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Introduction

The last meeting of SA (#10) was held from the 11-14 December 2000 Bangkok, Thailand. It was hosted by Unisys (Malaysia) and was opened by Ms. Polly Holcombe. The following document contains extracts from the meeting report of SA #10 within the listed headings. However, the order of the headings has been changed and, with the exception of the section of SA WG1, the text is not a complete extract.

Where SA1 document numbers have been allocated to SA #10 documents, they are listed in red.

7
Reports from TSG SA Working Groups

7.1
TSG SA WG1

7.1.1
Report from TSG SA WG1 and review of progress

TD SP‑000531 Status report from SA WG1 to SA#10. This was presented by the SA WG1 Chairman using the slides provided in TD SP‑000530. He reported that fairly good progress had been made in SA WG1, and that relatively few Release 1999 CRs were presented to TSG SA for approval. Release 4 was fairly stable with some CRs for approval.

7.1.2
Questions for advice from TSG SA WG1

How to handle deletion of handover requirements not supported by Release 1999 (SP-000534). It was clarified that there were no longer concerns on this issue and relevant CRs from SA WG1 can be agreed (see agenda item 7.1.3).

TSG SA/SA WG2 are asked to confirm that the architecture supports the introduction  of IP Multimedia session control in CAMEL Phase 4 (SP-000538).

The impact of the New Jersey SA WG1/SA WG2 meeting on this was questioned. This issue was postponed to agenda item 8.9.

TD SP‑000646 Reply to LS on Operator Determined Barring of Packet Oriented Services. This was for information from SA WG1 and was noted by TSG SA.

7.1.3
Approval of contributions from TSG SA WG1

CRs:

TD SP‑000532 CRs to 22.041 on Operator Determined Barring of Packet Oriented Services (R99). These CRs were approved. It was suggested that this is removed from Release 1999 and re-introduced in Rel4. It was noted that both CRs were based on version 3.1.0 (typographical error to be corrected in CR database). It was also noted that TD SP‑000618 contained a proposal for a WI related to this with CN WG4 as prime responsible group with dependencies in SA WG1 and SA WG2.
TD SP‑000533 CRs to 22.101 on Deleting Encrypted USIM-ME interface (R99). These CRs were approved.
TD SP‑000534 CRs to 22.129 on Handover requirements (R99). It was noted that there had been an objection to these CRs in SA WG1 and TSG SA Plenary were asked to confirm that these requirements were removed from Release 1999. These CRs were approved.
TD SP‑000535 CRs to 22.105 on Alignment of delay definition (R99, Rel4). The meaning of end-to-end and round-trip delay was questioned (with respect to the ITU definitions). It was clarified that this is PLMN to Network Border. The table heading then appeared to be ambiguous and it was suggested to keep the definition of end-to-end in the specification. These CRs were discussed off-line and modified accordingly, and provided in TD SP‑000683 which was approved.

TD SP‑000536 CRs to 02.78 and 22.078 on Support of CAMEL Phase 1 and 2 (R97/98/99). These CRs were approved.
TD SP‑000537 CRs to 22.078 on Introduction of GGSN Address (R99). These CRs were approved. It was noted that the Rel4 and Rel5 CRs were Category “A”.

TD SP‑000658  (replaces TD SP‑000538) CRs to 22.078 to correct misalignments (R99). It was noted that the editor’s notes in CR062 should have been removed. The completeness on IM Subsystem was unstable, so CR074 was withdrawn. CR072 and CR063 were approved. The editor’s notes in CR062 were removed and the revised CR was presented in TD SP‑000688 which was then approved. The full set of approved CRs with editorial errors removed was re-created after the meeting, for convenience, in TD SP‑000698. (This document contains the full set of approved CRs for this set of CRs, except CR074, which was withdrawn).

TD SP‑000539 CR to 22.001 on Subscription Check (Rel4). This CR was approved.
TD SP‑000540 CR to 22.003 on Removal of TS61 and TS62 in NT mode from GSM in Rel4 and later releases (Rel4). This CR did not display the revision marks and so was re-issued in TD SP‑000687 which was approved. It was noted that this means that GSM TS 03.46 is not to be issued in Rel4.

TD SP‑000541 CRs to 22.038 on LS on USAT local link mechanism and impact on TS 22.038 (Rel4/Rel5). It was reported that there had been an objection that there would not be sufficient time to complete the Security checks for Release 4. It was agreed that this is approved and the security aspects should be checked and if any problems are found, then the changes can be removed again. These CRs were then approved.
TD SP‑000542 CRs to 22.060 for corrections (Rel4). These CRs were approved. It was noted that CR019 was approved as Category “A” as it corresponds to a correction to an earlier Release and that the header of CR020 contained a typographical error.

