They were later provided by Ericsson in tdocs 62 and 63 based on instructions from the meeting and eventually modified to tdocs 65 and 66 (see Agenda Item 13).

Tdoc 25, containing some example data descriptions, was presented by Bo Johansson.  One of the conclusions of the paper was that some restrictions are necessary to the full flexibility of xml-schema. Feedback was requested from other companies on the outline. The document was noted. 

Agenda Items 10-12 
Future meetings, etc.

The treatment of these agenda items was postponed to the general part of the meeting. See below.

Agenda Item 13
Review of output and action items

UP-010065
Draft 2 of S2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc


UP-010066
Draft 3 of T2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc


Drafts of the Stage 2 belonging to S2 (the DDF part) and to T2 were produced. These will be given version numbers 0.1.0 when they have been allocated TS numbers.

As a working assumption for the data description method the meeting agreed to use xml-schema, restricted along the ideas that was outlined in tdoc 25. 

Actions were given as follows: 

· Gunilla Bratt to discuss with the SA1 chairman on whether the WID should be updated (see Agenda Item 7).

· Gunilla Bratt to ask for TS numbers to be allocated according to the WID.

· Paul Amery to find out more about the name space definition process.

Agenda Items 14-16 
AOB, etc.

The chairman thanked the host for the hospitality and the delegates for the good progress. The Data description framework specific part of the ad-hoc meeting was then closed.

STAGE 1 / 2 AND GENERAL ISSUES PART, 10TH-12TH OF OCTOBER
Agenda Items 1-4 (Opening of the meeting etc.)
The Chairman, Gunilla Bratt, Ericsson, opened the meeting. An apology was received from Nigel Barnes, Motorola, regarding the fact that no T3 representative was able to attend the meeting.

UP-010047
Draft agenda
Ericsson
Approved

The draft agenda was agreed after slight modification to the numbering.
Agenda Item 5 
Registration of input documents – (see Annex B)
The final document list was “Doclist -Ver 10- Joint Ad-hocs on GUP”.
Agenda Item 6 
Objectives of the meeting
The Chairman explained that the aim of the meeting should be to complete Stage 1 Service Requirements for a Generic User Profile in order to be able to present it to SA1 in November (5-9 Nov. Kobe, Japan). The aim was to present a specification that was 50% stable and that flowed consistently. The SA1 User Profile TS was due to be presented for information in December (for approval possibly in March). 

The second objective was to continue to develop Stage 2, based on the 2 input documents, tdocs 65 and 66, from the Data Description Framework ad-hoc (9-10 Oct., immediately prior to the GUP Ad-hoc).

These objectives were agreed. 
Agenda Item 7a  
TSG outcome and WID

At the last meeting, questions were raised about how to handle LSs produced as an output of GUP ad-hoc meetings. The Chairman explained that after discussing this matter with the relevant TSG WG Chairmen at the TSG plenary meetings in Beijing (24-27 September), the following conclusions were made:

1. GUP Ad-hoc can send internal 3GPP LSs directly

2. External LS (outside of 3GPP) would need formal approval. The LS should be written in the name of the WG most concerned and sent to this WG for approval.

UP-010058
SP-010557, LS to SyncML
Ericsson/TSG-SA


UP-010042 LS to SyncML was approved at the September GUP meeting. It was redrafted as SP-010557 (UP-010058) at TSG-SA13 plenary meeting (24-27 September, Beijing, China). The revisions included a note from TSG-SA to acknowledge GUP Ad-hoc and to convey the information that GUP Ad-hoc wished to send an LS. SP-010557 was approved by SA and sent to SyncML. For additional information, Rob Lockhart (Motorola) mentioned that he had a commitment from the SyncML Device Management (DevMan) Committee Chairman to provide information on SyncML DevMan work at the forthcoming 3GPP CN4 meeting (15-19 October, Brighton, UK). 

UP-010059
SP-010558, LS to GSM-A
Ericsson/TSG-SA
Agreed at SA1 and sent to GSM

UP-010046 was approved at the last adhoc and sent to SA for approval. UP-010059 (SP-010558) is the version of the LS to GSMA that was approved and sent by SA at the SA13 plenary. Paul Amery (Orange, UK) was to check its status.

Nokia expressed a concern over possible delays if LSs need to be sent to SA plenary meetings. The Chairman pointed out that output LSs will go to SA1 and that the next SA1 meeting was in just over 3 weeks (5-9 November, Kobe, Japan).

UP-010023
Liaison Statement on the 3GPP Generic User Profile work impact on VHE stage 2 description
SA2
Postponed from the previous adhoc meeting

UP-010071
LS to S2 
Nokia
Approved

This item was postponed from the last GUP Adhoc meeting (11-13 September, Sophia Antipolis). The LS was sent from SA2 asking for guidance on how the VHE/OSA Stage 2 Specification for Release 5 should be elaborated in terms of the VHE User Profile Architecture. 

