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Executive Summary

The meeting focused on the development of the TS 23.241 Stage 2 Data Description Framework and TS 24.241 Stage 3 Common Objects.

There were three outputs from the meeting:

T2GUP-020013 23.241 v0.3.0 (Stage 2 Data Description Framework), 

T2GUP-020014 24.241 v.0.3.0 (Stage 3 Common Objects), 

T2GUP-020015 LS to CN4 on the Cx User Profile (Draft answer to T2 plenary).
Several inputs were received from Ericsson and reflected changes that had been discussed during the Cancun Joint GUP Ad Hoc meeting as well as new input for the Stage 2 and 3 specifications. 

Discussions were held on the feasibility and practicality of separating the T2 Stage 2 Data Description and Stage 3 Common Objects development from the other parts of the GUP work.. Conclusions were postponed until the matter had been further discussed at the Joint GUP Ad Hoc. 

The next T2GUP Ad Hoc meeting has not yet been identified. Future T2 meetings are listed under Agenda Item 15 “Future Meetings”. The next Joint GUP Ad Hoc is scheduled for 7th – 8th February 2002 (directly after this T2GUP Ad Hoc). 

Action items from the meeting included:

· Nigel was to talk to Michael Clayton over the level of awareness that the ETSI Human Factors group had regarding the 3GPP GUP work (cp. T2GUP 020009).
· Members were to read Section 4 of STF180-SG-014 DEG-HF-00025e in the above tdoc to get a better understanding of what the aim is of that work.
· The IPR rules at W3C were to be checked.
Minutes of the Meeting

1 Opening of the meeting and call for IPRs
The Chairman, Dr. Gunilla Bratt (Ericsson), opened the meeting and made a call for IPRs.
2 Approval of the draft agenda
T2GUP-020001
Draft agenda
Chairman


The draft agenda was approved.

3 Identification of the meeting secretary
Nicola McGregor (NTT DoCoMo) acted as secretary for the meeting. 
4 Introduction of participants
The participants introduced themselves. The participants included representatives from T2, T3, SA1 and SA2. 
5 Registration of input documents
See Annex C for the document list.

6 Objectives of the meeting
The intention of the meeting was to progress the Stage 3 in order to input to the Joint GUP Ad Hoc, which was to follow immediately after the T2GUP meeting. 

Based on discussions of and inputs to the last Joint GUP Ad Hoc in Cancun, the structure and contents of the Stage 3 was to be amended. The objective was to work on an XML-schema based approach to carry out the object definitions to define the GUP objects.

Discussions would also be held on how the T2 Stage 2 GUP work should be progressed and organised. The meeting would not cover the architectural aspects of GUP. Discussions would be held on the feasibility and practicality of making the Stage 3 work a separate Work Item from the GUP Stage 1, as proposed by Ericsson. This proposal had been raised firstly due to the understanding that the GUP T2 Stage 2 and 3 could, because of the particular scope, be developed independently of the Stage 1, secondly to increase efficiency, as it would take time to complete all the data description definitions, and, thirdly, due to concern that the T2 perspective was not being reflected in SA1 discussions. 

7 Reports and Letters from other groups
T2GUP-020002
UP-010128, LS on Status of GUP work (T2-020023)
Chairman
/Joint GUP AH
NOTED

Agenda Item 7 

T2GUP-020003
UP-010129, LS to SA1 on Stage 1 development (T2-020024)
Chairman /Joint GUP AH
NOTED

Agenda Item 7

T2GUP-020002 and T2GUP-020003 were two LSs, T2-020128 and T2-020129, sent to T2 by the Joint GUP Ad Hoc from the Cancun meeting in December 2001. The T2 ETSI Secretary, Friedhelm Rodermund, had forwarded these LSs to the T2GUP Ad Hoc, as well as to T2, in order to raise some procedural issues as discussed below. 

