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Executive Summary 

General:

Review of Progress on Action Items
Work Item 2563: UE Split – 

The meeting reviewed the UE Functional Split Requirements Document under development in SA1, which was presented in T2-010911. The meeting discussed the document and prepared and approved an output document with proposed changes, which is to be sent back to SA1.

The Meeting also prepared and approved an LS to the TSGs proposing that the issue of IMS functionality being split across UE components be debated ad resolved.
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Other Items Executive Summary from UE Split Ad Hoc meeting :

ES
Detailed Report 

1. Opening of the meeting  

The Chair of SWG2, Mr. Prem Sood, Sharp, opened the meeting at 8:34am on Tuesday November 27. Mr. Nicholas Alfano, Sierra Wireless volunteered to act as meeting secretary. Circulation of attendance roster. Agenda item 3.1 of SWG2 Agenda contained in T2-010960 and listed document numbers will be reviewed at this meeting.

The Chair has spoken with the SA2 chair he will announce this joint meeting at 9am this morning. Therefore tdoc T2-010911 will be deferred until after 9am. 

8:50am introductions of attendees with good representation from S1, S2, and T2.

1.1. Approval of the proposed Agenda  

Document – T2-010960

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010960
SWG2 draft meeting agenda item 3.1
SWG2 Chair
Approved

Presented by – Chairman

Chair Mr. Prem Sood.

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

T2-010960 Agenda for SWG2 item 3.1 UE Split is approved.
1.2. Joint Meetings Schedule  

Approved joint meetings and times with S1/S2/T2.

1.3. Review of previous Action Points  

2 Items for immediate discussion.

3.1 UE Functionality Split  ……

Tdocs 897, 911, 912, 966, 982, 983, 987
Document – T2-010897

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010897
LS from SA3: "re: Cell ID in SIP messages"
S3-010526
Noted and agreed

Presented by – .

8:40am began presentation of this tdoc. Presented by K. Holley.  

By 10am there are 22 people attending the meeting.

Discussion – 

The transmission of Cell ID may have some privacy implications for the user, but the LS states that it is fine for SIP to transmit Cell ID.

Resolution –
LS is noted and agreed. 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010911
Liaison Statement on UE functionality split
SA1
Revised as T2-011171

Presented by – .

November 27, 2001

Presented by Alan Chau, Nokia. Document to be submitted to TSG SA Kyoto meeting for information.

Discussion – 

November 27, 2001

Review of the changes is suggested, rather than a full presentation of the complete document.

The change made by SA1 in section 6.1 bullet 6) suggests AT commands as they exist today are the only functionality to operate between the TE and MT. Change agreed, with wording change to remove the word “today” from the sentence. A new revised document of T2-010911 from this joint meeting will be created and submitted to SA1 for review. The new revised document out of this meeting will be T2-011171 .

Clarification of section 6.1 bullet 7 is given where the functionality for Release 5 is the current set of AT-Commands.

The figure showing the TE and ME as a laptop and PC-Card is a temporary inclusion in the TR to be moved to a stage 2 document in the future.

The remaining parts of the document appear to be consistent with the changes made is section 6.1.

Nortel raises the issue that the change in section 6.1 bullet 7 implies a SIP Client in release 5 cannot be present in the TE. This change was made by SA1 because several operators view  the TE may not be secure due to the public nature of host platforms the TEs may reside on such as laptop/PDAs. Therefore all signaling software must be restricted to the MT to ensure (as best as possible) that no tampering of the software is possible.

Nortel highlights the current requirements of UE Split limit the architecture of mobile devices to that of GSM and does not allow for future integration of host devices and functionalities with bearer services.

Ericsson highlights the issue of security in the UE (TE/MT) and the time constraints to complete work addressing this problem by Release 5.

NTT DoCoMo suggest 3GPP specifications must focus on security issues of the MT and leave the TE for industry developments. The guards for security are applied to the MT and the TE is open to industry evolution.

Nortel states that SIP Clients in the TE must be protected to ensure that a tampered SIP Client would not work with IMS infrastructure.

Sierra Wireless suggests that although the issues of security and others associated with changing the UE architecture are complex, the general feel of members is although no one wants to restrict the architecture of a UE going forward, the real issue is the deadline for Release 5. It is felt there is not enough time to address all the issues. Therefore a compromise for what is defined for UE Split for Release 5 must be reached.

BT suggest changes made in this meeting to the TR can be recorded and submitted to TSG S1.

Modify bullet 7 of section 6.1 to read,  “… MT by the TE in Release 5.” .

NT suggests,  limiting the UE architecture to the existing architecture assumes it is not possible to resolve the issues by the conclusion of R5, where in fact this will not be known until the deadline for Release 5 has arrived. Therefore allowing the possibility for R5 to include a SIP Client in the TE should be allowed at this point in time. View form others is the content of Release 5 requirements must be reflected in other specifications and therefore open ended or “for further study” requirements are not appropriate in this document.