It was agreed that the GUP work does have an impact. Comment that the GUP WID includes a S2 Stage 2 for this work. SA2 would be responsible for ensuring that the GUP Stage 2 was in line with the VHE/OSA Stage 2. 

The Chairman noted that the GUP group should submit their work and discussions in the form of a draft Stage 2 to SA2 to progress the work. Paul Amery (Orange, UK) asked whether the VHE specification was frozen and whether a CR would be needed. 

A reply LS to SA2 was drafted by Harri Koskinen, Nokia, based on the discussions above. 

Additional text was added to indicate that both Stage 1 and Stage 2 had been discussed. 

The lasted draft of Stage 1, UP-010086, was referenced. UP-010071 was approved and will be sent to SA2.

ACTION: Paul proposed to draft a CR for removing references to User Profile in VHE.

UP-010041
LS to WAP Forum (Client Prov. and UA Prof)
Motorola draft
Approved

This was a revised LS to WAP forum based on the template devised by Kevin Holley and Gunilla Bratt for GUP LS. 

The LS asked for information and status updates on related work, and for WAP forum groups to consider giving presentations, to further the joint discussions on the preferred format for parameters used with user profile management methods.

Hutchinson 3G queried the intention of the LS. Motorola explained that the WAP UAProf group had many members that were not 3GPP members.

Orange requested that Privacy be added. The version number of the draft specification was to be changed.

The GUP Rapporteur (Paul Amery, Orange, UK) was to submit UP-010041 to the SA1 plenary for approval.

The proposed dates for the next GUP meeting were added. 

The revised LS was approved. 

UP-010056
SP-010548, Generic User Profile WID
TSG-SA


At the last adhoc, the WI description was discussed as an output document from previous SA1 meeting (therefore could not be approved). However, in response to TSG-SA1 Chairman’s request to have the amended WI ready for immediate approval at the SA plenary, Ian Park (Vodafone) added the missing information regarding network protocols and submitted it to the SA plenary. The 29 series of specifications was added to the specifications table and the missing information concerning the appropriate contacts for each specification was added after contacting the appropriate chairmen. The purpose was to give a more complete view of the specifications involved, although it was acknowledged that the list was incomplete. Ian Park presented the altered WI at the SA plenary and it was approved. However, no check was made regarding the supporting companies (whether they supported the changes or not).

Jörg Swetina (Siemens) pointed out that the OSA specifications (22.127) were missing from the table. 

Paul Amery (Orange, UK) queried the lack of comments from CN4. The Chairman explained that CN4 had requested a presentation on SyncML to be kept up-to-date. CN4’s request was in response to the suggestion by T2 that SyncML could be a major candidate for synchronization protocols in 3GPP.

Ileana Leuca (AT&T Wireless Services Inc.) expressed an interest in learning more about SyncML. Rob Lockhart (Motorola) stated that the SyncML Device Management specification would be made formally available at the next T2 meeting.

ACTION: The Chairman stated that she would investigate whether the WI should be rewritten to take account of the addition of the OSA specifications.
Agenda Item 7b 
Reports from other meetings, including the DDF part
UP-010057
Chairman’s report, rev1, from UP-03
Ericsson
Noted.

Revision 1 (doc 57) – Chairman’s notes from the last meeting. The document was noted.

Reports from other meetings

The Chairman asked whether any relevant developments had been made at other fora.

Rob Lockhart (Motorola) stated that he was unaware of any issues at WAP Forum but will investigate the changes made recently to the draft WAP Continuous Provisioning specifications.

Paul Amery (Orange, UK) recommended that members joined the UAProf mailing list (good source of information). 

The Chairman added that there were no developments at SA5 and SA1, and that she hoped that CN4, CN5, and other SA WG delegates would attend later meetings. 

Output from DDF

UP-010065
Draft 2 of S2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc
Output

UP-010066
Draft 3 of T2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc
Output

See Agenda Item 13 of the DDF part for the action items.
Working assumption: The framework should be XML and adopt an XML schema. The rules for the schema have been outlined.

There were 2 output documents UP-010065 and UP-010066. UP-010065 was based mainly on information from UP-010009. UP-010066 was the draft T2 Stage 2 (based on UP-01009 and UP-010025). These were crude cut-and-paste versions and needed further work. No general SA1/2 issues were identified, only high level requirements.  

Jörg Swetina (Siemens) had reservations about writing Stage 1 and Stage 2 in parallel. The Chairman replied that the objective was to enable the group to handle material that was obviously not for Stage 1 but should be included somewhere. Jörg warned that the group should not repeat what happened with the Push specifications where the Stage 2 (which was developed first) did not meet the Stage 1 requirements. 

Rolf Bauer (Alcatel) proposed starting future meetings with Stage 1 then continuing with Stage 2. Ileana (ATT&T Wireless Services Inc.) stated that Push was a different case as the Push Stage 1 was developed by 3GPP after adopting Stage 3 from WAP.

Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) queried whether there would be data description framework (Stage 2) discussions in SA2 but the Chairman pointed out that SA2 lacked the resources and time to drive the work. Later on, as the work became stable and more detailed it should be split off to SA2 and T2 but for now the work would remain at GUP. 

(Related work: see UP-010023 under Agenda Item 7a)

Minor action points: The approval of individual companies regarding the working assumption for the T2 Stage 2 specification was to be sought. 
Agenda Item 8 
Draft Stage 1
UP-010060
Draft Stage 1, Tdoc 44 with editorial changes
Orange
Revised to 72,73

UP-010060 shows changes made to 22.xxx v0.1.0 after the Sophia Antipolis meeting (11-13 September). Paul Amery (Orange, UK) presented the changes made. (These changes were agreed at the last meeting and so are not made visible in the Stage 1 presented at this meeting). See also UP-010061 for revision points identified by the rapporteur.

There were queries about the relationship of this document to 21.121 (VHE). It was suggested that all reference to User Profile should be deleted in 21.121. 

There was concern over the statement “data….not for free” which may appear to make charging mandatory. Disagreement over the reference to global roaming may lead to removal if consensus is not reached. 

UP-010049
Generic User Profile introduction
Ericsson


This was presented by Olga Tome (Ericsson). The document introduced an addition to the introduction of the Generic User Profile specification, with the objective of highlighting the idea of sharing and the extendibility of User Profile data. 

Ileana Leuca (ATT&T Wireless Services Inc.) commented that there were differences between local and network synchronization. The Chairman suggested adding both the terms “local” and “network”.  

Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens AG) expressed concern that the section stresses the description of the data. He proposed that description of the collection of data be omitted, but that the concept of data description remain whilst adding that data synchronization was possible. 

Jörg Swetina and Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens AG) disagreed with using the term “harmonized” as harmonizing data was not an objective in itself. Manfred proposed “conceptional description and distribution over several entities”. Paul (Orange, UK) agreed, stating that there should not be any description of data in the introduction.

It was agreed that synchronisation should not be defined in Stage 1. Jörg suggested that it may be appropriate to include alternative methods to synchronisation in this section. Ileana emphasized the need for consistency at local and network level; usage by different entities was not enough.

Changes based on Siemens’ suggestions were accepted and reflected in UP-010072/73.

UP-010048
User Profile Components
Ericsson
Revised in UP-010069

UP-010067
Service Customisation Sets and the GUP Component Model
Materna


UP-010069
GUP Component Instances (cf., tdocs 48, 67)
Ericsson


UP-010070
Cleaning up of User Profile Component description
Siemens


UP-010048 was a contribution from Ericsson to clarify section 4.2. UP-010067 was a related input from Materna. The tables from U-010067 were modified and incorporated into UP-010069 to replace figures X and Y from UP-010048. These tables were added to Stage 1 with an Editors note to add a generic table and review the terminology.

The title “User Profile Components” has been changed to “GUP and GUP Components”. Also the logical and physical views of the GUP were distinguished. An example was used to explain how different instances would be active at one time and how this would involve different user profile components. Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) queried the difference between two individual components and two instances of a component. Olga Tome (Ericsson) explained that you do not define data in instances. Jörg Swetina (Siemens) commented on the requirement to separately address user profiles.
Extensive discussions were held over differing interpretations of figures Y and Z in UP-010048. Manfred commented that it appeared as though only one profile could be active at one time. Olga replied that with two different sessions (two different SP) then these sessions with different profiles could be active at the same time but would use two different HTTP sessions. Manfred emphasized that this was not clear from the diagram.

Extensive discussions were held on the definition of components. Manfred stated that SA1/2 would focus on customized preferences and not settings on a terminal. The Chairman stated that from a terminal perspective, you may wish to pick up terminal data. Bo Johansson  (Ericsson) emphasized the need for a more generic view and grouping of information.

Manfred also queried the distinction between “access” and “managing”. Ileana Leuca (AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.) interpreted access as similar to database access (read/write access). 

UP-0100067 described an example of 3 different services each utilizing multiple "customization sets”. For one particular service, the user just has 1 service-provisioning instance. The table from UP-0100067 was edited based on the examples in UP-010048 and incorporated into UP-010069 It was agreed to add UP-010069 into Section 4.2. Walter Bindrim (Materna) stated that a generic structure as of the original table in UP-010067 was preferable.
Rolf commented that the focus should be on a tree-based data structure (as in GSM - IMSI) and not on looking for concepts and terms. The identity of the user was imperative so that they could be charged for using the service. Bo pointed out that terminal data must exist before the user data exists and the same way of describing the data was needed for both.

Ileana pointed out that the problem was more complicated than GSM as the data depends on capabilities and the capabilities must be known by the network to enable a decision.

The Chairman added that from a terminal perspective, the data could not be represented as a strict tree with one root because you can have elements that were not related to the root IMSI but only connected with, for example, terminal capabilities. Jörg reminded the group that IMSI would be for an operator database but that the focus of GUP work was the user. 

