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Executive Summary:

General: 

Digital Rights Management (DRM)

SWG3 reviewed the incoming LSs on DRM, T2-010896, T2-010909. DRM is understood to be of general T2 interest. The current status of DRM in 3GPP can be found in T2-010909. A Work Item Description has been approved for DRM in SA1 and a Stage 1 document to capture requirements is now being drafted as part of Rel-6. (Note: SA1 is not planning to develop any requirements for DRM in Rel-5.) Generic DRM requirements will be generated by SA1 suitable for all 3GPP needs and T2 will be informed among other 3GPP working groups if problems arise during the drafting process. SWG3 sees no need for action, but suggests that DRM issues – if any identified by T2 – be addressed to SA1 first.
TEI (EMS/CBS/SMS R’99):
See below.

TEI4 (EMS/CBS/SMS REL-4):
See below.

MESS5-EMS (EMS/CBS/SMS REL-5):
CBS

Use of Message IDs in multi-technology networks: a CR to 23.041 was agreed.

Support for User Data Headers: work on aligning 23.041 to the WAP specifications could not be completed.

Other SMS matters

IEI classification: a CR to 23.040 was agreed.

IE data length:  an error was discovered concerning the range of lengths used. CRs were produced to cover different releases of 03.40 and 23.040.

Transfer of TP-FCS: an inconsistency in 23.040 was identified, due to a change made at T2#14. A solution was not reached.

Three other CRs on the following subjects were briefly discussed, but due to lack of time they could not be concluded.

· Sub-addessing.

· Alternate Return Address IE.

· Obtaining a list of supported short codes from a SMSC.

EMS: Polyphony

Four separate proposals were received. After extensive discussions, the contributors agreed to collaborate on the development of a single solution, to be completed by T2#16. The starting point will be the widely available MIDI format. See T2-011159 for further details.

EMS: Vector Graphics

There are three proposals. It was expected that test results would be available to allow a comparison to be made, but these were incomplete. The group agreed on a new process, including dates, to ensure that the necessary information becomes available before the end of December. See T2-011165 for further details.

Other EMS

Compression of extended objects: A CR to 23.040 was agreed. Test vectors are available.

Interoperability: A mechanism to request the supported data formats was discussed, but not concluded.

Extended object positioning: A CR to 23.040 was agreed.

Object distribution: a proposed CR was not agreed.

Data Format Delivery Request: a correction to 23.040 was agreed.

It was agreed that all the above EMS features should be included in REL-5. An ad-hoc meeting (3 days) on EMS and SMS/CBS matters is planned to take place during the week commencing 14th January 2002. Bijitec kindly offered to host the meeting in Singapore. It was agreed in SWG3 closing plenary that it would be useful to have the location the same as the MMS ad hoc which is taking place at about the same time.

MMS (MMS REL-4):
Four essential corrections to 23.140 REL-4 were accepted at this meeting, together with corresponding mirror CRs for REL-5.

MESS5-MMS (MMS REL-5):
Achievements 

On Address resolution / MNP for MMS Rel-5, three different approaches are envisaged: ENUM for the long term usage and two interim IMSI solutions (direct MNP and indirect MNP). Input to the latter is missing. A basis for the stage 2 of MM7: interworking with VAS applications is now available. The most important outstanding issue is the choice of the underlying protocol in order to allow stage 3 CRs for MM7 to be developed. 

A CR on Configuration of MMS-capable Ues, T2-011211, was agreed upon which is seen as an important step in finalising the joint effort between T2-SWG3 and T3 on USIM aspects of MMS REL-5. For completion of this effort a joint meeting with T3 is planned to take place.

Non-WAP 1.x implementation of MM1 for MMS Rel-5

Extensive discussions about a non-WAP 1.x MM1 implementation for REL-5 did not result in consensus, nor compromise, but had to be resolved by a vote. The SWG3 chairman concluded that whilst he noted many delegates had expressed a wish for a compromise, it seemed that after discussions on this lasting many days during several meetings and 4 different proposals for a compromise that a compromise would not be reached.

Work plan for MMS Rel-5

MMS REL-5 work is behind schedule. There is a risk that the REL-5 schedule (March 2002) can not be met. The following counter-measures were taken in order to meet 3GPP REL-5 time frame: 

· Outstanding work has been prioritised with deferring low and medium priority tasks to REL-6.

· A list of action items (see below) has been created which companies have committed to working on before the next meeting. 

· In addition, two one week ad hoc meetings are scheduled before T2#16. 

Due to lack of time the following documents were postponed: T2-011014, T2-011028, T2-011029, T2-011104, T2-011105, T2-011106, T2-011128, T2-011129.

AOB:

-

Future Meetings:

	Meeting
	Date


	Venue
	Comment 

	SWG3-EMS#03
	16th – 18th January 2002
	Paris
	Host: Alcatel

	SWG3#09
	14th – 18th January 2002
	Paris ?
	No host yet !!! (NEC ?)

MMS, network-related only

	SWG3#10
	21st – 25th January 2002
	Paris
	Host: France Telecom ?

MMS, network and terminal-related

	JM T2-SWG3 / T3
	Tbd
	Tbd
	No host yet !!!

MMS, USIM aspects


Output Change Requests:

Output Change Requests from SWG3-EMS/CBS sessions:

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011004
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Editorial changes of Data Format Delivery Request
	Siemens
	

	T2-011024
	CR 23.041: Clarification on the use of Message IDs in multi-technology networks
	Siemens
	

	T2-011068
	CR 23.040 IEI Classification
	Motorola
	

	T2-011108
	Deletion of GSM 01.04 reference
	MCC
	

	T2-011151
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Clarification of LZSS compression for “EXTENDED OBJECTS” in EMS
	Magic4
	

	T2-011158
	CR 23.040 EO Positioning
	Motorola
	

	T2-011159
	Common agreement on the support of Polyphony in EMS
	Alcatel, Ericsson, Motorola, Digiplug
	

	T2-011160
	CR 23.040 R97 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	

	T2-011161
	CR 23.040 R98 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	

	T2-011162
	CR 23.040 R99 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	

	T2-011163
	CR 23.040 R4 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	

	T2-011164
	CR 23.040 R5 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	

	T2-011165
	Selection of Data Formats for Vector Graphics
	TEMC2
	


Output Change Requests from SWG3-MMS sessions:

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011019
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Reference to CN3 specifications on RADIUS
	Nokia
	Approved at SWG3#8

	T2-011020
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Reference to CN3 specifications on RADIUS
	Nokia
	Approved

	T2-011043
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Editorial clarification of the reply-charging service behaviour description (former T2M010136)
	Siemens
	Approved

	T2-011111
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: MM4 bug fixes
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011112
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Forwarding Counter – revised T2-011006
	Logica
	Approved

	T2-011113
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Forwarding Counter – revised T2011007
	Logica
	Approved

	T2-011115
	CR 23.140v440 for removing inconsistency (T2M010194)
	Nokia, Siemens
	Approved at SWG3#8

	T2-011116
	CR 23.140v500 for removing inconsistency (T2M010195)
	Nokia, Siemens
	Approved at SWG3#8

	T2-011119
	CR 23.140 REL-5 on indeterminate value
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011120
	CR 23140 REL-4 corrections on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	Approved.

	T2-011127
	CR 23140 REL-5 corrections on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	Approved

	T2-011200
	CR 23.140: Read status codes
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011201
	CR 23.140: Read status codes
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011211
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Configuration of MMS-capable UE
	Nokia
	Approved


Output Liaison Statements:

Output LSs from SWG3-EMS/CBS sessions:

None

Output LSs from SWG3-MMS sessions:

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011117
	LS reply to WAP WAG MMDC: Forwarding Issues
	Logica
	Approved

	T2-011118
	LS to WAP Forum MMDC on reply-charging (former T2M010188)
	Siemens
	Approved

	T2-011122
	LS to CN4 cc SA2 on MSISDN address resolution for MMS using MAP operations
	CMG
	Approved

	T2-011150
	LS to SERG IREG EC SA2 on Address Resolution in MMS - Reply to SerG LS on E164 Address Scheme
	Comverse
	Approved


MMS Action Items assigned at  T2#15, Cancun

	Action Item
	Responsible Person
	Status

	MIME registration: action: revised wording for "use cases" section on EMS media types
	Miraj/Gwenael
	

	create reply-LS to BARG on T2-010916 (via email)
	Petri
	

	Via email: To come up with consensus on REL-4 forwarding – by Wednesday morning
	Andreas
	

	MMS option tables (T2M010140)  to become 2 CRs as informative annex for rel-4 and rel-5 – interdependencies between features to be identified
	Tim, Hutchison3G
	Outstanding issue from SWG3#8

	Clarify prepaid vs. status text in either option table in T2M010140, spec or both
	Petri, Nokia
	Outstanding issue from SWG3#8

	T2M010142 (VAS use cases) to be maintained as living document
	Henrik, Telia
	Permanent

	CR: MM7 protocol; basis: T2M010141, T2M010148, T2M010166
	Vasilis, Openwave
	Outstanding issue from SWG3#8

	email discussion on “Duplicate messages”, T2M010125 / T2-011028
	Padraig, Logica
	Outstanding issue from SWG3#8

	email discussion on MM3, T2M010130 / T2-011106
	Rami, Comverse
	Outstanding issue from SWG3#8

	Clarify address hiding – MM4, MM3, forwarding; diff. Rel-4 / rel-5
	Josef
	

	Input on indirect approach for MNP
	Aram
	

	Via email: Address resolution CR based on 1051 – NOT handling of non-MMS-capable recipients
	Vasilis
	

	Via email: handling of non-MMS-capable recipients – basis 1088
	Rami
	

	Via email: Reflect comments on T2-011012 in revised version – might depend on feedback on LS to IREG
	Eskil
	

	Via email: Revision of T2-011018
	Eskil
	

	Via email: Revision of T2-011010
	Eskil
	

	Via email: Discussion of T2-011016 on codes only / not their transport – depends on 23
	Eskil
	

	Via email: Discussion of T2-011017 – depends on feedback from LS to IREG
	Eskil
	

	Lead creation of CR on Messaging part of MM7
	Rami
	

	Lead creation of CR on basic framework part of MM7
	Christian
	

	Lead debate on protocol choice for MM7

DEADLINE: status report by sent to SWG3 by 15th December


	Rami
	

	Rel-4 MMS charging: consistency check
	Petri
	

	Rel-5 MMS charging: Lead discussion 
	Ileana
	

	Revise CR on terminal cap neg / check for what is needed as caps on streaming
	Josef
	

	Revise T2-011011
	Eskil
	

	Email: Finalize LS to IREG
	Ville
	

	Revise T2-011213
	Henrik
	

	Revise T2-011214
	Miraj
	

	Email Discussion on T2-011014 (CR 23.140: MMS version end-to-end)
	Eskil
	

	Email Discussion on T2-011029: CR 23.140 Rel-5: Submission Description Enhancement
	Josef
	

	Email Discussion on T2-011104 : CR 23140 editorial changes
	Christian
	

	Email Discussion on T2-011105 : user prompt
	Magnus
	

	Creation of  & Email Discussion on T2-011128 / T2-011129:  on CR 23.140 REL-4 / 5 on forwarding feature
	Andreas
	


Detailed Report from all-SWG3:

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011000
	Draft agenda SWG3 at T2#15
	SWG3 chair
	Revised in T2-011101


Discussion: -

Conclusion: -

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011101
	Approved agenda SWG3 at T2#15
	SWG3 chair
	Revised T2-011100


Discussion: -

Conclusion: -

Approved.