TD SP‑000543 CR to 22.067 on Introduction of definition of called party pre-emption (Rel4). This CR was approved.
TD SP‑000544 CRs to 22.071 (Rel4). These CRs were approved. It was noted that CR019 was approved as Category “B”.

TD SP‑000545 CRs to 22.078 on mid call event (Rel5). These CRs were approved.
TD SP‑000546 CRs to 22.101 on Support of UMTS AKA for GSM only mobiles (Rel4/Rel5). France Telecom reported that they had reconsidered these CRs and requested that they can withdraw them for further study of the issues raised. It was also reported that T WG1 would like more time to review the impact of this CR although they didn’t have any particular objection to the CR. It was decided to postpone these CRs for further study of the impact and SA WG1 and T WG1 were asked to keep SA WG3 informed of the activities.

TD SP‑000547 CR to 22.105 on Correction to list of access dependent features (Rel4). This CR was approved.
TD SP‑000548 CR to 22.140 on Incorporating Instant Messaging Capabilities in MMS (Rel4). There was an objection on the grounds that 3GPP should not be specifying the Instant Messaging service. T WG2 reported that there were some differences within T WG2 to include this in Rel4 and it was considered to need further discussion. This CR was rejected.
TD SP‑000659 (replaces TD SP‑000549) CRs to 21.905 on introduction of definitions and abbreviations (Rel4). These CRs were approved. It was noted that this means that TS 41.104, Rel4 will not be created. It was noted that the definition of UE as agreed in TSG SA#6 (Korea) was still not included in 21.905 and SA WG1 were asked to include a CR to do this at TSG SA meeting#11.

TD SP‑000550 CRs to 02.68, 02.69, 42.068 and 42.069 to correction incorrect implementation of CR on CCBS interaction (R99/Rel4). These CRs were approved.
WI descriptions:  

TD SP‑000553 Various WIDs for information and approval. These WI descriptions were approved. It was noted that the appropriate AT commands would need to be created to allow TE display of operator name for the WI Description for “Service Provider Name”. The target date for the study was noted to be TSG SA#11.

Specifications and Reports:

TD SP‑000551 TS 22.127 “Service Requirement for the Open Services Access (OSA) Stage 1” version 2.0.0 for approval. This TS was approved as Rel4 (version 4.0.0) and placed under TSG SA Change Control.
TD SP‑000552 TS 22.228 “Service requirements for the IP Multimedia Core Network Subsystem (Stage 1)” version 2.0.0 for approval. This TS was approved as Rel5 (version 5.0.0) and placed under TSG SA Change Control. It was noted that the Emergency Calls section was immature in TS 22.101 (which is referenced in TS 22.228), and the need for the Emergency Call procedure to be clarified for IM Subsystem and further consideration should be made by SA WG1. It was also noted that the last but 1 bullet of section 6 needed further elaboration and that approval of this TS at this time did not equate to approval of all the items in the document (i.e. necessary changes can still be made via CRs). SA WG1 were asked to look at these issues and make changes via CRs.
The SA WG1 Chairman announced his decision to resign his position as Chairman and informed the meeting that an election for his replacement would be held in February 2001. He had held the Chairmanship of SMG 1 and SA WG1 for the past 7 years, and thanked all SA WG1 delegates for their contributions and activity in the group. He also thanked Mr. Michael Clayton for his support as Technical Secretary for the WG, and Mr. Roger Tarazi for his good work in this function before Mr. Clayton.

The TSG SA Chairman thanked Mr. Alan Cox for all his work chairing SA WG1 over the years and he was applauded by the meeting.

6
Letters / Reports from other groups

6.1
TSG T, TSG CN, TSG RAN, TSG GERAN

Requirements for PLMN selection and reselection

TD SP‑000505 (S1-01004) contained an LS from RAN WG2 on Requirements for PLMN selection and reselection. This provided some points identified for PLMN selection/re-selection, highlighting that the PLMN selection procedure could take a large amount of time in the 3GPP environment. Potential solutions to reduce this were proposed. It was suggested that a workshop could be used to progress toward a common understanding of the PLMN selection before too much work is done in this area. It was agreed that a suitable period for such a workshop will be considered. As a minimum, SA WG1, CN WG1, RAN WG2, RN WG4, GERAN WG1 should be represented at this workshop. The Chairman undertook to arrange the details of the workshop and inform TSG SA and relevant WGs.