The Chairman postponed further discussions on the topic until UP-010050 had been considered.
UP-010070 was an input from Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) to tidy up the description of User Profile Component. A logical structured figure was introduced which connected the user to the components and instances. 

Paul Amery (Orange, UK) commented that the sentence “The instance of a User Profile component may be individually customized by the user” was not appropriate in this section as the section was describing the UP component, not the instance.

The input was approved with amendments.

Action point: Manfred was to add a sentence to clarify the diagram.  

UP-010050
Classification of User Profile data
Ericsson
Noted.

UP-010074
Classification; Updates to 4.3 based on 50
Ericsson, Siemens
Agreed with changes

UP-010081
Cleaning up the Data Description of the GUP Stage 1
Siemens
Noted

UP-010050 was an input from Ericsson that proposed to modify the classification of data (Section 4.3). Data was classified into two types: what belongs to the user and what the structure of the data is.  Much of this information was taken from Annex B of Stage 1, but Annex B was not deleted since it was not made completely redundant and it was felt that it provided a good overview. Members were referred to the 3GPP Vocabulary for definitions of user and subscriber. 

Extensive debate was held over the terms “subscribed network capabilities” and an Editor’s note was added to revisit the previous definition “service provisioning data”. 

The Chairman emphasized the importance of distinguishing between user preferences and device capabilities. The user cannot set capabilities and, secondly, the user might want to restrict the usage by a specific service from the full capabilities. 

The Chairman had reservations about splitting MT and TE and so User Equipment was redefined as ME (MT/TE). Discussion followed on the significance of UE Split.

Walter disagreed with the term Application VASP Equipment, explaining that the HE VASP can write to UP but not VASP and so this reference should be HE VASP. The need to revisit the definition “Application Service Provider” for both storage location and ownership was noted.

The Chairman proposed adding UP-010050 to the Stage 1 specification, and to add an Editor’s note to identify terms that needed to be clarified. Siemens raised concerns about the introduction of text not fully discussed into the specification.  

Consequently, UP-010074 and UP-010081 were drafted as a follow-up to UP-010050. 

Rob Lockhart (Motorola) suggested that the group should be liaisoning with the UE functionality split. Ileana Leuca (AT&T Wireless Services) felt it was too early.  

Orange and DoCoMo were uncomfortable with the text at bullet point “Service Provisioning data of a user”, which suggested that Service-provisioning data determines whether you get a service, or not. To be revisited. (Note: was not revisited during the meeting due to lack of time).
UP-010081 incorporated various changes by Siemens to remove text from Section 4.3 that was felt not to contribute to the document and that was not appropriate to the document.

Ileana Leuca (AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.) emphasized that network capabilities was a very important feature. Roaming from 2G to 3G the network capabilities are completely different. Olga Tome (Ericsson) agreed. Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) stated that the users preferences were the highest goal for the network to obtain. Ileana commented that there are some features that are transparent to the user, e.g. network capabilities such as address hiding. Some operators may choose not to support it, some countries may forbid it. Manfred replied that the roaming network immediately told you the capabilities when you approach so he had trouble seeing the relevance to GUP. Ileana replied that capability negotiation was independent to QoS.

The Chairman could not approve a dramatic change in the working assumption at this late stage of the debate so proposed that network capabilities remain until the next revision of the draft. 

Extensive debate was held over the difference between storage and ownership. Text was added under Storage Location to indicate that a node may not own the data. The proposal to delete of all the ownership information apart from the text to be moved under storage location was approved. 

Comments on UP-010074:

Queries were raised as to why General user information had been deleted. Intention was that this was partly Operations maintenance and not covered by GUP. 

Rolf Bauer (Alcatel) stated that although it related to the customer care database, it should stay as the Stage 1 document takes a broader view.

Discussion over how a user was identified followed. Some insisted that the user identity should be used.  

There were comments on the need for authentication for user identity. For example, modifications to preferences for services using UICC may require a PIN number to be entered. Alcatel and Ericsson agreed on the need for authentication.

Siemens agreed in principle to section “Service provisioning data of a user” but stated that the outline in UP-010081was clearer. Text was taken from UP-010081 but comments were to be handle as separate contributions.

It was suggested that Private Network should be changed to Private Subscriber ID (NAI)

The above changes were noted and the reworded section was added to the draft Stage 1.

Paul Amery (Orange, UK) proposed to rewrite the section using a simpler approach from the user perspective to describe user profile: Who I am, what I have, and how I want what I get. This was reflected in UP-010083 but not discussed due to lack of time. 

UP-010051
Harmonised description
Ericsson


This was an input document from Ericsson relating to Section 12. 

Data should only be described once and only one single method should be used. 

Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) pointed out that the first statement of Section 12 does not explain why there was a distribution of data. 

Siemens queried the phrase “one single data description method must be used” as that was not the case in networks. The type of format to be used was determined by what was suitable for the domain. Arto Vaaraniemi (Alcatel) proposed changing it to “The amount of descriptive methods to be reduced”. 