Appointment of temporary secretaries

Andreas Schmidt (Siemens) volunteers to take the meeting minutes for the combined MMS/EMS and MMS-only sessions of this week’s SWG3 meeting and Alan Baldwin (Ericsson) volunteers to take the minutes for the EMS-only sessions.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011206
	MMS REL-5 work plan
	SWG3 chair
	For discussion


Josef (SWG3 chair) presents this document.

Discussion:

Due to the high workload for MMS Rel-5 three weeks of Ad-Hoc are proposed in mid of December, mid of January and at the end of January. Many SWG3 delegates would prefer to delete some lower priority MMS Rel-5 work items from as given in document T2-011207 (priority list) rather than having three additional meetings before T2#16 in February. Josef (SWG3 chair) emphasizes that all delegates should make themselves familiar with this document, because it also contains some guidelines and rules for the planned Ad-Hocs.

Conclusion:

It is agreed to meet in CW 3 (14th-18th January 2002) for network related work items only and in CW4 (21st-25th January 2002) for terminal and network related issues. France Telecom offered to host the second week of Ad-Hoc (CW4) in Paris. A second host for the first week of Ad-Hoc (CW3) still needs to be found. Date and host for the joint meeting with T3 are still to be defined.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011207
	Priority list of SWG3 MMS REL-5 work
	SWG3 chair
	For discussion


Josef (SWG3 chair) presents this document.

Discussion: 

The following work items have been assigned high priority for 3GPP MMS Rel-5

1. Bug Fix Rel-5

2. Address resolution/MNP,

3. MM4: enhanced interworking issues,

4. MM7: interworking with VAS applications,

5. network based mailbox model in MMSE / Persistent Storage,

6. USIM and USAT aspects of MMS,

7. Support for SA5 on MMS charging

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011058
	Status of MMS action items
	Siemens
	


Josef (SWG3 chair) presents this document.

Discussion: 

Conclusion:

Noted.

MIME Type Registration
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011078
	Registration of SMS-related MIME types with IANA
	Alcatel
	Document for Discussion


Gwenaël (Alcatel) presents the document.
Discussion:

The aim of this document (deliver a collection of available EMS types, rather than making statements whether the support of certain types is optional or mandatory) is pointed out by Josef. Optional or mandatory support has not been discussed so far in SWG3. 

Conclusion:

Miraj and Gwenaël are to provide a revised version of this document, in order to enable Gwenaël to continue with the registration process. This document is noted.

Detailed Report from SWG3-EMS/CBS sessions:

General:

Day1: 

Arthur Gidlow opened the meeting; stating that it was important for the group to decide on the future of EMS very soon. Arthur said that One2One view both EMS and MMS as important, but timescales mean that EMS is vitally important in the near term.

Ian Harris felt that EMS was a very valuable technology and that a good standard was needed now. As there was a clear market requirement for EMS. 

Several delegates stated that they felt EMS was of key importance in the short term.

Paul Voskar stated that he thought it was important to agree the Rel-5 EMS standard this week. because the window of opportunity was small.

Arthur said that given the level of urgency for finalising EMS, he believed that a good prioritisation was required. 

A check was made that the group had all of the documents, and that no documents were missed.

Arthur presented a draft agenda with discussion items in priority order.

Robert commented that Magic4 thought the compression was the most important item.

Randall commented that Motorola’s view was that inter-operability was a key issue and should be of higher importance.

It was pointed out that some delegates had requested certain items to be discussed at certain times.

The agenda was modified to account for new priorities. 

Day 3:

Randall presented an update to the polyphonic melody discussion. 

There is a broad agreement from the polyphonic interested companies. All of the companies agree that they have a very strong desire to see a Midi based solution for EMS. Ericsson will supply details of the new midi proposal that is targeted towards mobile platforms when it is available from the MMA. The interested companies will work together on a single proposal suitable for EMS. The situation is fully described in document T2-011159

It is agreed that Ad-hoc should be held if appropriate to discuss polyphonic melodies (and others) considering all other SWG3 related meetings. There are offers to host from Bijitec, and Alcatel.

Barry asked about the stability of the SVG standard. Stating that he believed that the standard was not frozen. Arthur re-iterated the point that at the Rome Ad-hoc the vector graphics companies were asked to produce information.

Casper stated that he believed that the Bijitec proposal had changed recently, and that the ZoomOn proposal was based on standards.

Dave Chen pointed out that the Bijitec proposal is completely stable and entirely within 3GPP control.

Gwenael asked when the CVG based proposal was made available. Azadeh stated that basing the choice on procedural matters, such as time of submission was not the right way to go. Randall agreed adding that it was more important to have control, and that any externally referenced material had to be stable.

Casper asked about the requirements for a vector graphic standard in EMS. 

Randall stated that he believed the requirements for EMS were limited to drawing lines, and simple shapes. He added that he didn’t think that colour, & animations were needed for vector graphics. Casper pointed out that EMS already has animations and colour in the bitmap areas.

Dave Chen stated that they thought that their proposal was targeted specifically to EMS. They believe the primary requirement was a small message size.

Paul insisted that all the proposals should be considered on technical merit.

Compression:
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011035
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Clarification of LZSS compression for “EXTENDED OBJECTS” in EMS
	Magic4
	Revised in T2-011151


Discussion:

Robert Wakeling presented the CR pointing out the changes from the document which was reviewed at the EMS Ad-hoc meeting in Rome.

Alan commented that there were two sets of change bars.

Peter Freitag pointed out that the deletion of reference 35 would mean pointers to references 36 and 37 would now be wrong. Ian added that it might be easiest to change it to “unused”.

Joop pointed out that the diagram references were incorrect. 

Randall asked whether this should be renamed as “Extended object Compression Control” as he believed it did not necessarily exclude normal objects.

Paul asked whether it was permissible to reference an algorithm that is not from a standards body. Various delegates stated that this document was self entirely contained.

Paul re-iterated his point saying that the document was self contained but the term LZSS is used, and that is a term from an academic paper. Ian stated that there is a similar situation in 03.042 that references Huffman.

Conclusion:

Revised as T2-011151

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011089
	compression vectors
	Magic4
	Noted


Discussion:

Robert presented the test vectors briefly.

Alan stated that the test vectors have been verified by Ericsson to work with the compression and decompression algorithms 

Conclusion:
Noted

Polyphonic Melodies:
Ian asked whether the 4 CR’s proposed were competing. The other delegates stated that they were.

The order in which the presentations were to be made was decided arbitrarily. It was decided that all the relevant polyphonic formats would be presented and that detailed discussions would take place afterwards. These detailed discussions are recorded in the General polyphonic discussion in the end. Small questions regarding each submission were allowed briefly after each presentation.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011076
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Support of polyphonic melodies in EMS
	Alcatel
	Noted


Discussion:

Gwenael briefly presented the change request.

Conclusion:

Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011077
	Discussion on the support of polyphonic melodies in EMS
	Alcatel
	Noted


Discussion:

Gwenael presented the document.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011021
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: polyphony in EMS
	Digiplug
	Noted


	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011094
	discussions on Polyphony
	Digiplug
	Noted


Discussion:

Digiplug presented the document.

Digiplug declared their position with regards to their IP. (see document T2-011022)

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011039
	Standard Midi File Format for EMS - Supporting Information
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion:

Alan Baldwin presented the document.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011038
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Standard Midi File Format (Polyphonic Sound) for EMS
	Ericsson
	Noted


Discussion:

Alan Baldwin presented the document briefly.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011091
	Recommendations regarding polyphonic format for EMS R5
	France Telecom
	Noted


Discussion:

Stephan presented the document.

Gwenael asked about the licensing of the encoding.

Stephan (France Telecom) stated that they thought size of content was the key issue.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011069
	CR 23.040 EMS Polyphonic MIDI
	Motorola
	Noted


Discussion:

Randall briefly presented this document.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011070
	EMS MIDI
	Motorola
	Noted


Discussion:

Randall presented the document. Which is supporting information to the CR

Thomas Picard asked about the content on the web and conversion. Pointing out that he thought that freely available tools might not be able to publish SMS type content.

Alan Baldwin pointed out that tools freely available allowed content creation, and that a general PC to SMS file converter could easily be produced.

Randall stated that Motorola’s point of view was that we should use an industry standard that was royalty free.

Julian Laz (Digiplug) pointed out that their proposal is royalties at a reasonable rate.

Barry Jones highlighted that T2 groups can only decide on technical matters, not on licensing. Barry asked whether after using the guidelines what would be the expected file sizes.

Conclusion:

Noted
General Polyphonic Discussion:

Ian Harris pointed out that even though T2 decides on technical matters, delegates should mindful of IPR restrictions as once technical matters have been decided they can become bound by IPR and licensing.

Julian (digiplug) asked about decompression requirements.

Alan Baldwin stated that the 23.040 document limits size of uncompressed data, and that the algorithm is suitable for implementation on terminals.

Gwenael stated that their open standard is compact, and that he wondered about the strength of the Midi proposals in terms of Midi Type. He was questioning about the inter-operability of Midi types.

Barry asked about the similarity between the Motorola and Ericsson proposals

Alan and Randall stated that they are very similar.