The workshop is to be held on on 7-8 February 2001 which makes it impossible for SA1 delegates to attend. This has been indicated to the RAN secretary, who has indicated S1 was supposed to take the lead on this issue, and that the chairman of SA was handling the organisation. It was understood that the SA chairman asked Antti Toskala to co-locate/organise it with the IP UTRAN Workshop. 

Vocabulary

TD SP‑000583 (S1-000847) contained an invitation to send contributions to the TR 21.905 (3GPP Vocabulary). This was introduced by the SA WG1 Chairman and requests contributions for the Vocabulary document as the number of contributions had been very low. It was recognised that a common terminology was important for the consistency of the specifications across 3GPP. The contribution also suggested the merging of the content of TS 41.004 (GSM vocabulary document) into TS 21.905. It was agreed that if the merging was feasible, then it should be done. The SA WG1 Chairman mentioned that a CR had been produced to merge the documents, which was dealt with under agenda item 7.1.3. This was noted.

TD SP‑000584 (S1-010005) contained a LS on TR 21.905: Vocabulary for 3GPP Specifications. This highlighted differences in the vocabulary document and the SA WG1 chairman agreed to input this to the next SA WG1 meeting. The TSG SA Chairman noted that some of the definitions were radio related and that the document should be reviewed with respect to the RAN vocabulary document. The TSG RAN Chairman reported that the RAN WG4 were going to check this and report any problems to SA WG1. The TSG SA Chairman asked the TSG RAN Chairman to ensure that the Rapporteur contacted the responsible people directly to resolve any vocabulary issues.

UE functionality split

TD SP‑000632 (S1-01007) contained a LS on Discussion document on UE functionality split over physical devices (revision of TD SP‑000616). This was sent to SA WG3, TSG T, T WG1 and CN WG1 (copied to TSG SA for information). The potential use of Bluetooth technology to extend the UICC for in-vehicle use is considered, and the Security issues involved for this need to be checked (by SA WG3). Other practical issues were also raised in this LS (e.g. multiple-user charging, multiple applications in use, etc.) and some architectural models detailed. The interaction with RAN on the use of Bluetooth was also identified as an issue and TSG RAN were asked to look at the models with respect to potential problems. SA WG1 were also asked to look into the service impacts of the different models, in particular for the Emergency Call aspects in the multiple USIM environment. The SA WG1 Chairman suggested that the service aspects should be studied in order to identify which scenario(s) are required to be supported. T WG2 and SA WG1 Chairmen were asked to discuss a way to handle the work in a good time frame for the inclusion in Release 4. SA WG3 were also asked to study the scenarios and models for Security impact before the next TSG T meeting, as CRs will need to presented to TSG T#11 to complete this for Release 4. It was suggested that the layer 3 call control handling in the TE should also be considered.

This was considered a serious problem, and action needs to be taken to minimise the security risks. It was agreed that SA WG1 and T WG2 need to look at the requirements and work organisation, and SA WG3 should study the security impacts of the identified models. Other groups would be asked to study the other impacts (e.g. Network performance, prevention of overload/Network breakdown risk).

6.2
Partners and their bodies

TD SP‑000585 (S1-01008) contained a liaison statement on convergence of QoS approaches in 3GPP and TIPHON. This LS was provided to TSG SA for information and SA WG1 and SA WG2 were asked to consider this LS with the view to have alignment on the QoS approaches.

7.4
TSG SA WG4

TD SP‑000567 (S1-01009) Packet Switched Conversational Multimedia Applications; Default Codecs (3G TS 26.235 version 1.0.0 Rel4). The SA WG4 Chairman was asked to contact the SA WG1 and T WG2 Chairmen to ensure information is provided on the documents to initiate discussions on the document contents and impacts. This specification should include the word “transparent” in the title to reflect the type of service. This TS was provided for information and was noted.

8.1
Report from TSG CN

8.1.1
Report and questions for discussion from TSG CN

TD SP‑000649 CN Status Report#10. This was presented by the TSG CN Chairman using the slides provided in TD SP‑000650.

CN confirmed that support of CAMEL Phase 2 implies support for CAMEL Phase 1

Lossless relocation for UMTS (Release 1999) solution is to use Y shaped tunnels. Bearer independent CS Network (Rel4): TS 23.205 and  TS 29.323 were provided for information.