It was agreed that no data description requirements should be in Stage 1.

The sentence “The GUP shall support the needs of UE management” was added as an Editor’s note to Section 5 for later elaboration and inclusion in an appropriate place.
The previous contents of Section 12 have been moved to the draft SA2 Stage 2. It was agreed that that content should consequently be deleted in the Stage 1, but some new text is needed to formulate the requirements. Further discussion on the new text, based on UP-010051, and possibly a Siemens contribution presently not drafted, was postponed to the Stage 2 discussion.  

UP-010052
Generic User Profile use cases


ALCATEL


This was an input from Alcatel that described examples of network-orientated use cases. The scenario described the addition of a new third party service. 

Some discussion was held about the relevance to Stage 1. Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) queried the use of push for service provisioning, stating that this scenario had been discussed extensively at S1. Users were unlikely to want to keep receiving a stream of advertisements about new services. 

Ileana Leuca (AT&T Wireless Services) commented that the content may prove to be of relevance when considering Stage 2 architecture. 

Conclusion: The document should be resubmitted to SA5 as the overall contents are more relevant to their work on subscription management.  

ACTION: Review the current use cases in Stage 1 based on the information provided from UP-010052 before the next meeting. 

UP-010053
Generic User Profile Model
ALCATEL
To be reconsidered when discussing Stage 2.

This was an input from Alcatel describing a retailer centric model for user profile usage. The proposed description was thought to be more for Stage 2 rather than Stage 1. 

The document gave a summary of subscription management based on the relevant reference documents and could be considered as an architectural model for Stage 2. 

Bo Johansson commented that the model could be considered as an example of how the GUP could be used as the model depicts four instances of the profile. 

There were queries as to whether the title Generic User Profile was appropriate as some parts of the profile are not visible to the user. Bo Johansson pointed out that although the four instances in this case may not directly relate to the user, they all concern the user at one point or another. Generic Profile alone was deemed too generic.

It was concluded that this input should be revisited when discussing Stage 2. It was a valuable example but may be too subscription orientated.

ACTION: Alcatel was asked to check that the terms and definitions in UP-010053 were in line with terms and definitions used so far in 3GPP. 

UP-010054
Generic User Profile Management Architecture


ALCATEL
Noted. To be sent to SA5 for subscription management work.

This was an input from Alcatel that considered different aspects of the user profile from an architectural view. 

Paul Amery (Orange, UK) inquired whether there were any documents available that described what information was available in the different parts of the network. 

Discussions were held over what could be considered as user profile data. Manfred (Siemens) stated that SLF does not belong to the UP and only those specifications that have been released should be considered when determining if GUP has an impact on them. This input differed from architectural references 23.821(TR), 23.218 and 23.228 (SA2 documents).

Arto explained that this input took a more global view rather than just the scope of 3GPP. 

Page 1 of UP-010054, or a relevant reference architecture from the 23 series could help to amend the bullet points on storage at 4.3 of Stage 1. 

It was suggested that Stage 1 should have a requirement to clarify that the Generic User Profile should be common across all networks independent of all access types. This was discussed again when UP-010044 and UP-010061 were presented. 

The document was noted and Arto was recommended to send it to SA5 for input to subscription management work. 

UP-010061
List of editorial changes and needed work
Orange


UP-010072
Ad-hoc draft of stage 1 – with revision marks
Ad-hoc


UP-010073
Ad-hoc draft of stage 1 – no revision marks
Ad-hoc


Paul Amery (Orange, UK) presented UP-010061 by explaining the changes completed  to Stage 1 and indicating areas that still needed some work. 

Section 5 still needed to be addressed (several outstanding comments). 

A reminder was added to incorporate the statement “The GUP shall support the minimum set of capabilities to ensure interoperability between networks independent of the access mode” into the document. 

In UP-0100073, the revision marks were removed in order to present a clean draft of Stage 1. A new section, 5.6 Home Requirements, had been added. 

Bo Johansson proposed that Section 5 be split into 2 parts and the use cases and functions for UP included.

It was agreed that the flow and overall outline should be tidied up and that there were requirements that were out of GUP scope.

The statement “The GUP shall support the work of UE management” was moved to section 5.2 (from 5.5).

There was confusion over the intended meaning of “The GUP shall support a minimum set of capabilities to ensure interoperability between different networks independent of the access mode.” It indicates that access does not need to be wired or wireless. 

Manfred Leitgeb (Siemens) commented that the GUP scope was limited and that GUP cannot put requirements on areas out of scope. 

Rob Lockhart (Motorola) stated that GUP must consider the impact of work at other standards fora. GUP should set the precedence. 
Ericsson agreed, commenting that the goal should be to find a unified way to handle the issues within the relevant communities.
UP-010082
Revised Section 5
Drafting group
Postponed

One Ericsson delegate, Hutchinson 3G UK and Materna temporarily left the meeting to edit and amend Section 5.1 and provide an Annex for reference. If section 5.2 was found to be irrelevant, then it would be put in the annex. The resulting output (UP-010082) was postponed to the next meeting.
Agenda Item 9 
Draft Stage2 and general issues

UP-010055
Management of Distributed User Profile defined by the IST Project VESPER
Siemens
Postponed 

The paper was postponed due to lack of time.