Gwenael stated that their format is very similar to Midi, but is very optimized.

Ian stated that although there was a wish to build on existing standards, he believed that the move should be towards small formats based on existing standards.

Randall stated that he thought the Midi proposals allow the content providers to carry out the reduction in size. 

Peter Neuman pointed out that the group had commonality on some points, and that we should start on some agreed points and try to progress.

Randall suggested that opinion from companies other than Ericsson, Alcatel, Motorola and digiplug.

Cingular wireless stated that they were

Magic4 stated that they thought the IPR issue with 

Arthur Gidlow stated that manufacturers should bear in mind the operators view that they need something that works, and that they thought message size was important.

Arthur Gidlow stated that he believed that the discussions had gone as far as they could. He suggested that the interested companies get together offline and discuss the issues involved with a clear view to trying to reach a consensus.

Paul Voskar stated that he thought some common core points should be looked at. Stating that as a group progress had been made and there appeared to be general consensus on the following points. 1) That the format should be based upon Midi

2) That the format should be open and completely royalty free.

Ian Harris stated that the T statement regarding new features was perhaps not worded as good as it could have been. Ian feels that the intention of the T statement is not to stop EMS work at T2#15, but to stop new features being added after T2#15. Ian pointed out this does not prevent work continuing on EMS features already introduced at T2#15. 

Paul Voskar and Peter Neuman agreed, stating that this was the intention of the T statement. 

Paul suggested that we put a list together of core requirements, Alan Baldwin and Ian Harris agreed:

The following core requirements were drawn up.

· Midi is the starting point 1.0?

· Free of IPR

· Open Standard

· Optimization for SMS – efficient coding/compression

· Applicability considerations for MMS

Paul Voskar suggested that an Ad-hoc might be needed.

Vector Graphics:
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011062
	Line Drawing Data Size Report
	Bijitec
	Noted


Discussion:

Dave Chen presented the document

Paul asked about the comparison. Dave stated that Bijitec’s document only shows the results for coding the sample images in Bijitec format.

Barry asked where the other data size information is, as he was under the impression a comparison of all the formats was asked for by the Ad-hoc.

Ian pointed out that the document gives facts about the Bijitec sizes, and that these facts could be useful in the comparison.

Casper asked when the document was posted. Dave responded that the document was posted Monday 26th November.

Paul did not see an issue with what Bijitec had done.

Paul asked about IPR with the Bijitec proposal. Bijitec stated that their proposal was Completely royalty free.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011045
	A compression method for SVG content
	Ericson, Nokia, Siemens, ZOOMON
	Noted


Discussion:

Casper presented the document.

Ian Harris asked about the static images section of the report. Questioning particularly the sizes of the files called Forest and AtSleep. He asked whether this could be compared between the Bijitec solution and the ZoomOn solution. Casper stated that some geometry differences exist between the two formats.

Barry asked whether ZoomOn used the original test vectors from Rome. Casper stated that he did not believe that the comparison is like for like since the other companies did not necessarily have a SVG XML parser, and must have used some other way of getting images into their own formats.

Dave stated that for the test report we should look at image size and rendering quality.
Dave observed that the feather drawing is part of a Motorola drawing “wisdompen”
Paul asked how we could compare the formats?
Peter Neuman asked about the quality of the image when scaling. 

Gwenael asked about the licensing of CVG. Casper responded that it was royalty free.

Motorola pointed out that fidelity of the drawings was important. Indicating a difference in the rendering of the forest image.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011046
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Vector Graphics Format for EMS
	Ericson, Nokia, Siemens, ZOOMON
	Noted


Discussion:

Casper presented the CR.

Conclusion:

Noted 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011072
	iSketch overview
	Motorola
	Noted


Discussion:

Motorola presented the document.

Paul asked whether any data for compression was available for this proposed format.

Ian expressed disappointment that the agreement for comparison that was made in Rome was not carried through. Paul Agreed, adding that it was left to the companies involved deciding on a set of criteria and test images.

Peter Neuman stated that it was difficult to compare the different standards, as they seemed to be aimed at different things. Ian stated that it was agreed in Rome that the test images would be used, and he asks why two companies did not produce results for this meeting.

Dave Chen asked that a consensus be made on what was required for EMS.

Paul asked whether the T2 chairman was contacted by SA4 with regard to vector graphics.

Conclusion:

Noted
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011061
	Line Drawing Messaging Overview
	Bijitec
	Noted


Discussion:

Dave Chen presented the document. 

Gwenael asked about alignment of images and text. Dave answered that the text could be moved around the images. 

Conclusion:

Noted
General Vector Graphics Discussion:

Casper talked about the differences between the CVG based proposal and the Bijitec proposal.

Barry asked about the difference between compression and optimisation.

Gwenael stated that he thought that all of the formats were lossy compression, and that the primary aim was to chose the best format that gave a good compromise between image quality and transmitted size.

Randall asked about the library of data available. Casper stated that Adobe tools produce SVG content.

Manu (Motorola) pointed out that authoring tools would use plug-ins.

Barry pointed out that whatever format was chosen tools would be available that can produce the content.

Pascal asked about WBXML and the difference between CVG. Casper stated that the information was available in the contribution.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011072
	ISketch overview
	Motorola
	Noted


Discussion:

Manu presented the document.

Several delegates pointed out that since each manufacturer had done different optimizations then it was very hard to compare different formats.

Conclusion:

Noted
General Vector Graphics Discussion:

Day2:

Alan suggested that we send an LS to SA4 asking them to review the Vector Graphics and Midi Cr’s.

Randall disagreed stating that he thought that SA4 would only be interested in MMS. Azadeh disagreed with Randall stating that it was even more important for a good decision to be made for EMS since the format needed to be concise.

Gwenael proposed that an LS is sent to SA4 requesting a joint Adhoc in January.

Arthur pointed out that he thought that sending anything to SA4 would introduce a delay and that would be hurtful to the industry.

Barry disagreed and wanted to know why we could not just produce figures,

Stephan was not sure that SA4 knew enough about EMS, but thought that they were able to decide on codecs.

Alan proposed that maybe a joint Adhoc meeting might get a better result.

Peter Freitag (Siemens) agreed.

Paul Voskar stated that the discussions on a joint Adhoc pre-suppose that SA4 can attend. Gwenael said that if SA4 cannot attend then the SWG3 EMS Adhoc should go ahead anyway. 

Day3:

A discussion took place on what the requirements would be for a Vector Graphics solution in EMS.

The group agreed that the files (in SVG format) that the proposing companies already have distributed after the meeting in Rome would be suitable for the purposes of comparison.

The group agreed that four sizes of image 40x32, 80x64, 160x160, 320x240 would be used to compare the output in GIF or BMP format. Arthur Gidlow will collate the output into a single document for comparison at the Ad-hoc.

It is agreed that animations (dynamic) may be used in the comparison.

Gwenael asked about Chinese character suitability, it was suggested that a sample Chinese character at a small resolution (18x18) maybe added to the comparison.

It was agreed that the compression ratio of the Vector format is of high priority.

It was agreed that building on open standards was of a lower priority.

The delegates did not agree that existent content tools should be easily able to produce content to EMS, they did not agree that a migration path from EMS to MMS was needed. It was not agreed

It was agreed that it was essential that any proposed CR was technically complete.

It was agreed that any CR should be technically realisable in Rel-5.

It was agreed that delegates would produce the data above and send it to Arthur Gidlow by the end of the 21st December (Pacific Time). Arthur will distribute the data on the 24th December. This should allow delegates time to comment on any proposal before the proposed Ad-hoc.

Other - Editorial Corrections:
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011025
	CR 23.040 R99: Editorial Correction section 9.2.3.6
	NTT DoCoMo
	Deferred 

	T2-011026
	CR 23.040 Rel-4: Editorial Correction section 9.2.3.6
	NTT DoCoMo
	Deferred

	T2-011027
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Editorial Correction section 9.2.3.6
	NTT DoCoMo
	Deferred 


Discussion:

NTT Docomo presented this CR (and derivatives).

Peter Freitag commented that he was not happy with the CR because without sending an RP_ACK the MS will re-send the message.

Arthur explained the situation, and asked the NTT Docomo delegate to explain the problematic situation. The NTT Docomo delegate explained the problem.

Arthur asked about the impact on existing mobile terminals of the proposed change. NTT Docomo said that this conflict 

Gwenael said that he was sure that there was a conflict in the specification. Several delegates agreed, and asked about the interoperability aspects, expressing concerns about interoperability with old terminals.

Randall asked whether this was a problem that was exhibited in the field. Docomo stated that the problem exhibits itself if the billing mechanism is setup on the RP_ACK. Arthur Added that pre-pay billing also sometimes bills in this way.

The general feeling that there was a problem with the specification, and that delegates wished to check on the impact of this specification problem.

The group thanked NTT Docomo for raising the problem.

Conclusion:

The group agreed that there is an inconsistency, and wished more time to discuss this issue. The item shall be deferred for e-mail discussion and the outcome presented at the next T2

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011004
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Editorial changes of Data Format Delivery Request
	Siemens
	Agreed


Discussion:

Peter Freitag presented this CR

Conclusion:

Agreed

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011154
	CR23.040 Correction on SMS Information Element Data Length
	Alcatel
	Template Agreed New CR’s to change applicable versions


Discussion:

Gwenael presented this CR

Peter Freitag pointed out this inconsistency dates back to GSM ETSI specifications. Gwenael asked whether this could be changed by 3GPP. Paul believed that it was within 3GPP’s mandate, but urged Gwenael to check with Freidhelm. 

Conclusion:

Agreed

The group agreed the content; Gwenael will create new CR’s to cover all versions of the specifications.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011108
	Deletion of GSM 01.04 reference
	MCC
	Agreed


Discussion:

Arthur presented this CR

Conclusion:

Agreed

Other - Interoperability:
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011068
	CR 23.040 IEI Classification
	Motorola
	Agreed


Discussion:

Randall presented this CR.

Gwenael asked why compression control could not be repeated. Randall thought that whilst it may be technically possible to repeat these elements, it was better to enforce compression in a single contiguous block.

The category is missing from the change request

Conclusion:

Agreed

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011065
	CR 23.040 EO Positioning
	Motorola
	Revised as T2-011166


Discussion:

Randall presented this CR

Paul thought that this was an implementation issue, and was not sure that it should be mandate in the specification.