V.44 support agreed for SNDCP (Rel4).

Intention to create new WI for ODB in GPRS (Rel4) – urgently needed for fraud prevention on GPRS. Proposed WI description in TD SP‑000618.

IP Multimedia is making good progress.

Transcoder Free Operation (TrFO) has progressed very well and is on target for Rel4.

Service Modification without pre-notification (Rel4) WI has lost much of its support, and will be deleted if SA WG1 requirement is removed.

Context for Positive Authentication reporting. SA WG3 require Positive. Authentication Reporting but CN are reluctant to do this without a service requirement for 3GPP-3GPP2 interworking. A Liaison Statement was provided in TD SP‑000638.

3 CRs to TS 23.127 had been endorsed for TSG SA to approve (in TD SP‑000637).

TD SP‑000638 Liaison statement on 3GPP-3GPP2 Inter-system roaming. The SA WG3 Chairman clarified that the work on Positive Authentication Reporting was needed in order to finalise the Authentication procedures and if it is not done in 3GPP TSG CN then 3GPP2 will define their own mechanism for their own requirement of positive authentication reporting. There was some call for a clarification of the Context. It was clarified that the provision of the function did not mean that it had to be used by 3GPP Operators, although they may choose to use it, but this would prevent a different mechanism being introduced in 3GPP2, which may mean a substantial change to the 3GPP system if ever roaming is required. There was some discussion and finally it was agreed that the definition in a serving node of whether positive authentication reporting is required would be handled administratively (as was the intention of SA WG3) and CN would take note of this in specifying the protocol and procedures for positive authentication reporting.

8.3
Report from TSG T

Support of USIM functionality by GSM Rel4 terminals:
Should GSM only Rel4 terminals be mandated to support USIM functionality? (i.e. 3GPP TS 31.102 and ETSI TS 102 221). TSG SA supported the view of TSG T that GSM only Rel4 terminals shall be mandated to support USIM functionality.
TD SP‑000651 (S1-010010)LS on Terminal Capabilities. This provides some ways of providing the Terminal Capabilities information, e.g. by using a Capability Store and the use of Classmarks, and pointed out the areas where study is required to produce an efficient and useful system, and for the standardisation of interfaces.

TSG CN had considered it premature to start work before the service requirements were clarified by TSG SA. Many other issues had been identified (frequency of TC information update, multiple Bluetooth devices causing frequent registration, etc.). It was agreed that this issue was complicated and required a fuller study. It was therefore agreed to forward the LS to SA WG1 for an analysis from the service viewpoint. It was also recognised that there may be some impact on RAN WGs. 

IM Subsystem

4
Items for immediate consideration
The report of the Service Vision and Scenarios workshop in TD SP‑000647 (agenda item 5) was presented before consideration of the inputs under this agenda item. 

NOTE:
These documents were presented as a basis for discussions under agenda item 8.9.

TD SP‑000609 Design objectives of the IP Multimedia Subsystem Release 5, A comparison of views. This was introduced by BT. It presents some solutions and the amount of information copied from the CS domain to the IMS domain for each solution. It was clarified that this contribution had been presented to the joint SA WG1/SA WG2 meeting in New Jersey, the difference being that the revision marks had been accepted for this contribution.

TD SP‑000606 Requirements For Release 5 IM Sub-system. This was introduced by BT and identified key requirements and key decisions that should be made at this TSG SA meeting from the BT perspective. It asked TSG SA to decide upon the following:

1.
Should IMS be able to connect calls through to PSTN and CS (i.e. do we include the CSCF/MGCF/MGW interfaces)?

2.
Should IMS service control interfaces to the CSCF be standardised?

3.
Should the relevant parts of the IMS service control enable the re-use of existing service platforms (i.e. those covered in today's CS world)?

BT believes that the answers to all 3 questions should be "YES".

TD SP‑000607 The use of CAMEL for the Release 5 IM Sub-system. This contribution was presented by BT and asked for clarification on how CAMEL will be used in the IM Subsystem. It proposes that in view of the different requirements that the two solutions are satisfying, both be progressed within 3GPP. Specifically:

1.
the specification of CAMEL with MINIMAL changes/enhancements, primarily for the support of voice services using existing service platforms;

2.
the specification of a new interface for the IMS (a need to initiate new work items as necessary in SA and CN to progress the development of a new purpose designed solution for all IMS services, to be specified as part of Release 5).

The progression of this work is seen by BT to be an urgent requirement.