Editorial discussion on marking up the T2-010911 (revised to T2-011171) with changes made at this meeting to be submitted to S1.

A new bullet 8 in section 6.1 is suggested by Sierra Wireless to include the issue of a SIP Client in the TE. The suggestion is not well supported, but some mechanism is needed to get the issue raised in SA. A LS will be drafted to capture the SIP Client in the TE issue and no reference to this issue will be made in the T2-010911Revised document. (Thanks to Kevin Holley for real-time drafting of the LS.)

Changes suggested by Ericsson are made to the diagram showing the TE as a computer and the ME as a PC-Card. The changes are withdrawn but it is noted the terminology used in the diagram may not be correct, in particular the ME should be MT.

Review of section 6.2, wording changes suggested by BT  “… the responsibility for integrity…” is included in the Note of the Revised document.

Section 6.3 changes to bullet a) are suggested by Ericsson and Phillips. After some word smithing and input from other companies the final change reads; “The UICC where the USIM/SIM application resides, shall be contained in the same physical module as the MT.” 

Ericsson requests clarifications for section 6.1 bullet 4. A generic API for operating between the MT/TE is seen as required. A change to point 4 suggests to remove the phrase, “way of describing an”, also to change the phrase, “must be provided” to “shall be considered”.

Coffee break at 10:40, reconvene at 11:10am

Kevin Holley has draft a LS to SA1 on the issue of SIP Client Signalling in the TE. Draft LS is contained in T2-011170.

Resume review of T2-010911

Changes to section 6.3 shows removal of a number of topics for further study and this raises issues with Nortel and Sierra Wireless on where are these issues normally documented. BT suggests that subsequent release of this document i.e. Release 6, can contain these topics which are seen as for further study at this point in time and for Release 5. Nortel comments that many of the issues removed on IMS client are the issues which they have submitted contributions on for discussion in this meeting. Those contribution will be discussed, but the requirements from SA1 are applicable to Release 5. T2 is to work on addressing the mechanisms to implement the requirements, companies not in agreement with the requirements must submit their concerns to SA1.

Review of changes to 6.3.1, 6.3.2 and section 7.

Comment from Anritsu suggest a new bullet 10 be added to section 6.3.1 which reads, “MT shall continue to meet all Regulatory requirements.” Discussion of the wording of this issue results in a final wording as, “Maintain compliance with all Conformance Testing requirements.”

AT&T Wireless suggests adding a new bullet 11 on “Involvement in UE Capability negotiation. Exact MT-TE split FFS”. After some discussion the point is moved to section 6.3 point 2 and reads, “UE capability negotiation function will be split between the MT and TE. Exact MT-TE split is FFS.”

Nortel comment on 6.3.2 adds a new phrase “Future Release may consider…” . No conclusion. 

Action point for Nortel and BT to create wording for FFS points to be included in this document.

Add phrase “where appropriate” to section 7 last sentence.

Nortel comments that last sentence of section 7 is a Stage 3 type of statement which is not appropriate for a requirements document.

Review of all changes made to the revised document T2-011171 is conducted. No final comments are made beyond those opinions already stated during the discussions.

Resolution – 

November 27, 2001

The revised document will be submitted to SA1. The revised document number is T2-11171. Chairs asks group to allow him to create a coversheet for this document for submission to SA1.

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010912
LS from SA2 on IMS identifiers and ISIM and USIM
S2-013067


Presented by – .

Deferred

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010966
TE/ME Abstract Service Interface
Sierra Wireless


Presented by – .

Deferred

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010982
UICC in UE-Split and IMS
Nortel Networks


Presented by – .

Deferred

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010983
Functional Distribution Scenarios for UE-Split (IMS)
Nortel Networks


Presented by – .

Deferred

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010987
CR 27.901: Including UE Functional Split
BT


Presented by – .

Deferred

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-011170
LS on UE Functionality Split Relating to the IMS
T2
Sent to CN, S1, & T

Presented by – .

Kevin Holley, BT. 

Discussion – 

Nortel raises the point that a SIP Client in the TE is one issue the other also includes the ability of the MT to police SIP signaling  to guard against rogue implementation of SIP on the TE and the associated erroneous SIP signaling messages reaching the infrastructure. The whole IETF architecture is based on an untrusted SIP Client therefore the CSCF will be able to detect and handle erroneous SIP signaling from a client.

BT states that 3GPP has not agreed necessarily to use the IETF model for SIP signaling.  