Agenda Item 10 
Plan of continued work – content of R’5 and R’6

See Agenda Item 12.

Agenda Item 11 
Rapporteurs for the WI and new TSs
The Chairman stated that the GUP Adhoc was still lacking a rapporteur for the total WID and for SA2 Stage 2 and CN Stage 3. 

In particular, SA2 Stage 2 must be progressed and so the Chairman urged that a rapporteur be found.
Agenda Item 12 
Future meetings
UP-010075
Future work

Withdrawn.

Revised to 84

UP-010084
Future work



The Chairman gave a presentation on the future SA1/2 adhocs and SA plenary meetings and related them to the time schedule of the WID. 

The aim was to have a stable Stage 1 by the November SA1/2 meetings and to present Stage 1 for approval at TSG #15 in March. It was suggested, however, that the Draft Stage 1 would not be ready for the TSG meetings in December and would not be presented. The decision would, however, be made by SA1 on what the WG sends to the SA plenary.

Some members raised concerns over whether the specifications would be ready by Release 5. 
The Chairman emphasized that there was no link between the Releases and the timescale for GUP.

The group would prefer to have all the GUP specifications in one release as a package. 

The Chairman proposed to hold a meeting at the beginning of December to complete Stage 1 and to work on Stage 2 if time allowed. 

Proposed Future Meetings
Mon 12th Nov. ~ Weds 14th Nov
Data Description Framework
Ericsson (Sweden)

Mon 3rd Dec. ~ Weds 5th Dec.   
Stage 1 GUP drafting work (possibly Stage 2?)
  
Tentatively Cancun

Motorola/AT&T to investigate

Any mandates resulting from the SA1 November meeting regarding the Stage 1 drafting work would take priority. Otherwise the Chairman proposed to revisit the Stage 2 documents as well. 
Agenda Item 13 
Review of output and action items 

Output

UP-010041
LS to WAP Forum (Client Prov. and UA Prof)
Motorola draft
Approved

UP-010065
Draft 2 of S2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc


UP-010066
Draft 3 of T2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc


UP-010071
LS to S2 (response to 23)
Nokia
Approved

UP-010085
Draft Stage 1, v0.3.0, with revision marks
Ad-hoc
distribution by e-mail

UP-010086
Draft Stage 1, v0.3.0; no revision marks
Ad-hoc
distribution by e-mail

Postponed

UP-010050
Classification of User Profile data
Ericsson
Stage 2 part postp.

UP-010051
Harmonised description
Ericsson
New Section 12 disc

UP-010053
Generic User Profile Model
ALCATEL
Ex. for St.2 Arch. 

UP-010055
Management of Distributed User Profile defined by the IST Project VESPER
Siemens
Postponed

UP-010076
New stage 1 introduction
Hutchison 3G
Postponed

UP-010078
Cleaning up of the Introduction chapter
Siemens
Postponed

UP-010079
Cleaning up the General description of the  GUP Stage 1 (section 4.0)
Siemens
Postponed

UP-010080
Cleaning up the GUP an GUP component description of the GUP Stage 1 (section 4.2)
Siemens
Postponed

UP-010082
Draft Stage1, Section 5 restructuring
Drafting group
Postponed

UP-010083
4.3 restructuring (based on 86)
Orange
Postponed

Action Items 

1. Gunilla to contact Kevin Holley to ask whether the WI needs to be rewritten to add OSA specifications to the reference table. (22.127)

2. Paul to present UP-010041 LS for approval at the SA1 plenary.

3. All members to review the current use cases in Stage 1 based on the information provided from UP-010052 before the next meeting.
4. Harri to bring UP-010071 to the SA2 plenary meeting.
From the DDF part

1. Paul was look into the Namespace issue and how to handle it formally (how to register GUP’s own namespace if need be).

2. Gunilla was to discuss the WI with Kevin Holley and whether it should be discussed at SA1. 

Agenda Item 14 
Any Other Business
UP-010068
3GPP User Profile presentation
Orange
Withdrawn. Revised to 77

UP-010077
User Profile Presentation
Orange
To be sent to SA1. Presented for comments.

Paul Amery briefly presented this business model example of how the User Profile could be utilized commercially. Paul was to submit this document for presentation at SA1 meeting on 5-9 November, Kobe, Japan.
Agenda Item 15 
Thanks to the Host

The Chairman thanked the host, Alcatel, for kindly offering to host the meeting and for their kind hospitality throughout the three-day ad-hoc. The delegates also thanked the hosts for the chocolate biscuits, which were much appreciated.
Agenda Item 16 
Closing of the Meeting

The Chairman closed the meeting at 17:15. 