Peter thought that the CR was useful for clarification. 

Gwenael thought that this would make a good recommendation for content providers, but questioned whether this was needed in the standard. Gwenael asked what would happen if the content did not match the specifications. Delegates suggested that the content in “illegal” IE’s would be rejected.

There was a suggestion that this be made an advisory note.

Gwenael said that if it were to be a normative statement then there would be need to be a description of what to do in cases that do not conform.

The delegates agreed that the changes should be of the form of an explanatory note. 

Conclusion:

Revised as T2-011166

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011066
	CR 23.040 Object Distribution Clarrification
	Motorola
	Rejected


Discussion:

Randall presented the document.

Barry asked about the overriding of the Object distribution Indicator inside a compression object.

Gwenael asked why this was needed, as only Rel-5 objects are included in the compression stream, and all rel-5 Extended objects have an integral ODI attribute.

Conclusion:

Rejected

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011064
	CR 23.040 Data Format Delivery Request Cmd
	Motorola
	Revised as T2-011155


Discussion:

Randall presented the document.

Ian asked about the reference to 23.038, Randall stated that the DCS used marks the message for automatic deletion.

Joop expressed concerns about the privacy of information. Randall stated that no information that was confidential was conveyed by the returned information. The Data format delivery request indicator can already deliver the information requested.

Ian asked whether the response comes back in the RP_ACK. Randall responded that it did.

Paul commented that the CR is a new Feature and the category maybe wrong. 

Peter Freitag commented that the term SMS-Delivery PDU should be SMS_DELIVER_REPORT. Peter asked the intention of the message being discarded. Randall pointed out that the terminal would probably not want to store these messages.

Peter asked what would happen if other Elements were included in the message. Randall repsonded that he envisaged only network SME sending this data, it was not envisaged that terminals would send this. 

Gwenael pointed out that explicitly stating the DCS value might not be a good idea if the 23.038 specification changed. Arthur suggested that the words from 23.038 might be included instead of the value.

Gwenael said that the term SC should perhaps be replaced with SME. He felt that it might not be a SC that originates the message.

Questions were raised about the return path. Ian Harris suggested that the CR places no requirement on the SMSC. Joop disagreed. Ian pointed out that any IE value is optional, and the SMSC can decide whether to reject the message or not if it does not support the IE. 

Joop asked whether it was possible to return user data attached to RP_ACK and RP_ERROR. Peter Freitag and Arthur Gidlow said that it is possible, but it is not widely used.

Gwenael pointed out that the IEI Data lengths 9.2.3.24 allow IEI Data lengths only to be 1 to “n” octets. This is in conflict with the CR that uses a 0 length IEI. Randall pointed that this inconsistency already exists with section 9.2.3.24.7. The group agreed that a CR should be raised to correct this. Gwenael will do this in T2-011154.

Paul asked about the backward compatibility of this CR. Randall stated that older terminals will not recognize this IE, and will therefore be ignored.

Randall will revise the existing document T2-011155

Conclusion:

Revised as T2-011155

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011155
	CR 23.040 Extended Object Data Request Command
	Motorola
	Deferred


Discussion:

Randall presented the CR.

Peter Freitag suggested a modification to cover the case where a SM contains only this IE, allowing the short message to be discarded.

Ville expressed concerns about the behavior of this particular IE, since it appears to affect SMSC. Randall answered that the implementation is left open.

Ville asked about information being exchanged between different network subscribers, and is this supported currently by SMSC vendors. Randall pointed out that no confidential information is being exchanged, and that its is not currently implemented.

Joop expressed concerns about the implications on the SMSC since the SMS-DELIVER-REPORT is being changed. Randall pointed out that user data could already be included in an SMS-DELIVER-REPORT.

Joop pointed out that this specification defines an interface between the SMSC and SME. Arthur believed that this type of thing is already carried out in an SMS-DELIVER-REPORT.

Joop (CMG) and Paul (Nokia) pointed out that they had reservations about the CR.

Joop suggested that changes could be made elsewhere to achieve the same result in a shorter timescale, Randall questioned whether this would cause problems with billing mechanisms.

Joop said that he would be in favour of achieving this using a MO message, as he was not against the principle of EMS inter-operability.

Conclusion:

The CR is deferred to an e-mail discussion to be started by Randall Grund of Motorola

CBS documents:
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011024
	CR 23.041: Clarification on the use of Message IDs in multi-technology networks
	Siemens
	Agreed


Discussion:

Peter Freitag presented this document.

Randall asked whether the category is correct. Ville stated that for Rel-4 it needs to be a correction.

Conclusion:

Agreed

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011090
	Request for clarification about WDP over CBS
	CMG/Swapcom
	Noted


Discussion:

Joop presented this document.

Randall suggested that we note this document and move on.

Conclusion:

Noted

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011092
	CR 23.038: User Data Header support over CB
	Magic4
	Revised as T2-011168


Discussion:

This document had an incorrect header sheet, and was submitted late. The group briefly looked at it.

Ville asked why EMS is mentioned, as there are no requirements from SA1 for EMS over CBS. Some changes were made to the document to remove references to EMS.

Peter Freitag pointed out that only DCS values defined by the WAP forum may be used. Randall asked whether this CR was introducing two changes.

Peter Freitag stated that SA1 had rejected EMS over CB, but this seems to be a back door route to achieve the same thing via the WAP forum.

Conclusion:

Revised as T2-011168

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011166
	Support of User data Header structure in CBS
	CMG
	Deferred


Discussion:

Joop presented this document.

Conclusion:

Deferred

Detailed Report from SWG3-MMS sessions:

Prioritisation of 3GPP MMS Rel-5 Work Items
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011057
	Priority of SWG3 MMS work until T2#16, February 2002
	SWG3 chair
	revised in T2-011097


Josef (SWG3 chair) presents the document.
Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011097
	Priority of SWG3 MMS work until T2#16, February 2002
	SWG3 chair
	Revised T2-011057


Josef (SWG3 chairman) presents the document.
Discussion:

Some companies complain about their views in respect of prioritisation not being reflected in the document. A discussion follows giving companies the opportunity to make comments and express their views on the list of prioritisations. “Addressing Resolution/Mobile Number Portability” is added as a new work task to the list. Ville points out that SA4 is responsible for media types/formats and presentation. Some delegates see the need to write an LS to SA4 on standardised presentation language based on the discussions in SWG3. Openwave supports this approach in order to take care of interoperability. BLU: The uncertainty about work in SA4 (are they working on presentation languages?) would justify an LS. 

It is agreed to send an LS from T2 to SA4 indicating that T2 sees the need to have a presentation language standardised for 3GPP MMS Rel-5. Vasilis volunteers to prepare such an LS. T2 might have to revisit this topic if SA4 does not come up with an answer.

The following work items have been assigned high priority:

1. Address resolution/MNP,

2. MM4: enhanced interworking issues,

3. MM7: interworking with VAS applications,

4. network based mailbox model in MMSE (persistent storage),

5. USIM and USAT aspects of MMS,

6. Support for SA5 on MMS charging

The following work items have been assigned medium priority:

7. MM3 interworking with external messaging systems (e.g. with e-mail systems) ( Rel-5 (if feasible)

The following work items (listed here in alphabetical order) have been assigned low priority, some of them might be postponed to 3GPP MMS Rel-6:

· enhanced charging methods

· enhancements for addressing

· extended MMS User Agent capabilities

· security enhancements

· streaming

· User Profile mechanisms

For the time being the Non-Wap 1.x implementation of MM1 is pending until discussion on Wednesday, i.e. this issue can be appear at any bullet point of this list later on. The classification of media types/formats and presentation depends on the reply-LS from SA4.

Conclusion:

Noted.

Bug Fixes for MMS Rel-4
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011023
	MM4 Bug Fixes (Rel-4)
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

According to 23.140 Rel-4 the originator MMS Relay/Server is responsible for retaining an MM until the earliest desired time of delivery. SWG3 sees no reason for conveying the corresponding information element on the MM4 reference point to the recipient MMS Relay/Server.

Conclusion:

Rejected. Eskil is asked to prepare a new document T2-011111.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011111
	MM4 Bug Fixes (Rel-4)
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

No comments.
Conclusion:

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011119
	MM4 Bug Fixes (Rel-5)
	Ericsson
	Mirror-CR for Rel-5 to T2-011111


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011006
	CR 23.140 Rel-4 Forwarding Counter
	Logica
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Padraig (Logica) presents the document.
Discussion:

Minor comments.

Conclusion:

Agreed in principle. Padraig is asked to provide a revised version in T2-011112.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011112
	CR 23.140 Rel-4 Forwarding Counter
	Logica
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Padraig (Logica) presents the document.
Discussion:

No comments.

Conclusion:

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011007
	CR 23.140 Rel-5 Forwarding Counter
	Logica
	CR to Rel-5 of category A


Padraig (Logica) presents the document.
Discussion:

Minor comments.

Conclusion:

Agreed in principle. Padraig is asked to provide a revised version in T2-011113.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011113
	CR 23.140 Rel-5 Forwarding Counter
	Logica
	CR to Rel-5 of category A


Padraig (Logica) presents the document.
Discussion:

No comments.

Conclusion:

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011008
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Forwarding Addresses-Date-Time
	Logica
	revised in T2-01109


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011009
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Forwarding Addresses-Date-Time
	Logica
	revised in T2-01110


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011063
	CR 23.140 Rel-4 Correction of the Forwarding Feature
	Siemens
	revised in T2-01109


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011109
	CR to 23.140 Rel-4 Forwarding Feature
	Siemens, Logica
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Padraig (Logica) presents the document.
Discussion:

Some comments are expressed by Nokia on the use of the term “may” and on the formats of the addresses and dates.

Conclusion:

Rejected. Action item to Padraig and Andreas to come up with a revised version of this document in T2-011126. 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011110
	CR to 23.140 Rel-5 Forwarding Feature
	Siemens, Logica
	Mirror-CR for Rel-5 to T2-011109


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Rejected. Action item to Padraig and Andreas to come up with a mirror CR to document T2-011126.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011126
	CR to 23.140 Rel-4 Forwarding Feature
	Siemens, Logica
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Andreas (Siemens) presents the document.
Discussion:

What happens when a MMS Relay/Server deletes some of the entries in the “previously-sent-by” information element? Maybe this needs to be clarified. The header value “address” is questioned.