8.9
Review of Release 5 status and content

The documents which had been introduced under agenda item 4 were discussed under this agenda item, after a brief re-cap by the source companies.

TD SP‑000609 Design objectives of the IP Multimedia Subsystem Release 5, A comparison of views. This was introduced by BT. It presents some solutions and the amount of information copied from the CS domain to the IMS domain for each solution. It was clarified that this contribution had been presented to the joint SA WG1/SA WG2 meeting in New Jersey, the difference being that the revision marks had been accepted for this contribution.

TD SP‑000617 Services Interworking for the IM Subsystem. This was introduced by Nortel Networks and recommends that users should be able to meet all their communications needs (including voice) through the exclusive use of the IMS; the IMS voice service should include the capability to place calls to and receive calls from legacy users on the CS-domain and PSTN and the level of legacy interworking standardised by 3GPP needs to be decided bearing in mind the importance of the legacy environment, but also the key requirement for the IMS to provide innovative and differentiated services. TSG SA were asked to endorse these points and ask the sub-committees to update the scope and work-plan for the IMS accordingly.

TD SP‑000641 IP Multimedia/Multiple Application/Telephony Usage Aspects. This contribution was presented by Ericsson and aimed at facilitating forthcoming discussions on what is an IP multimedia application in relation to multiple applications and Telephony. Aspects of new and existing revenue streams were also considered.

TD SP‑000642 Analysis of design criteria for IMS in Release 5. This contribution was presented by Ericsson and concluded that Release 5 for IMS focus should be to create new services and not redevelop CS domain services and that interworking with CS domain services should not limit the IMS development.

TD SP‑000643 Design objective of the IP Multimedia Subsystem Release 5, a comparison of views. This contribution was presented by Ericsson and attempted to add further clarity in the differences between the different approaches by focusing on what Ericsson consider to be the most relevant differences between the BT contribution (TD SP‑000609) and the Ericsson view.

It was suggested that rather than picking a single solution proposal that the best points of each were chosen, to allow full flexibility in the operators choice. However, this needs to be tempered by the need for quick implementation which may limit the choices which can be made.

TD SP‑000644 Design Objectives for IM in R5: Points to Consider. This contribution was introduced by Alcatel and presents the proposals which were refined by 3G.IP and several other companies and which were made available in TD SP‑000609. It proposes to choose the compromise solution (Solution “C” of the scenarios) which offers maximum flexibility and provides a future-safe evolution of 3G networks. Alcatel saw the biggest barrier to solution “D” to be the interworking between CS and IM domains.

TD SP‑000656 Liaison on Usage of CAMEL for IM subsystem. This document was postponed from agenda item 7.2.2 to this item for discussion.

TD SP‑000675 IMS Principles. This was presented by Vodafone, and suggests some working principles:

1.
The IMS should be designed for MM streams to allow operators to offer a diversity of new services.

2.
The IMS should evolve Post-Release 5 to provide for the user an interface that is at least as good as the Release 5 interface.

3.
Ensure that service control logic can be separated from the service routeing logic. Vendor independence needs to be ensured and the interface should be open.

4.
The separation of the functions needs to be adequate to allow the provision of existing services.

It was asked that the statement in point 2 should be separated out into 2 separate proposals. Point 3 was clarified as a wish to separate the function which routes service packets from the logic which does the service control, and to ensure that each of these functions could be bought from different vendors if required. The terminology “open” interface was clarified as technically open, rather than regulatorily open or that a third party can connect at the service control.

TD SP‑000691 (revision of TD SP‑000686) IM Subsystem development focus. This was presented by Telia and supports the position that the main goal for the IM Subsystem must be to focus on new services for the IM Subsystem, to ensure basic voice inter-working capability between users in PS and CS networks and to make interfaces as simple as possible, thus minimising vendor specific versions.

The TSG SA Chairman stated that all contributions seemed to say similar things and the main conflict was on the prioritisation of the work needed to realise the functionality. The TSG SA Chairman suggested that TSG SA should provide the interconnection on CS and PS domains for telephony and the service control aspects. There was some clarification on the requirement for using voice over CS related to Multimedia calls – to have the option to use the IMS to carry telephony as well as multimedia calls in order to maximise the Release 5 investment that will be needed by operators. In principle, a multimedia session can be defined as a single component session, including just voice. However Ericsson suggested that the voice-only case should not be something to concentrate upon, but the main focus should be on multimedia. BT agreed that the target is multimedia but the existing investment will require a focus on voice in order to migrate the existing users and enhance the service offering over time.