ANNEX A

TSG-S1/S2/S3/S4/S5/CN4/CN5/T2/T3 Joint Ad-hoc Meeting
On Generic User Profile

Draft Agenda: Data Description Framework Part, 9th-10th of Oct.
1
Opening of the meeting and call for IPRs

2
Approval of the draft agenda

3
Identification of the meeting secretary

4
Introduction of participants

5
Registration of input documents

6  Objectives of the meeting

7  The approved WID

8  Reports from other meetings

9
 Data description framework
      Postponed tdocs: 9, 25, (6 and 7?)

10  Plan of continued work – content of R’5 and R’6

11  Rapporteurs for the new TSs

12
Future meetings

13
Review of output and action items 

14  Any other business

15  Thanks to the host

16
Closing of the meeting

Draft Agenda: Stage 1 / 2 and General Issues Part, 10th-12th of Oct.
1  Opening of the meeting and call for IPR

2
Approval of the draft agenda

3
Identification of the meeting secretary

4
Introduction of participants

5
Registration of input documents

   Postponed tdocs: 23 (9, 25 for the DDF part)

6  Objectives of the meeting

7a
TSG outcome and WID

7b
Reports from other meetings, including the DDF part

8
Draft Stage 1

9
Draft Stage2 and general issues

10  Plan of continued work – content of R’5 and R’6

11  Rapporteurs for the WI and new TSs

12
Future meetings

13
Review of output and action items 

14  Any other business

15  Thanks to the host

16
Closing of the meeting

ANNEX B
3GPP Joint ad-hoc on Generic User Profile (UP-04)
       UP-0100xx

Stuttgart, Germany, 9-12 October 2001

DOCUMENTLIST OVER ALL THE UP-010xxx NUMBERS ISSUED

Document Number
Title
Source
Result

UP-010001
Draft agenda
Ericsson
Approved

UP-010002
Ad-hoc Objectives
Ericsson


UP-010003
User Profile in Standards For a
Ericsson


UP-010004
Use Cases
Ericsson


UP-010005
What is a User Profile
Ericsson


UP-010006
CC_PP and RDF presentation
Nokia


UP-010007
CC_PP and RDF
Nokia


UP-010008
Some first ideas how a User Profile should look like
Siemens


UP-010009
Data description framework
Ericsson
Postponed to UP-04

UP-010010
Continued work on User Profiles
Ericsson


UP-010011
Managing a Personal Service Environment for the UMTS Virtual Home Environment
Alcatel


UP-010012
LS from SA5 to SA1 on User Profile
 xxx/SA5


UP-010013
CIM Overview
IBM


UP-010014
Working assumption for User Profile
UP ad hoc


UP-010015
User Profile Description
Ericsson


UP-010016
User profile defintion
UP ad hoc


UP-010017
Draft WID
UP ad hoc
Withdrawn

UP-010018
Report from Stockholm meeting
Siemens


UP-010019
Agenda for meeting 03 in Sophia Antipolis
Chairman


UP-010020
Proposed first draft of a stage 1
Siemens


UP-010021
User profile data categories
Siemens


UP-010022
User profile management
Siemens


UP-010023
Liaison Statement on the 3GPP Generic User Profile work impact on VHE stage 2 description
SA2
Postponed

UP-010024
Proposed draft stage 1
Ericsson


UP-010025
Data Type description
Ericsson
Postponed

UP-010026
Suggested Work Activities
Orange


UP-010027
Proposed draft stage 1
Orange


UP-010028
3GPP TSG-S1 Generic User Profile Adhoc
SA1


UP-010029
WI for User Profile
UP ad hoc


UP-010030
Draft LS on User Profile
Motorola


UP-010031
Draft TS 32.140 v0.1.3
SA5


UP-010032
Reply to "LS on Generic User Profile" (S1-010866/ S5-010418)
SA5


UP-010033
Liaison Statement on 3GPP User Profiles
CN4


UP-010034
LS on Subscription Management to CN4
SA5


UP-010035
Draft TS 32.140 v1.4.0
SA5


UP-010036
Ad hoc draft 1 of stage 1
Drafting group
Revised to 39

UP-010037
Revised UP-010014 (Tree diagram)
AT&T W


UP-010038
Revised UP-010037
AT&T W


UP-010039
Ad-hoc draft 2 of stage 1
Rapporteur
Revised to 44

UP-010040
Continued work
Ericsson


UP-010041
LS to WAP Forum (Client Prov. and UA Prof)
Motorola draft
Approved

UP-010042
LS to SyncML
Motorola draft
Approved. See 58

UP-010043
LS to GSM-A TWG and SERG
Orange draft
Revised to 45

UP-010044
Ad-hoc draft 3 of stage 1
Ad-hoc
Output

UP-010045
LS to GSM-A TWG and SERG
Orange
Revised to 46

UP-010046
LS to GSM-A TWG and SERG
Orange
Approved. See 59

UP-010047
Draft Agenda: Data Description Framework Part, 9th-10th of Oct
Chairman
Approved

