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Date:
1 March 2007
To: 
3GPP OP Ad Hoc on Enhancing the 3GPP Structure

From: 
ATIS

RE: 
ATIS Comments on a “Common IMS” 
ATIS submits the following information and input to the OP Ad Hoc with respect to a ““Common IMS.” 
Areas of 3GPP Expansion & Ownership of “Common IMS”:
As the global developers of the GSM-based wireless standards/specifications and authoritative body for the core-IMS platform, the 3GPP is widely celebrated as the international body of wireless experts dedicated to the advancement of the GSM wireless platform and technology. Because of this wide recognition, the ability to gain industry acceptance as the authoritative body for the development of common wired and wireless standards will be challenging.  ATIS believes it is important that the Ad Hoc embrace this challenge and issue caution within its final report that functions identified in a “Common IMS” cannot be presumed to be under the “ownership” of 3GPP and that while some consolidation may eventually materialize, similar work within existing 3GPP Organizational Partners (OPs) and other external forums, may be ongoing and likely to continue.  

As ATIS informed the Ad Hoc in its contribution (IMS4_07), several areas of work proposed to be included in the “Common IMS” is already well underway and being effectively coordinated in and between external organizations and/or existing 3GPP OPs where the necessary expertise resides. Therefore, should 3GPP expand its scope to take on any work already sufficiently progressing elsewhere, existing 3GPP procedures and mechanisms must at a minimum be reevaluated to ensure the proper level of communications and coordination with these standards groups is enabled. 
Areas of a “Common IMS”:

As noted in the following comments it is clear that in certain areas, future analysis will be necessary in order to determine precisely what work should be included in the ”Common IMS.” For instance, the definition of RACS; the identification of access independent components of network attachment; the identification of requirements for interfaces to residential or enterprise networks, will need to be further defined.  Without this type of detailed information available for analysis, ATIS believes the Ad Hoc should recommend an ongoing process by which new or evolved “Common IMS” work can be identified and agreed upon.
Noting the above comments, ATIS provides the following input on the areas under consideration for a “Common IMS.”
1. [Common] IMS Services [Enablers]
ATIS recognizes that a number of 3GPP services are already defined within the “Common IMS” and therefore has no objections to the 3GPP including this specific work in a “Common IMS.”  However, ATIS believes expansion of 3GPP in the area of IMS services should focus only on addressing service capabilities (e.g., triggers) for application servers beyond the Applications Network Interface (ANI). More precisely, work should focus on delivering the network functions required to “enable” common IMS services.
2. IMS Simulation/Emulation

ATIS agrees with the Content Subgroup’s recommendation in that emulation should not part of a Common IMS. This area should be removed from the list of “Common IMS” items.
3. Resources Admission Control

Provided that any function(s) eventually included in a “Common IMS” is/are limited to aspects which are consistent across all transport implementations, ATIS agrees in concept that parts of the RACS function(s) could be part of the “Common IMS.”  Further analysis is required and any final ATIS decision awaits a firm agreement as to what constitutes RACS.
4. Network Attachment Control

As the Network Attachment function is by its very nature access specific, ATIS does not support the inclusion of network attachment as part of a “Common IMS.”  Should further analysis identify common elements, ATIS will revisit its conclusion.  For the Ad Hoc committee’s report, this area should be removed from inclusion in a “Common IMS.”
5. Web Services

As previously noted under IMS Services, ATIS believes any expansion of 3GPP in the area of “service” development should be limited to addressing network capabilities only -- not services. This is particularly true for web-based services.  Thus it seems appropriate to rename this item, for example to “IMS Interface for Web Service Support.” While ATIS recognizes that the Application Network Interface (ANI) may be part of a “Common IMS” to include support of Parlay X at the interface, applications and the services that are generated using Parlay X are outside the scope of a “Common IMS.”  ATIS recognizes the value of the current Parlay X based interface work in 3GPP, and has no objection to its inclusion in “Common IMS,” with the understanding that the scope of work will remain unchanged.

6. O&M

ATIS concurs with the Content Subgroup that O&M functions that are directly associated with core-IMS components are part of a “Common IMS.”  Functions beyond the core-IMS, however, are outside the scope of a “Common IMS.”  It is ATIS’ understanding that effective coordination is ongoing on O&M issues between 3GPP, ATIS TMOC, ITU-T, and the TeleManagement Forum.  This coordination should continue. 
7. Security

ATIS agrees that SIM-based security functions are a part of a “Common IMS.”  However, non-SIM based security functions are outside the scope of a “Common IMS;” as security models are different in many network scenarios. Notwithstanding the above however, ATIS does believe it is imperative that interworking support for non-SIM based security be included in the 3GPP’s existing SIM-based specifications development. 
ATIS also believes that the current operating arrangement on division of LAES work between SA3 and ATIS should remain as it is.  Therefore, ATIS will continue to address regional LAES issues in its committees. Moreover, ATIS believes the Ad Hoc should reconsider identifying this item specifically within the common IMS report, as it may be misinterpreted as part of a “common” IMS. At a minimum, the item should be remanded to a footnote.
8. Residential Networks Interface towards IMS
ATIS recognizes that IMS support for interfaces to residential networks could be an important component of “Common IMS.”  However, it is critical that the requirements for such interfaces be generated by the organizations responsible for the development of residential networks.  Requirements for interfaces and requests for their development have not yet appeared.  Thus at this time, there is no rationale for such work to be included in “Common IMS.”  (It should be noted that ATIS has consistently pointed out that clear rationales for these items must be provided.)  This area should be removed from inclusion in a ““Common IMS.”

9. Enterprise Networks Interface towards IMS
ATIS recognizes that IMS support for interfaces to enterprise networks could be an important component of “Common IMS.”  However, it is critical that the requirements for such interfaces be generated by the organizations responsible for the development of enterprise networks.  Requirements for interfaces and requests for their development have not yet appeared.  Thus at this time, there is no rationale for such work to be included in “Common IMS.”  (It should be noted that ATIS has consistently pointed out that clear rationales for these items must be provided.)  This area should be removed from inclusion in a “Common IMS.”
10. Testing
ATIS agrees that certain IMS-related aspects of testing are a part of a “Common IMS.”  This testing, however, should be limited to testing of the “Common IMS” functionality only.
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