Friedhelm recommended that the embedded XML files in the LS be converted to document format (e.g. Microsoft Word) so that CRs could be submitted on them. The Chairman asked Friedhelm to explain how the T2GUP Ad Hoc could feasibly manage the revision and updating of 24.241, given that the group expected to receive an increasing number of XML based reference documents, which would be subsequently embedded into the specification, as the data description work progressed. 

Freidhelm explained that T1 had faced a similar issue when incorporating reference documents containing software code into their specification. T1 solved the issue by grouping each attachment into three types of document. The main specification was updated each time one of the groups was revised. There were only 6 references (18 attachments) in total so it was not such a difficult task to keep track of. 

In the case of the Data Description (DD) Stage 3 however, several hundred inputs were to be expected and so the problem had to be revisited in terms of agreeing: 1) an efficient way of handling version updates, and 2) enabling the submission of CRs.

It was agreed that references to generic reference documents (e.g. GPRS requirements) should be added to 24.241 but that the actual status (version numbers) of these reference documents would not be included. Hence the version number of the specification would only need to be updated when a new generic reference document was added, and not when a reference document had simply been revised or amended. 

With regards to the general contents of the LSs, it was agreed that the relevant work would require working in parallel and in cooperation with other relevant working groups. T2 would require the expertise that other groups hold with regards to their own particular service areas when carrying out the work of data description. 

In conclusion, the T2GUP Ad Hoc agreed that the information in T2GUP-020002 (T2-020123) would form the basis of the ongoing T2GUP work.
T2GUP-020009
STF180-SG-014 DEG-HF-00025e; Universal Communications Identification (UCI) solutions
Motorola
/STF180
Agenda Item 7

NOTED

This draft ETSI document was presented for information only by Nigel Barnes (Motorola). The scope of the document included identifying currently existing standards that were available (or that were to be available) to enable the UCI (Universal Communications Identification) solution to be effectively implemented, and avoiding the promotion of the creation of new standards solely for the purpose of creating UCI systems when existing or developing standards could be used, amended, or extended. Given this scope, the document had been drawn to T2GUP’s attention as it was felt that the GUP work could be used in the UCI solution. 

The underlying concept of the UCI solution was explained as a solution to identify a user by means of a unique identification that would result in the user being reached regardless of the equipment or medium that the user was using at any one time.  It was seen as a way of resolving and linking several contacts for a particular user (e.g. email addresses, telephone numbers) to one main email or contact (e.g. user’s name). It was acknowledged that the concept did raise security issues however. The intention of the document was not clear at this stage.

It was suggested that the GUP could be referred to in one of the Annexes the document. Bo (Ericsson) suggested that the document was more appropriate for consideration at the Stage 1 level. Motorola (Nigel) stated that he would take the document to the SA1 GUP SWG at their next meeting (Feb 11-15). 

ACTION: Nigel will talk to Michael Clayton over what level of awareness that the Human Factors group has regarding the 3GPP GUP work.

ACTION: Members were to read Section 4 of STF180-SG-014 DEG-HF-00025e to get a better understanding of the document. 
T2GUP-020011
(draft) LS on Cx User Profile (N4-020197)

NOTED

Agenda Item 7

T2GUP-020015
LS to CN4 on the Cx User Profile
T2GUP
Output
Response to T2GUP-020011

This document was an  LS from CN4. The comments and questions raised in the LS were noted, in particular that CN4 has adopted the DDF concept, based on xml-schema, as outlined in 23.241. Bo (Ericsson) agreed to draft a response, together with the support of other members of the T2GUP Ad Hoc.

The response outlined the proposed timescale for the Stage 2 and Stage 3 GUP work, and emphasized the importance of future cooperation with CN4 over GUP related issues. 

Conclusion: The LS was noted and a response was drafted and approved as T2GUP-020015. 

8 Approval of the minutes from the previous meeting
Review of the outputs
This was the first meeting of the T2GUP Ad Hoc, hence there were no minutes from previous meetings. A review of the outputs from the Joint GUP Ad Hoc Cancun meeting (UP-020142 and UP-020143) was presented for the benefit of participants who had not attended that meeting. 
9 Output from SA1 Ad-hoc on GUP (UP-08)
Nigel (Motorola) gave a brief summary of the outcome of SA1 GUP SWG (UP-020008). The target release date for Stage 1 Service Requirements was identified as December 2002. The report emphasised that the standardization of GUP should be led and driven by requirements in Stage 1. 