UP-010048
User Profile Components
Ericsson


UP-010049
Generic User Profile introduction
Ericsson


UP-010050
Classification of User Profile data
Ericsson


UP-010051
Harmonised description
Ericsson


UP-010052
Generic User Profile use cases


ALCATEL


UP-010053
Generic User Profile Model
ALCATEL


UP-010054
Generic User Profile Management Architecture


ALCATEL


UP-010055
Management of Distributed User Profile defined by the IST Project VESPER
Siemens


UP-010056
SP-010548, Generic User Profile WID
TSG-SA


UP-010057
Chairman’s report, rev1, from UP-03
Ericsson


UP-010058
SP-010557, LS to SyncML
Ericsson/TSG-SA


UP-010059
SP-010558, LS to GSM-A
Ericsson/TSG-SA


UP-010060
Draft Stage 1, Tdoc 44 with editorial changes
Orange
Revised to 72, 73

UP-010061
List of editorial changes and needed work
Orange


UP-010062
Draft 1 of S2 Stage 2
Ericsson
Revised to 65

UP-010063
Draft 1 of T2 Stage 2
Ericsson
Revised to 64

UP-010064
Draft 2 of T2 Stage 2
Ericsson
Revised to 66

UP-010065
Draft 2 of S2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc


UP-010066
Draft 3 of T2 Stage 2
DDF ad-hoc


UP-010067
Service Customisation Sets and the GUP Component Model
Materna


UP-010068
3GPP User Profile presentation
Orange
Withdrawn.
Revised to 77

UP-010069
GUP Component Instances (cf., tdocs 48, 67)
Ericsson


UP-010070
Clarification on the Stage 1, Section 4.2
Siemens


UP-010071
LS to S2 (response to 23)
Nokia
Approved

UP-010072
Ad-hoc draft of stage 1 – with revision marks
Ad-hoc


UP-010073
Ad-hoc draft of stage 1 – no revision marks
Ad-hoc


UP-010074
Classification; Updates to 4.3 based on 50
Ericsson, Siemens


UP-010075
Future work – calendar
Ericsson
Withdrawn. 
Revised to 84

UP-010076
New stage 1 introduction
Hutchison 3G


UP-010077
3GPP User Profile presentation
Orange


UP-010078
Cleaning up of the Introduction chapter
Siemens


UP-010079
Cleaning up the General description of the  GUP Stage 1 (section 4.0)
Siemens


UP-010080
Cleaning up the GUP an GUP component description of the GUP Stage 1 (section 4.2)
Siemens


UP-010081
Cleaning up the GUP data classification of the GUP Stage 1 (section 4.3)
Siemens


UP-010082
Draft Stage1, Section 5 restructuring
Drafting group


UP-010083
4.3 restructuring (based on 86)
Orange


UP-010084
Future work - calendar
Ericsson


UP-010085
Draft Stage 1, v0.3.0, with revision marks
Ad-hoc


UP-010086
Draft Stage 1, v0.3.0; no revision marks
Ad-hoc


UP-010087




UP-010088




UP-010089




UP-010090




UP-010091




UP-010092




UP-010093




UP-010094




UP-010095




UP-010096




UP-010097




UP-010098




UP-010099




UP-0101




UP-0101




ANNEX C
3GPP Joint ad-hoc on Generic User Profile

Stuttgart, 9-12 October 2001

List of Participants

NAME
COMPANY
DDF part
St.1/2 part
EMAIL

Arto Vaaraniemi
ALCATEL SEL AG
x
x
A.Vaaraniemi@alcaltel.de

Rolf Bauer
ALCATEL SEL AG
x
x
RBauer@alcatel.de

Ileana Leuca
AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.

x
ileana.leuca@attws.com

Gunilla Bratt
Ericsson L.M.
x
x
gunilla.bratt@emp.ericsson.se

Bo Johansson
Ericsson L.M.
x
x
bo.Johansson@emp.ericsson.se

Olga Tome
Ericsson L.M.
x
x
olga.tome@emp.ericsson.se

Tim Ambrose
Hutchinson 3G (UK)

x
Tim.Ambrose@hutchinson3g.com

Walter Bindrim
Materna

x
Walter.Bindrim@materna.de

Marc Bojarzin
Materna
x

Marc.Bojarzin@materna.de

Rob Lockhart
Motorola
x
x
rob.lockhart@motorola.com

Harri Koskinen
Nokia Corp.

x
harri.o.koskinen@nokia.com

Nicola Sugimoto
NTT DoCoMo Inc.

x
nicola@cet.yrp.nttdocomo.co.jp

Paul Amery
Orange, UK
x
x
paul.amery@orange.co.uk

Jörg Swetina
SIEMENS AG

x
Joerg.swetina@siemens.at

Manfred Leitgeb
SIEMENS AG

x
manfred.leitgeb@siemens.at