NT points out  T2-010911 suggests the SIP signaling cannot pass transparently through an MT. But it also goes further to say that a SIP Client cannot operate on a TE which is beyond that of the first statement, where a policing agent in an MT would satisfy the first statement and allow a SIP Client on a TE. BT and NT disagree on this topic. After further offline discussion BT and NT agree to a change in the 911 that would allow a compromise. A modification to the LS includes the ability of the network to detect rogue signaling coming from a compromised TE.

Resolution – 

Wording of document is agreed and will be submitted for approval by T2 at the closing plenary.

6. Approval of Output Documents for T2 Approval.

Document – T2-011172
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-011172
Meeting Report for Joint S1/S2/T2 UE Split
UE Split Ad Hoc


Presented by – .

Discussion – 

Resolution – 

7. Deferred Items

Due to a long discussion on T2-010911 most other documents for discussion at this meeting were not discussed due to time constraints. These remaining documents will be presented in the SWG2 meeting later this week.

Tdocs deferred from this meeting are;
TDoc No.
Title
Source
Status

T2-010912
LS from SA2 on IMS identifiers and ISIM and USIM
S2-013067
Deferred

T2-010966
TE/ME Abstract Service Interface
Sierra Wireless
Deferred

T2-010982
UICC in UE-Split and IMS
Nortel Networks
Deferred

T2-010983
Functional Distribution Scenarios for UE-Split (IMS)
Nortel Networks
Deferred

T2-010987
CR 27.901: Including UE Functional Split
BT
Deferred





















8.
Any Other Business

9. Future Meetings, Time Requirements

An ad hoc meeting is proposed for Sunday January 13 in Phoenix to coincide with the S1 ad hoc meetings that week. The meeting confirmation is subject to the host being able to accommodate.

10
Close of the Meeting

The meeting was closed at 12:45pm Tuesday November 27, 2001

Annex A
List of all temporary documents

TDOC
Subject
Source
Status

T2-010897
LS from SA3: "re: Cell ID in SIP messages"
S3-010526
Noted and agreed


T2-010911
Liaison Statement on UE functionality split
SA1
Revised as T2-011171


T2-010912
LS from SA2 on IMS identifiers and ISIM and USIM
S2-013067
Deferred


T2-010966
TE/ME Abstract Service Interface
Sierra Wireless
Deferred


T2-010982
UICC in UE-Split and IMS
Nortel Networks
Deferred


T2-010983
Functional Distribution Scenarios for UE-Split (IMS)
Nortel Networks
Deferred


T2-010987
CR 27.901: Including UE Functional Split
BT
Deferred


T2-011170
LS on UE Functionality Split Relating to the IMS
UE Split Ad Hoc



T2-011171
Revised T2-010911
UE Split Ad Hoc



T2-011172
Meeting Report for Joint S1/S2/T2 UE Split
UE Split Ad Hoc



Annex B
List of Participants

DELEGATE
ORGANIZATION
E-MAIL
Mr. Alan Chau
Nokia
mailto:alan.chau@nokia.com
Olga Tomé
Ericsson
olga.tome@emp.ericsson.se
Prem Sood
Sharp
pls@sharplabs.com
Rob Lockhart
Motorola
rob.lockhart@motorola.com
Mitsuru Murata
NTT DoCoMo
mmurata@cet.yrp.nttdocomo.co.jp
Nick  Alfano
Sierra Wireless
nalfano@sierrawireless.com
Jurgen Lehmann
Siemens AG
juergan.lehmann@mch.siemens.de
Ramin Afchar
CETECOM
ramin.afchar@cetecom.de
Rolf Gustavsson
Telia AB
rolf.x.gustavsson@telia.se
Gunilla Bratt
Ericsson
gunilla.bratt@emp.ericsson.se
Kevin Holley
mm02 representing BT
Kevin.holley@o2.com
Peter George
Anritsu
peter.george@eu.anritsu.com
Ileana Leuca
ATT Wireless
ileana.leuca@attws.com
Friedhelm Rodermund
ETSI MCC
mailto:friedhelm.rodermund@etsi.fr
Takehisa Mizuguchi
Mitsubish Electric
mizuguch@isl.melco.co.jp
Mark Watson
Nortel Networks
mwatson@nortelnetworks.com
George Trombley Jr.
NTT DoCoMo
mailto:george@yesjapan.com
Laura Pomponi
Telecom Italia
laura.pomponi@tilab.com
Pascal Gaulin
Philips
pascal.gaulin@philips.com
John Myhre
ATT Wireless
john.myhre@attws.com
Kirsi Maansaari
Nokia
korsi.maansaari@nokia.com
George Babut
Rogers Wireless
gbabut@rci.rogers.com
George Bumiller
RIM
gbumiller@rim.net
Mark Staskauskas
Qualcomm
mstaskav@qualcomm.com