The T2GUP Ad Hoc noted that there was a great deal of time allotted for Stage 1 work but not very much for Stage 2 and 3. One of the main issues raised was the restriction that the proposed timetable posed regarding T2’s ability to cooperate with SA5 in their work on subscription management. It was suggested that there might be a need to decouple the data description work from the GUP requirements and architectural work. 

This issue was to be discussed further at the Joint GUP Ad Hoc meeting, where the drafting of an LS to SA1 to convey the concerns raised was to be proposed. 
10 General GUP matters
T2GUP-020010
Overlap of the MMS GUP data and WAP GUP data

CONCLUSIONS AGREED

Agenda Item 10

This document discussed the issue of an identified overlap between MMS and WAP GUP data. The document was being used to demonstrate that similar settings could and should be defined together. Settings for WAP, MMS parameters etc., could be required to be the same, independent of the device. These would be the common objects and would be standardized in Stage 3. 

Henrik (Telia) pointed out that MMS had many implementations and did not necessarily rely on WAP. It was indicated that if the MMS did not go through the WAP Gateway, then the WAP data would not need to be included in the profile. 

Peter (Siemens) pointed out that the type of information presented in the document could be used to give a clear overview of how the data can be used. The T2GUP Ad Hoc aimed to gain the support of other relevant working groups to provide the type of data models needed for the data description work and this example could be used to demonstrate the type of work that the group was aiming for. 

The Process Outline on page 3 was identified as a step in the right direction (if it could be realised). The Chairman therefore suggested that an LS could be written to point out the relationship between the GUP data concept and data framework, using a diagram similar to Process Outline, which could be used to point out the essentialness of the DD work. The group agreed with this proposal. 

In conclusion, the conclusions of the document were agreed. It was also concluded that a logical link concept must be added to the DDF.

11 23.241, T2 Stage2, matters


Partly joint with Joint GUP Ad-hoc
T2GUP-020004
DDF Files and Tools
Ericsson
AGREED

Added as an informative annex to 23.241

This document was presented by Bo (Ericsson) and gives an overview on how the DDF files and tools should be handled.

Several tools were suggested for validating XML documents. A tool can be used to translate the XML to, e.g. XHTML. The objective was to translate XML into forms that can be displayed and interpreted in an easier manner. This would also provide a means to test and check the XML documents. Such formats would be informative only. The normative data format would be used for mapping to form the default transport format. The intention of fragments was to give a name to a component type. 

It was clarified that XML is very stable and that there is a general availability of a number of tools, several of them for free.

Nigel (Motorola) raised the question of the possibility of IPR risk of using W3C work. Ericsson explained that the IPR risk was about the same as defining an Internet browser. 

Discussions were held on how the document should be treated and it was suggested that the presentation should be interpreted into text and added into the 23.241 Stage 2 specification as an informative annex. It was agreed to add the presentation as a placeholder until a more comprehensive text was added. 

ACTION: Check IPR rules at W3C. 

T2GUP-020006
Profile Description
Ericsson
NOTED

Diagram 6 is added as an informative annex to 23.241.

This document was intended as a contribution for T2 Stage 2 as a library example. Presently, different descriptions exist for the same data within the 3GPP system and hence it was not always obvious what the data were (or that the data were effectively the same). The document therefore attempted to explain how a profile component could be connected to a datatype (the datatype would be identified by the name of the component and the tree behind it) for each type of data.

Siemens commented that it appeared similar to the AT commands specification, where an initial table was defined and missing parts or new commands were added when and where identified. A generic way for completing such work was defined, as there would be no means by which to determine what the complete list would be. One issue that was identified was that some companies might be reluctant to introduce data descriptions for existing functions (although for new services they are likely to be welcomed). 