Conclusion:

This CR is agreed in principle, but the addressing issue has to be worked on by Padraig, Andreas, Soeren and Ville. Andreas volunteers to provide new versions of this CR in DRAFT-T2-011128 and DRAFT-T2-011129, to be created after the meeting via e-mail.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011005
	Reply-LS to WAP WAG MMDC on Forwarding Issues
	Logica
	Reply-LS to WAP Forum


Padraig (Logica) presents the document.
Discussion:

Some minor editorial changes are discussed.

Conclusion:

A revised version can be found in document number T2-011117.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011117
	Reply-LS to WAP WAG MMDC on Forwarding Issues
	Logica
	Reply-LS to WAP Forum


Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011036
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Address hiding outside MMS
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion: -

Conclusion:

Rejected. Action Item to Josef to come up with a revised version of this CR.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011042
	LS to WAP Forum MMDC on reply-charging
	Siemens
	Reply-LS to WAP Forum


Andreas (Siemens) presents the document.
Discussion:

The chairman points out that it is not allowed to include documents within a document anymore. It is agreed to restrict the LS to Rel-4 issues only.

Conclusion:

Noted. A revised version of this document can be found in T2-011118.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011118
	LS to WAP Forum MMDC on reply-charging
	Siemens
	Reply-LS to WAP Forum


Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011103
	Changes on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Christian (Materna) presents the document.
Discussion:

Questions are raised why the message ID in the MM4_forward.RES abstract message can be deleted and what the status text in the MM1_read_reply_originator.REQ abstract message is good for. Christian explains. Most delegates think that the message ID should not be deleted due to backwards compatibility problems. Vasilis sees a use case for the status text information element, but Miraj is worried that the status text could be used fraudulently by a user, because it is conveyed end-to-end and could be used for sending short messages.

Conclusion:

Rejected. The chairman would like to see Christian preparing two new documents, including a mirror CR.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011120
	Changes on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages (revised T2-011103)
	Materna
	CR to Rel-4 of category F


Christian (Materna) presents the document.
Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011121
	Changes on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages Rel-5 (revised T2-011103)
	Materna
	CR to Rel-5 of category F


Christian (Materna) presents the document. This document is noted.

The category of this CR is changed. A revised version can be found in T2-011127.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011127
	Changes on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages Rel-5 (revised T2-011121)
	Materna
	CR to Rel-5 of category A


Approved.

Bug Fixes for MMS Rel-5
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011012
	ESMTP Message size declaration
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

A controversial discussion arises. The interesting parties are invited to discuss this issue further.

Conclusion:

Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011015
	Read Status Codes
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category C


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Some comments result in a slightly modified version. Eskil is to prepare two new CRs: one to Rel-4 (T2-011200) and one mirror CR to Rel-5 (T2-011201).

Conclusion:

Agreed in principle.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011200
	Read Status Codes
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-4 of category C


Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011201
	Read Status Codes
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category A


Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011018
	MM4 forwarding failure
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Eskil volunteers to prepare a revised version of this document via e-mail.

Conclusion:

Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011010
	Clarification of request status codes over MM4
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Intention is to to make the meaning of status codes more clearly. Concerns about backwards compatibility problem. It is suggested that old Rel-4 error codes should be marked as “not valid anymore” in the new list. Jerry, Vasilis: mapping of SMTP error codes should be envisaged based on operator input and Ville’s presentation. The chairman asks all interesting parties to provide input for the next meeting.

Conclusion:

Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011016
	Improved Request Status Codes over MM4
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category C


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Eskil volunteers to prepare a revised version of this document via e-mail. Aim is to provide input for the next meeting.

Conclusion:

Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011013
	MM4 bug fixes (mirror CR)
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category A


No presentation. Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011202
	MM4 routing
	Nokia
	Presentation


Ville (Nokia) presents his document.
Discussion:

Action Item: Eskil, Vasilis and Ville are to draft an LS to IREG, Cc: SA1, SA2 and SerG.

Conclusion:

Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011017
	Functionality Handling over MM1 and MM4
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Address Hiding and Reply-Charging service behaviour descriptions are affected by this document. A long and controversial discussion arises. Some delegates ask how the proposed mechanism works and when queries to the MMS Relay/Server should be done. Rami sees the risk that both originator and recipient MMS Relay/Server send back report saying not the same thing. A statement about not sending the MM if a negative report comes back is missing. The chairman asks all interesting parties to sit together and provide input for the next meeting. Basic question: is it necessary to separate this CR into MM1 and MM4 issues? SWG3 agrees to work only on one combined CR covering both MM1 and MM4. Openwave is requesting feedback from the operators on SMTP issue. Rami would like to see Vasilis to join Ville who is writing an LS to the operators, because some of them might not take a look into the meeting minutes.
Conclusion:

Rejected.

Non-WAP 1.x implementation of MM1 for MMS Rel-5
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011053
	CR 23.140 (MM1 Technical realization based on existing IETF Messaging Protocols)
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011084
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Technical Realisation of MM1 Interface based on tunnelled SMTP and IMAP protocols
	SchlumbergerSema, Comverse
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011098
	Alternative MM1 implementation for Release 5
	Various companies
	Document for Discussion


Marina (Schlumberger/SEMA) presents the document.

Discussion:

Josef asks the delegates to read this document carefully as a preparation for the discussion about this topic which is scheduled to take place on Wednesday. Ville would like to see the names of all the supporting companies in the source field rather than “various companies”. Vasilis complains that not all of his comments are included. Marina does not agree, from her point of view all of Openwave’s comments are included without any changes. Rami says that this document does reflect different views from different companies and that no common agreement has been achieved on this document. Josef proposes to use “SWG3 chairman” as a new document source instead of “various companies”. Document T2-011098 is withdrawn. Vasilis points out that Openwave’s position is not reflected clear enough in this document. Thus he does not want to see Openwave as a supporting company in the source field of this document. Rami asks Openwave to prepare a new document before Wednesday providing their views on this topic.

Conclusion:

Some companies emphasize that no common agreement has been achieved on either the criteria or the assessment made in this document. A revised version of this document is assigned document number T2-011102. Discussion is to be resumed on Wednesday afternoon.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011102
	Alternative MM1 implementation for Release 5
	Various companies
	Document for Discussion


Discussion:

Delegates are urged to carefully study this document before the discussions on Non-WAP 1.x implementation take place.

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010917
	LS from WAP Forum on non-WAP 1.x MMS implementation
	WAP WAG MMDC
	Incoming LS from WAP Forum


Soeren (Motorola, WAP Forum Liasion Officer) presents the document.
Discussion:

The need to approach the IETF on URIs mentioned in the document is questioned by Rami. Vasilis asks if vendors that do not want to implement the “WAP stack” on their handsets can make use of a future WAP MMS implementation or if this approach is not feasible at all due to remaining dependencies of WAP MMS on other parts of the WAP specifications, e.g. WAP UA Prof or WAP PUSH.

Conclusion:

SWG3 might come back to this document on Wednesday afternoon. Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010919
	LS on MMDC’s process and target for WAP MMS
	WAP WAG MMDC
	Incoming LS from WAP Forum


Soeren (Motorola, WAP Forum Liasion Officer) presents the document.
Discussion:

Questions arose about some terminology used in this LS and about MMDC’s statement on their optimistic view regarding the time frame of future MMS work aiming to incorporate 3GPP’s MMS Rel-5 requirements.

Conclusion:

Noted. SWG3 might come back to this document.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011237
	LS from GSMA MSIG regarding the MMS standardisation of MM1 Release 5
	CN5
	


Discussion: 

Conclusion:

Noted.

Digital Rights Management
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010896
	Initial comments on digital rights management
	SA3
	Incoming LS from SA3


Josef (SWG3 chairman) presents the document.

Discussion:

Ian and Josef think that SA3 does not expect a response from SWG3. According to Vasilis SA1 is responsible for DRM requirements in 3GPP. Rami agrees that we are not asked to do anything.

Conclusion:

This document is noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010909
	Liasion Statement on digital rights management
	Openwave
	Incoming LS from SA1


Vasilis (Openwave) presents the document. Basic Statement: SA1 is planning to work on DRM for Rel-6, not for Rel-5.

Discussion:

Rami: we are not asked to do anything.

Conclusion:

This document is noted.

Addressing in MMS
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010913
	Liaison Statement on E.164 addressing support for MMS
	SA2
	Incoming LS from SA2


Rami (Comverse) presents the document.
Discussion:

Josef: There is no action required from SWG3.

Conclusion:

This document is noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011037
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Address hiding outside MMS
	Ericsson
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Rejected.

IMS Identifiers
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010915
	LS on IMS identifiers
	CN1
	Incoming LS from CN1


Josef (SWG3 chairman) presents the document.
Discussion:

Ileana says we should take this document into consideration when we discuss the Nokia contribution proposing a new annex for both connectivity and user preferences parameters to 3GPP TS 23.140.

Conclusion:

This document is noted.

Billing and network aspects concerning Multimedia Messagging Interworking
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010916
	Billing and network aspects concerning Multimedia Messagging Interworking
	SMS Steering committee
	Incoming LS from GSMA BARG


Ian (Vodafone) presents the document.
Discussion:

Is SWG3 expected to give feedback on this document? Ian does not think so, because the GSMA BARG#55 meeting is scheduled to take place this week in parallel to T2#15. Vasilis says that SWG3 should regard this document as a request for a joint effort on billing issues. Petri agrees and volunteers to prepare an answer. Rami objects to handling this topic during this week’s meeting, because it is a new work item and not on our list of high priority work items. Ileana is in favour of figuring out impact of content type on charging for IMS. Rami: MMS does not go through IMS; therefore IMS is of no interest for us.

Conclusion:

This document is noted. Action item to Petri to prepare a reply-LS to GSMA BARG.

Address Resolution
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011122
	LS to CN4 cc SA2 on MSISDN address resolution for MMS using MAP operations
	CMG
	


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011099
	LS to SERG IREG EC SA2 on Address Resolution in MMS - Reply to SerG LS on E164 Address Scheme
	Comverse
	revised in T2-011150


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011150
	LS to SERG IREG EC SA2 on Address Resolution in MMS - Reply to SerG LS on E164 Address Scheme
	Comverse
	revised T2-011099


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011050
	3GPP MMS MSISDN Address Resolution
	Openwave
	Presentation


Vasilis (Openwave) presents the document.
Discussion:

Rami: the details of the IMSI solution has to be worked on further. Concerns are raised if the proposal is putting a barrier (additional delay) to number portability. Aram asks if the proposed mechanism could cause problems in cases where the MMS Service Provider is not identical to the network operator. 

