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SA2 thanks CN1 for their LS on IM CN Subsystem Roaming (N1-010482, S2-011387), and SA1 for their corresponding reply (S1-010569), S2-011435).

SA2 notes the response from SA1 that there are no requirements at all related to roaming agreements, and that these are commercial agreements between operators.

SA2 also notes the view of SA1 that the introduction of a different subscription to access the IMS may introduce additional complexity into the roaming scenarios, and that a subscriber’s access to the IMS could be governed by the same roaming agreements used by the subscriber’s PS subscription. 

SA2 additionally agrees that the desired limitation of service access could be performed on the basis of controlling access to specific services, and this could be identified in the roaming agreements bilaterally arranged between operators.

SA2 would however like to bring to the attention of SA1 some additional information on this issue before a final decision is made. 

In the current IMS architecture as defined in TS 23.228 by SA2, the use of SIP Registration signalling procedures would mean that for the case where a user with an IMS capable UE who has access to services in the PS domain but who has no access to any services in the IM CN subsystem, a SIP registration procedure would take place. This registration procedure would result in the allocation of resources in both visited and home networks for the duration of the subscriber’s access to the PS domain if there were no separate restriction between access to the PS domain and the IM CN subsystem. These resources would include, (but are not necessarily limited to), creation of a signalling PDP context, allocation of memory and processing resources in the Proxy CSCF, Serving CSCF and the HSS as well as periodic signalling traffic for periodic re-registrations.

SA2 requests SA1 to consider this additional information and respond to SA2 and CN1 with a response either confirming or modifying their original opinion.

SA2 would like to inform CN1 that in the current TS 23.228 architecture the functional elements currently identified to detect and enforce any restriction on access to the IM CN subsystem are the HSS and Interrogating CSCF in the home network as part of the SIP registration procedures. 

SA2 looks forward to further guidance in a response from SA1 and based on the nature of this response may be able to provide additional guidance to CN1 on this issue.
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