The document was felt to be rather detailed and the general opinion was that a top-down analysis approach in terms of data modeling was required before attempting to describe the technical details. Ericsson also added that for the detailed definitions (datatype), it was important to start from the bottom whilst testing at each level. . It was agreed that this work on data modeling would require the cooperation and coordination of several other working groups across 3GPP, although it was pointed out that there was no coordination office for such cooperative work. 

Several comments were received regarding the layout and formatting if the diagrams, particularly concerning the last diagram. This diagram was suggested for inclusion in the specification after the recommended changes had been made to make if more comprehensible. It was suggested that the diagrams could be reworked to represent an actual practical example, e.g. for GPRS. 

In conclusion, the document was to be added as an informative annex to 23.241 but will need reworking based on comments received. It was agreed that the colours from the last diagram would be removed, as they did not enhance the intended meaning. 
T2GUP-020012
Profile Description; Rev. 2
Ericsson


The document, including the required changes, was submitted to the Joint GUP Ad Hoc meeting.

12 24.241, Stage3, matters


Partly joint with Joint GUP Ad-hoc
T2GUP-020005
GPRS Data Types
Ericsson
Agenda Item 12

This document was presented by Bo (Ericsson). The intention behind this document was to provide a means for an implementer to be able to set the GPRS parameters even if they are not familiar with GPRS (i.e. not a GPRS implementer). 

It was pointed out that the document required a better description of the GPRS data if it was to be used as a model for other data descriptions. The problem was how to design the model so that people who were not familiar with GPRS data could add in the parameters. 

ACTION: Update the XML files in 23.241. (Bo) 

T2GUP-020007
MMS Parameters
Ericsson
Agenda Item 12

This document was presented by Bo (Ericsson). The document defined the parameters for MMS configuration.

This document emphasised that the work of data description would be a joint effort and would require the input of related experts. These parameters were in the process of being proposed for addition on the SIM. This document also raised the issue that without a common way to describe the data, it would increase the burden on the terminal with regards to configuration. 

In conclusion, the content of T2GUP-020007 was added to Annex B3 of 24.241. The content is  for review by MMS experts. 
T2GUP-020008
GUP Data Description Work Procedure
Ericsson


This document was presented by Bo (Ericsson) and contained a discussion on a draft working procedure as is required for inclusion in 24.241. Peter (Siemens) fully supported the contribution and agreed it was a very good start for such a procudure. The contribution was added to 24.241 as a placeholder for a more developed text.

13 Outgoing Letters
T2GUP-020015
LS to CN4 on the Cx User Profile
T2GUP
Output
Response to 0011

A response to the LS received from CN4. It was approved. 

Stage 2 and Stage 3 specifications (T2GUP-020013 and T2GUP-020014) were attached to the LS. 
14 Plan of continued work
There was general discussion over whether the data description work should be separated from the concept of the GUP. This issue was to be discussed in further detail during the Joint GUP Ad Hoc meeting.  
15 Future meetings
No future meetings were identified. Future T2 meetings are listed below:

T2#17
13th- 17th May, 2002

T2#18
19th - 23rd August, 2002

16 Review of output and action items 
OUTPUT:

T2GUP-020013
23.241, v0.3.0 (Stage 2 Data Description Framework)

Output

T2GUP-020014
24.241, v0.3.0 (Stage 3 Common Objects)

Output

T2GUP-020015
LS to CN4 on the Cx User Profile

Output

Draft to T2
Response to 0011

ACTION: 

· Nigel will talk to Michael Clayton over what level of awareness that the Human Factors group has regarding the 3GPP GUP work.
· Members were to read Section 4 of STF180-SG-014 DEG-HF-00025e to get a better understanding of the document.
· Check IPR rules at W3C.
· Update the XML files in 23.241. (Bo)
17 Any other business

18 Thanks to the host

19 Closing of the meeting
The Chairman closed the meeting at 13:00 on Thursday 7th February, after a Joint session with Joint GUP Ad Hoc. 
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