Conclusion:

SWG3 agrees to work on three different approaches for address resolution in MMS Rel-5 as follows: ENUM is one approach and two interim IMSI solutions (direct MNP and indirect MNP) are regarded to be suitable as a second approach. Aram is requested to provide input for the indirect MNP IMSI approach. The presentation is noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011051
	3GPP MMS MSISDN Address Resolution
	Openwave
	CR to Rel-5 of category F


Vasilis (Openwave) presents the document.
Discussion:

Aram proposes changes to the picture. Rami supports this CR in principle, but sees the need for further work, even if the proposed mechanism is regarded just as an interim solution. A normative annex is regarded to be the right way to proceed.

Conclusion:

SWG3 does agree in principle to this CR. All interested parties (Aram, Petri, Rami, Vasilis) are invited to draft a new version via e-mail aiming to provide a final CR for the next MMS meeting. Making the annex normative means that everyone implementing this optional feature has to stick to the annex. Aram volunteers to write an LS to CN4 (cc: SA2) requesting to make MAP send IMSI operations mandatory.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011088
	CR 23.140: Before a proper solution for addressing is available
	KT ICOM
	CR to Rel-4 of category C


Josef (SWG3 chair) presents the document.
Discussion:

Rami says KT ICOM is pointing out a very important issue and that SWG3 should discuss this CR in detail via e-mail.

Conclusion:

Rejected. This CR shall be taken as a basis for the e-mail discussion lead by Rami.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011125
	MSIG Member Statement to 3GPP T2 regarding the standardisation of addressing
	KPN
et altera
	


Menno (KPN) presents the document.
Discussion:

Menno is asked to check this issue with other operators and to come with a new document.

Conclusion:

Noted.

MM7 interworking with VASP applications
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011032
	Use cases for VAS
	Telia
	for discussion


Henrik (Telia) presents the document.
Discussion:

Setting up the first VAS between a Service Provider (network operator)and a VASP is not supported with Rel-5 of MM7. It is agreed to keep this document as a living document for VAS use cases. The title should not be changed in future to avoid confusion (T-doc number will change with every updated version). At this time no official LS is written.
Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011087
	CR 23.140: MMS Abstract Messages
	Comverse
	revised in T2-011203


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011203
	CR 23.140 REL-5 MM7 abstract messages
	Comverse
	revised T2-011087


Jerry (Comverse) presents the document.
Discussion:

Concerns are raised about statements in section 7. Josef says this document could serve as a basis for further discussions. Nokia cannot agree on some of the features (e.g. profiles, authentification details). Nevertheless, Petri can finally agrees that this document can serve as a basis for future work. Josef points out that MM7 has definitely to be on the agenda of the first of the planned Ad-Hoc. Rami: It was a big mistake not to include all the framework functions (authentication, encryption and so on) that are needed for Rel-5, but we will be running out of time. Rami apologizes for not having noticed this problems earlier and asks other participants for support on the work of the basic framework part. Openwave is rethinking its position on MM7 protocols (maybe PAP will be regarded as suitable).
Conclusion:

Comverse is to lead the discussion on the messaging part and Materna to lead the discussion on the framework part aiming to prepare a CR. Josef (SWG3 chairman) asks the parties to come to a conclusion via e-mail by December 10th, 2001. Rami is to lead the discussion on protocols and to report the outcome by December 15th.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011033
	CR 23.140 Rel-5 (MM7 additions)
	Telia
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Henrik (Telia) presents the document. Rejected.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011041
	MM7 issues
	Logica
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Padraig (Logica) presents the document. Noted.
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011040
	MM7 issues
	Logica
	for discussion


Padraig (Logica) presents the document. Noted.
Final discussion on MM1 in order to come to a consensus and avoid the T2 VOTE
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011052
	3GPP MMS based on existing IETF messaging protocols
	Openwave
	Presentation


Vasilis (Openwave) presents the document.
Discussion:

see below
Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011208
	suggested compromise on non-WAP 1.x MM1
	SWG3 chair
	for discussion


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011209
	2nd suggested compromise on non-WAP 1.x MM1
	SWG3 chair
	for discussion


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011054
	Multimedia Messaging Service
	Various companies
	for discussion


Vasilis (Openwave) presents the document.
Discussion:

see below
Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011055
	Release 5 MMS Implementation
	BT
	for discussion


Kevin (MMO2) presents the document.

Discussion:

see below
Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011204
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn


Discussion: 

Rami objects against the presentation of this document under the title “MSIG Members Statements…”, because the title is misleading: Comverse and Omnitel Vodafone do not support the statements in this document although being MSIG members. The title is changed. The new document is assigned document number T2-011205.
Conclusion:

withdrawn.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011205
	Statements on MM1 Interface v3.0
	Various companies
	for discussion


Menno (KPN) presents the document.

Conclusion:

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011083
	HTTP based solution for MM1
	Comverse
	Presentation


Rami (Comverse) presents the document.

Discussion:

NTT DoCoMo proposes to combine the different IETF-based proposals and to compare the combined IETF-based proposal to WAP, i.e. SWG3 would only have to discuss two instead of three different implementation proposals. Josef: let’s get the motivations sorted out: Why do some companies want to have an alternative implementation based on IETF? Rami delivers an objective summary. Very long discussions follow about work in WAPF, different protocols, persistent storage and other related issues. 

Conclusion:

Noted

An extensive debate on the pros and cons of the three proposals no conclusion could be drawn. As a way towards a compromise the SWG3 chairman suggested the following approach:

Suggestion #1

1. to add a normative reference to WAP specs into 23.140,

2. to endorse the tunneling of IMAP commands for inbox management (in order to avoid backwards compatibility problems),

3. to request from WAPF to take 2.) as basis to enable future extensions of inbox management with little standardisation effort,

4. to request from WAPF normative reference to 23.140 in WAPF specs

After long debate which did not result in a consensus, the SWG3 chairman carried out an informal show of hands in order to get an indication for the group’s opinion, including those companies that did not speak up during discussions. The compromise listed above is acceptable for 17 delegates, 12 delegates do not agree and 4 delegates abstain. Some delegates are in favour of removing bullet points #2 and #3 from the suggested list above.

After this it was discussed whether the group prefers to specify MMS MM1 stage 3 within 3GPP rather than by the WAP Forum. Again after lengthy discussions no consensus was reached. In order to also find out those companies’ opinion that did not speak up during discussions another indicative, informal show of hands upon the original motion (VOTE#1 “Shall 3GPP TSG T WG2 SWG3 specify an alternative Rel-5 3GPP MMS Stage 3 for MM1 in addition to the specifications that will be provided by the WAP Forum”) was held. Again it results in an almost 50/50 result: 20 delegates indicate “yes”, 22 indicate “no”.

Concerns were expressed that the tunneling of IMAP was not endorsed as the best solution and could therefore not be agreed upon. The suggestion for a compromise was therefore revised into:

Suggestion #2
1. to add a normative reference to WAP specs (successors 274, 275, 276) into 23.140,

2. to endorse inbox management,

3. to request from WAPF to enable future extensions of inbox management with little standardisation effort,

4. to request from WAPF normative reference to 23.140 in WAPF specs

But discussions about such a compromise did again not turn out into a consensus. Another indication for the groups opinion, including those companies that did not speak up during discussions, was felt necessary. An informal show of hands upon compromise #2 listed above is performed. This suggestion is acceptable for 20 delegates, whereas 19 delegates do not agree.

The decision finding process is stuck. Due to the high workload (still many outstanding work items to be discussed) SWG3 finally agrees not to spend any more time and energy on the MM1 issue. The discussion was suspended over night.

The following morning an additional attempt was made by SWG3 chairman to find a compromise in the hope that delegates might have changed their minds over night. Ville expresses his concerns about this proceeding. Rami however supports finding a compromise, because the situation right now is not satisfying for most delegates. The first suggestion was slightly changed, lenghtily debated but again could not be concluded upon:

Suggestion #1A
1. to add a normative reference to WAP specs (successors 274, 275, 276) into 23.140,

2. to endorse an IMAP-based (tunnel or direct) inbox management,

3. to request commitment from WAPF to take 2.) as a basis to enable future extensions of inbox management with little standardisation effort,

4. to request from WAPF normative reference to 23.140 in WAPF specs

An indication for the silent majority’s view was needed by another informal show of hands upon compromise #1A listed above. This suggestion is acceptable for 13 delegates, whereas 23 delegates do not agree.

Josef (SWG3 chairman) presents a “last resort” towards a compromise which can be found below:

Suggestion #3
1. Define 3GPP MMS MM1 Stage3 Rel-5,

2. Basis: copy-paste WAP specs 274/275/276 into 23.140,

3. Define extensions to these to support inbox management/persistent storage,

Conditions:

a) Get “ok” from T2 and T plenary for this approach

b) Request to extend MM1 Rel-5 until Q3/2002

c) Finalise other Rel-5 work until Q1/2002

d) Legal problems with WAPF?

Again discussions got stuck soon and the SWG3 chairman needed some indication for whether this last proposal for a compromise would be acceptable to the majority. An informal, indicative show of hands upon suggestion #3 listed above is performed which has the following result: the proposal is acceptable for 2 delegates, whereas the majority does not agree.

The SWG3 chairman concluded that whilst he noted many delegates had expressed a wish for a compromise, it seemed that after discussions on this lasting many days during several meetings and 4 different proposals for a compromise that a compromise would not be reached.

Due the situation being stuck at such a point, T2 chairman, initiates an informal show of hands on having a vote on the following motion at T2#15:

“Shall 3GPP TSG T2 deliver an alternative MM1 implementation in addition to the specifications that will be delivered by the WAP Forum for Rel-5?”

A number of 22 delegates are in favour of having a vote on the motion mentioned above, whereas 13 delegates are not.

MMS and USIM
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011100
	-
	-
	-


Withdrawn.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011210
	Storage of MMS parameters in the USIM
	T3 chairman
	Inofficial LS from T3


Andreas (Siemens) presents the document.
Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011030
	Discussion points to MMS and USIM
	Siemens
	For discussion


Andreas (Siemens) presents the document.
Discussion:

Size of notification: SWG3 states that more than 255 Bytes for a notification are possible, priority list of information elements to be stored could be envisaged, but even with this approach the notification can exceed the limit of 255 Bytes.