The TSG CN Chairman reported that they had approved a work item for transport from the IMS to the CS domain as this was considered to be a necessary part of the Release 5 requirements.

It was summarised that there would be a need for a call originated in the IMS domain to be terminated in the CS domain and that voice would be a component of the IMS. The need to study the service control aspects was generally agreed. It was also stated that services should be allowed to develop on a specific platform, instead of trying to specify the services themselves.

Conclusion:

It was agreed that we need to focus upon the provision of new services in order to provide the necessary capabilities. We will not specify the services themselves, but we need to produce both basic and advanced examples which can be used to verify that the capabilities are present. SA WG1 were asked to produce these examples.

It was agreed that the IMS shall support voice capabilities and it shall be possible to have basic voice calls between IMS users and users in the CS domain/PSTN-style networks.

Service control: There had been a position to create a new system for service control, and a position to utilise CAMEL for this.

Ericsson stated their position that CAMEL should not be assumed to be the mechanism, but not precluding that the two mechanisms could exist on the same service platform.

BT see the need for a new interface between the CSCF and IMS, which is not CAMEL and should not be called CAMEL. It would exploit some of the work that has gone into CAMEL. CAMEL could be used in the first instance for voice services for quick deployment and reuse of existing operators’ investments. There will be a need for the IMS platform to interwork with the CS network and CAMEL will have a role here. The new interface should be the focus of the work now.

Nortel Networks see 2 examples: CAMEL as a way to provide a transition for CS services into the IMS network, and CAMEL could be used between a Home and Visited network, which means embedding CAMEL into the core parts of the IMS, which would be difficult to remove. Large packages would be required with all-or-none support by networks.

Mannesmann stated that the re-use of CAMEL should be tempered against the possibility of a new system which may be cheaper and easier to operate; CAMEL should only be used if no better solution is available.

Vodafone proposed that there was not much difference between the above statements, and they do not talk about CAMEL in their proposal, but suggest that the end result is to know what is happening in the remote end and acting appropriately. SA WG1 should be asked to put this into the correct service context and specify the requirements, rather than the technical solution. The actual mechanism chosen was not important, but the end result is to have the necessary functionality.

The SA WG2 Chairman stated that agreement upon the requirements here would be useful for their work.

The proposal given in bullet item 3. of TD SP‑000675 was considered and some modifications discussed to address all the positions stated. The following text was agreed for the service control of the IM Subsystem:

It must be possible to separate the logic which controls IP multimedia services from the SIP session control and the user plane

-
Communication between the service control logic, the SIP session control and the user plane must be over open interfaces, to allow multi-vendor sourcing.

-
The development of new logic and functions for the multi-media services will offer an opportunity for the improvement of the service creation environment. However the separation of the service control logic from the SIP session control and the user plane must also offer the possibility to re-use existing investment in control platforms, service logic design, subscriber databases, subscriber administration and billing systems which have been developed for existing services, where this is technically and economically viable.

-
The use of multiple points of service control for the different components of an instance of IP multimedia session is a source of problems; SA WG2 are asked to take note of this in their choice of architecture.

SA WG1 and SA WG2 are encouraged to propose their own solution in line with the recommendations above.

A liaison statement containing the above text was produced in TD SP‑000694 which was modified (as shown in this report) and provided in TD SP‑000696 and approved.

TD SP‑000565 Packet-switched Streaming Services (PSS); General Description (3G TS 26.233 version 1.0.0 Release 4). This was for information and introduced by Alain Sultan, MCC and was noted.

8.10
Beyond Current work plan (Vision, Phasing, etc.)

TD SP‑000654 3G.IP Study on Architecture Enhancements Post Rel5. This was introduced by Mr. K. Holley, on behalf of 3G.IP.  The SA WG2 Chairman proposed that his WG should finish their current work before studying solutions for future work. The understanding of the background of this document would be aided by finding out what the requirements were which led to the proposed architecture. The TSG SA Chairman suggested that TSG SA should examine the requirements before asking SA WG2 to go ahead and study the resulting architecture proposals. Mr. Holley stated that 3G.IP started from a brainstorming on the possibilities, rather than starting with requirements as done in 3GPP. The SA WG2 Chairman suggested that a second workshop should be set up to discuss the Post Rel5 architecture. It was noted that this was a technical solution and could be used when the requirements are known in 3GPP. Delegates were invited to study the proposals for future use.