Flexibility to combine data: For the MMS user preferences the more flexible approach makes sense, so why not allow flexibility also for MMS Service Configuration Parameters and MMS Access Parameters? Thus SWG3 is in favour of figure 1 (full flexibility).
Conclusion:

Action Item: Andreas is to lead e-mail discussion (with Miraj, Volahanta and Soeren).

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011031
	Configuration of MMS-capable UEs
	Nokia
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Miraj (Nokia) presents the document.
Discussion:

It is agreed in principle to have such an annex in 23.140 Rel-5, but some delegates still see the need for a revised version that makes use of 3GPP terminology only (meaning of e.g. “NAP” is not clear).

Conclusion:

Miraj is to provide new version based on Vasilis’, Jerry’s and Volahanta’s comments in T2-011211. This CR is rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011211
	Configuration of MMS-capable UEs
	Nokia
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Miraj (Nokia) presents the document.
Discussion:

some minor comments.

Conclusion:

Approved.

Other outstanding issues
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011059
	Terminal Capability Negotiation
	Siemens
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Josef (Siemens) presents the document.
Discussion:

Some editorial changes are proposed and a discussion arises whether or not this CR is aiming to copy the MeXE model. In regards to streaming it is suggested to reference the corresponding 3GPP specification and to clarify of what type (static or dynamic content) the information in the profile is. Soeren suggests to contact the experts on User Agent Profile in WAP Forum. Rami supports this idea. Miraj says the header fields names that correspond to certain functionalities could be used alternatively in some cases in the MMS Relay/Server. Rami fears that such an approach could be Nokia specific and therefore interoperable. Other delegates (e.g. Ileana, Antonella, Henrik and Vasilis) see the need to make Terminal Capability Negotiation a mandatory feature. On the other hand: mandating it could be a waste of bandwidth, because the profile will contain a lot of static information. Most delegates see the need to make the Terminal Capability Negotiation functionality mandatory for both MMS User Agent and MMS Relay/Server. Nokia does not agree, because this functionality will primarily be used for content adaptation which is an optional feature according to MMS Stage 1.

Conclusion: 

Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011043
	Editorial clarification of the reply-charging service behaviour description
	Siemens
	CR to Rel-5 of category D


Andreas (Siemens) presents the document.
Discussion: -

Conclusion: -

Approved.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011011
	Header mapping
	Ericsson
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Eskil (Ericsson) presents the document.
Discussion:

Some information given in the tables would better fit in the WAP specifications.Delegates question if the given values are abstract enough. Eskil will prepare a new CR on this issue

Conclusion: Eskil volunteers toprepare a new CR on this issue.
Rejected.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011114
	LS to SA4 on MMS presentation format
	Openwave
	LS to SA1 and SA4


Vasilis (Openwave) presents the document.
Discussion:

Conclusion: Rami volunteers to provide a revised version in T2-011214.

Rejected. 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011212
	Routing of MMS traffic via MM4

	Nokia
	LS to IREG, cc: SERG, SA1 and SA2


Ville (Nokia) presents the document.
Discussion:

Conclusion: Josef (SWG3 chair) proposes to continue the discussion via e-mail. Ville volunteers to take care of the debate.

Rejected. 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011213
	MMS standardized presentation

Language


	BT
	CR to Rel-5 of category B


Kevin (BT) presents the document.
Discussion: 

Conclusion: Kevin says he had enough feedback to prepare a revision of this document.

Rejected. 

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011236
	Reply-LS on VASP MMS connectivity

	CN5
	Incoming LS from CN5


Josef (SWG3 chair) presents the document.
Discussion: 

Conclusion: any action is postponed to Rel-6.

Noted.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011214
	MMS Standardized Sequencing and Synchronization Language
	Comverse
	LS to SA1 and SA4


Rami (Comverse) presents the document.
Discussion: 

Delegates are proposing several changes. No consensus could be reached.
Conclusion:

Rejected. Action item to Miraj.

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011020
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Reference to CN3 specifications on RADIUS
	Nokia
	LS to SA1 and SA4


Discussion: 

Conclusion:

Approved.

media presentation:

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011034
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: SMIL
	Telia
	noted

	T2-011075
	Short SMIL Basic Introduction
	Telia
	noted

	T2-011079
	xHTML in MMS
	Openwave
	noted


Discussion:

These documents was not dealt with since SA4 was seen to be the more appropriate group to deal with presentation description for MMS. It was agreed to send an LS along these lines to SA4.

Conclusion:

All noted.

Security enhancements:
	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011047
	MMS Security services using USIM and S/MIME (doc file)
	GEMPLUS
	noted

	T2-011048
	MMS Security services using USIM and S/MIME (ppt file)
	GEMPLUS
	noted


Discussion:

These documents was not dealt with. According to the agreed upon priority list of work for REL-5 all discussions on security enhancements were postponed to REL-6.  

Conclusion:

All noted.
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	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011000
	draft agenda SWG3 at T2#15
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011001
	report of SWG3 at T2#15
	SWG3 chair
	This document

	T2-011078
	Discussion on MIME type registrations
	Alcatel
	Noted

	T2-011101
	approved agenda SWG3 at T2#15
	SWG3 chair
	approved


CBS documents

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011024
	CR 23.041: Clarification on the use of Message IDs in multi-technology networks
	Siemens
	Agreed

	T2-011090
	request for clarification about WDP over CBS
	CMG/Swapcom
	Noted

	T2-011092
	CR 23.038: User Data Header support over CB
	Magic4
	Revised as T2-011166


EMS documents

	Tdoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-011004
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Editorial changes of Data Format Delivery Request
	Siemens
	Agreed

	T2-011021
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: polyphony in EMS
	Digiplug
	Noted

	T2-011022
	Input statement on polyphony in EMS
	Digiplug
	Revised as T2-011153

	T2-011025
	CR 23.040 R99: Editorial Correction section 9.2.3.6
	NTT DoCoMo
	Deferred 

	T2-011026
	CR 23.040 Rel-4: Editorial Correction section 9.2.3.6
	NTT DoCoMo
	Deferred

	T2-011027
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Editorial Correction section 9.2.3.6
	NTT DoCoMo
	Deferred 

	T2-011035
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Clarification of LZSS compression for “EXTENDED OBJECTS” in EMS
	Magic4
	Revised as T2-011151

	T2-011038
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Standard Midi File Format (Polyphonic Sound) for EMS
	Ericsson


	Noted

	T2-011039
	Standard Midi File Format for EMS – Supporting Information
	Ericsson
	Noted

	T2-011045
	A compression method for SVG content
	Ericson, Nokia, Siemens, ZOOMON
	Noted

	T2-011046
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Vector Graphics Format for EMS
	Ericson, Nokia, Siemens, ZOOMON
	Noted

	T2-011060
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Line Drawing Object in EMS
	Bijitec
	Updated in T2-011152

	T2-011061
	Line Drawing Messaging Overview
	Bijitec
	Noted

	T2-011062
	Line Drawing Data Size Report
	Bijitec
	Noted

	T2-011064
	CR 23.040 Data Format Delivery Request Cmd
	Motorola
	Revised as T2-011155

	T2-011065
	CR 23.040 EO Positioning
	Motorola
	Revised as T2-011158

	T2-011066
	CR 23.040 Object Distribution Clarrification
	Motorola
	Rejected

	T2-011067
	CR 23.040 Service Shortcodes
	Motorola
	Noted

	T2-011068
	CR 23.040 IEI Classification
	Motorola
	Agreed

	T2-011069
	CR 23.040 EMS Polyphonic MIDI
	Motorola
	Noted

	T2-011070
	EMS MIDI
	Motorola
	Noted

	T2-011071
	CR 23.040 iSketch in EMS
	Motorola
	Noted

	T2-011072
	Isketch overview
	Motorola
	Noted

	T2-011073
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Subadressing
	Swapcom
	Noted

	T2-011074
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Alternate Return address
	Swapcom
	Noted

	T2-011076
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Support of polyphonic melodies in EMS
	Alcatel
	Noted

	T2-011077
	Discussion on the support of polyphonic melodies in EMS
	Alcatel
	Noted

	T2-011089
	Compression vectors
	Magic4
	Noted

	T2-011091
	Recommendations regarding polyphonic format for EMS R5
	France Telecom
	Noted

	T2-011093
	Input Statement from Bijitec
	Bijitec
	Noted

	T2-011094
	Discussions on Polyphony
	Digiplug
	Noted

	T2-011108
	Deletion of GSM 01.04 reference
	MCC
	Agreed

	T2-011151
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Clarification of LZSS compression for “EXTENDED OBJECTS” in EMS
	Magic4
	Agreed

	T2-011152
	CR 23.040 Rel-5: Line Drawing Object in EMS
	Bijitec
	Noted

	T2-011153
	Input statement on polyphony in EMS
	Digiplug
	Noted

	T2-011154
	CR23.040 Correction on SMS Information Element Data Length
	Alcatel
	Template for change revised in T2-011160 to T2-011164

	T2-011155
	CR 23.040 Extended Object Data Request Command
	Motorola
	Deferred to an e-mail discussion 

	T2-011156
	CR 23.040 Extended Object Data Request Command
	Motorola
	Deferred to an e-mail discussion

	T2-011157
	Vector Graphics Data Format Comparison (isketch)
	Motorola
	Noted

	T2-011158
	CR 23.040 EO Positioning
	Motorola
	Agreed

	T2-011159
	Common agreement on the support of Polyphony in EMS
	Alcatel, Ericsson, Motorola, Digiplug
	Agreed

	T2-011160
	CR 23.040 R97 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	Agreed

	T2-011161
	CR 23.040 R98 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	Agreed

	T2-011162
	CR 23.040 R99 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	Agreed

	T2-011163
	CR 23.040 R4 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	Agreed

	T2-011164
	CR 23.040 R5 Correction on SMS Information Data Length
	Alcatel
	Agreed

	T2-011165
	Selection of Data Formats for Vector Graphics
	TEMC2
	Agreed

	T2-011166
	Support of User data Header structure in CBS
	CMG
	Deferred

	T2-011167
	NOT ALLOCATED
	
	

	T2-011168
	NOT ALLOCATED
	
	

	T2-011169
	NOT ALLOCATED
	
	


SWG3-MMS documents

	TDoc
	Title


	Source
	Comment 

	T2-010896
	LS from SA3: "Initial comments on digital rights management "
	S3-010532
	Noted

	T2-010909
	LS from SA1 on DRM
	SA1
	Noted

	T2-010913
	LS from SA2 on E.164 addressing support for MMS
	SA2
	Noted

	T2-010915
	LS from N1 on IMS identifiers N1-011768
	N1-011768
	Noted

	T2-010916
	LS from BARG: Billing and network aspects concerning Multimedia Messagging Interworking
	BARG
	Noted

	T2-010917
	LS from WAP Forum on non-WAP 1.x MMS implementation
	WAP MMDC
	Noted

	T2-010919
	LS from WAP MMDC on MMDC’s process and target for WAP MMS
	WAP MMDC
	Noted

	T2-011005
	LS reply to WAP WAG MMDC: Forwarding Issues
	Logica
	revised in T2-010117

	T2-011006
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Forwarding Counter
	Logica
	revised in T2-011112

	T2-011007
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Forwarding Counter
	Logica
	revised in T2-011113

	T2-011008
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Forwarding Addresses-Date-Time
	Logica
	revised in T2-011109

	T2-011009
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Forwarding Addresses-Date-Time
	Logica
	revised in T2-011110

	T2-011010
	CR 23.140: Clarification of request status codes over MM4
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011011
	CR 23.140: MM1-MM4 header mapping
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011012
	CR 23.140: ESMTP message size declaration
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011013
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: MM4 bug fixes
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011014
	CR 23.140: MMS version end-to-end
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	T2-011015
	CR 23.140: Read status codes
	Ericsson
	revised in T2-011200 / T2-011201

	T2-011016
	CR 23.140: Improved Request Status Codes over MM4
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011017
	CR 23.140: Functionality Handling over MM4 and MM1
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011018
	CR 23.140: MM4 forward failure
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011019
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Reference to CN3 specifications on RADIUS
	Nokia
	Approved

	T2-011020
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Reference to CN3 specifications on RADIUS
	Nokia
	Approved

	T2-011023
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: MM4 bug fixes
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011028
	Duplicate Messages Originating from UA on the MM1 Interface
	Logica
	Postponed

	T2-011029
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Submission Description Enhancement
	Siemens
	Postponed

	T2-011030
	Discussion points to MMS and USIM
	Siemens
	Noted

	T2-011031
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Configuration of MMS-capable UE
	Nokia
	Rejected

	T2-011032
	Use cases for VAS
	Telia
	Noted

	T2-011033
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: MM7
	Telia
	Rejected

	T2-011034
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: SMIL
	Telia
	Noted

	T2-011036
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Address hiding outside MMS
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011037
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Address hiding outside MMS
	Ericsson
	Rejected

	T2-011040
	Distribution Lists on MM7
	Logica
	Noted

	T2-011041
	MM7 Issues
	Logica
	Noted

	T2-011042
	LS to WAP Forum MMDC on reply-charging (former T2M010188)
	Siemens
	revised in T2-011118

	T2-011043
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Editorial clarification of the reply-charging service behaviour description (former T2M010136)
	Siemens
	Approved

	T2-011044
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011047
	MMS Security services using USIM and S/MIME (doc file)
	GEMPLUS
	Noted

	T2-011048
	MMS Security services using USIM and S/MIME (ppt file)
	GEMPLUS
	Noted

	T2-011049
	Withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011050
	3GPP MMS recipient address resolution
	Openwave
	Noted

	T2-011051
	CR 23.140 Rel-5 (Recipient MSISDN address resolution)
	Openwave
	Noted

	T2-011052
	3GPP MMS based on existing IETF messaging protocols
	Openwave
	Noted

	T2-011053
	CR 23.140 (MM1 Technical realization based on existing IETF Messaging Protocols)
	Openwave
	Noted

	T2-011054
	Multimedia Messaging Service
	Openwave, BT, AWS, NTT DoCoMo, KPN, Hutchison3G, France Telecom, Comverse
	Noted

	T2-011055
	Release 5 MMS Implementation
	BT
	Noted

	T2-011056
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011057
	Priority of SWG3 MMS work until T2#16, February 2002
	Siemens
	revised in T2-011097

	T2-011058
	Status of MMS action items
	Siemens
	Noted

	T2-011059
	CR 23140-500 terminal capability negotiation - revised T2M010169
	Siemens
	Rejected

	T2-011063
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Correction of the Forwarding Feature
	Siemens
	revised in T2-011109

	T2-011075
	Short SMIL Basic Introduction
	Telia
	Noted

	T2-011079
	xHTML in MMS
	Openwave
	Noted

	T2-011080
	MM1 Qualified Retrievals
	Openwave
	Noted

	T2-011081
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011082
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011083
	HTTP based Solution for MM1
	Comverse, SchlumbergerSema
	Noted

	T2-011084
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Technical Realisation of MM1 Interface based on tunnelled SMTP and IMAP protocols
	SchlumbergerSema, Comverse
	Noted

	T2-011085
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011086
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011087
	CR 23.140: MMS Abstract Messages
	Comverse
	revised in T2-011203

	T2-011088
	CR 23.140: Before a proper solution for addressing is available
	KT ICOM
	Rejected

	T2-011095
	MMS Charging specs
	France Telecom
	Noted

	T2-011096
	SWG3 chair proposal for motion of Vote on Non-WAP 1.x implementation of MM1 in MMS Rel-5
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011097
	Priority of SWG3 MMS work until T2#16, February 2002 - revised T2-011057
	Siemens
	Noted

	T2-011098
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011099
	LS to SERG IREG EC SA2 on Address Resolution in MMS - Reply to SerG LS on E164 Address Scheme
	Comverse
	revised in T2-011150

	T2-011100
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011102
	Alternative MM1  implementation for Release 5
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011103
	CR 23140 changes on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	Rejected

	T2-011104
	CR 23140 editorial changes
	Materna
	Postponed

	T2-011105
	user prompt
	Ericsson
	Postponed

	T2-011106
	MM3 principles document (T2M010130)
	Comverse
	Postponed

	T2-011107
	CR 23140 Streaming CR (T2M010132)
	Comverse
	Noted

	T2-011109
	CR 23.140 REL-4 on forwarding feature
	Siemens, Logica
	Rejected

	T2-011110
	CR 23.140 REL-5 on forwarding feature
	Siemens, Logica
	Rejected

	T2-011111
	CR 23.140 REL-4 on indeterminate value
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011112
	CR 23.140 Rel-4: Forwarding Counter - revised T2-011006
	Logica
	Approved

	T2-011113
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Forwarding Counter - revised T2011007
	Logica
	Approved

	T2-011114
	LS to SA4 on MMS presentation format
	Openwave
	Rejected

	T2-011115
	CR 23.140v440 for removing inconsistency (T2M010194)
	Nokia, Siemens
	Approved

	T2-011116
	CR 23.140v500 for removing inconsistency (T2M010195)
	Nokia, Siemens
	Approved

	T2-011117
	LS reply to WAP WAG MMDC: Forwarding Issues
	Logica
	Approved

	T2-011118
	LS to WAP Forum MMDC on reply-charging (former T2M010188)
	Siemens
	Approved

	T2-011119
	CR 23.140 REL-5 on indeterminate value
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011120
	CR 23140 REL-4 corrections on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	Approved

	T2-011121
	CR 23140 REL-5 corrections on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	revised in T2-011127

	T2-011122
	LS to CN4 cc SA2 on MSISDN address resolution for MMS using MAP operations
	CMG
	Approved

	T2-011123
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	Withdrawn

	T2-011124
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	withdrawn

	T2-011125
	MSIG Members Statement to 3GPP T2 regarding the MMS standardisation of Addressing
	KPN, Intel, Cegetel, T-Mobile, France Telecom, Openwave Systems, Hutchinson 3G
	Noted

	T2-011126
	CR 23.140 REL-4 on forwarding feature
	Siemens, Logica
	Rejected

	T2-011127
	CR 23140 REL-5 corrections on MM1 and MM4 abstract messages
	Materna
	Approved

	T2-011128
	CR 23.140 REL-4 on forwarding feature
	Siemens, Logica
	revised T2-011126
to be created via email

	T2-011129
	CR 23.140 REL-5 on forwarding feature
	Siemens, Logica
	to be created via email

	T2-011150
	LS to SERG IREG EC SA2 on Address Resolution in MMS - Reply to SerG LS on E164 Address Scheme
	Comverse
	Approved

	T2-011200
	CR 23.140: Read status codes
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011201
	CR 23.140: Read status codes
	Ericsson
	Approved

	T2-011202
	MM4 routing
	Nokia
	Noted

	T2-011203
	CR 23.140 REL-5 MM7 abstract messages - revised T2-011087
	Comverse, Materna, Logica
	Rejected

	T2-011204
	withdrawn
	withdrawn
	withdrawn

	T2-011205
	Statement the MMS standardisation on MM1 protocol
	KPN, Intel, Openwave Systems
	Noted

	T2-011206
	MMS REL-5 work plan
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011207
	Priority list of SWG3 MMS REL-5 work
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011208
	suggested compromise on non-WAP 1.x MM1
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011209
	2nd suggested compromise on non-WAP 1.x MM1
	SWG3 chair
	Noted

	T2-011210
	Storage of MMS parameters on the USIM
	T3 secretary
	Noted

	T2-011211
	CR 23.140 Rel-5: Configuration of MMS-capable UE
	Nokia
	Approved

	T2-011212
	LS to IREG cc SERG, SA1, SA2 on MM4 routing
	Nokia
	rejected

	T2-011213
	CR 23140 REL-5 MMS standardised presentation language
	MMO2
	rejected

	T2-011214
	LS to SA1 and SA4 on MMS media sequencing, synchronisation and presentation
	Comverse
	Rejected

	T2-011215
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011216
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011217
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011218
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011219
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011220
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011221
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011222
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011223
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011224
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011225
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011226
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011227
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011228
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011229
	unused
	unused
	Unused

	T2-011237
	LS from GSMA MSIG regarding the MMS standardisation of MM1 Release 5
	CN5
	Noted

	T2-011236
	LS from CN5 on OSA support for VASP MMS
	CN5
	Noted
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