2

TSG-SA1 IMS ad hoc
S1-030596

San Diego, CA, USA 12-16 May 2003
Agenda Item: [IMS]

Title:
Revision TR 22 800
Source:
Telecom Italia

Contact:
Enrico Scarrone  (enrico.scarrone@tilab.com)

Abstract:

This contribution proposes some revisions to TR 22800. Track changes are referred to Tdoc S1-30308 (output from Seoul meeting)

Comments to section 4.3:

The text is really containing a conclusion, while the text there shall contain a state of the art vision.

4.3
IMS access independence

For release 5 3GPP agreed on the requirements for a UICC application – the ISIM, which sufficiently provides the necessary security mechanisms for accessing the IMS domain. There are two requirements, which are release 5 specific. In [2] it is stated: "In Rel5 the ISIM application shall require the presence of a USIM application on the same UICC." Further [3] states: "In R5 the ISIM application shall require the presence of a USIM application on the same UICC. This shall not preclude the possibility in later releases of having an ISIM in a UICC that does not contain a USIM."  In release 5 these two specific requirements are satisfied by the fact that the only way of accessing the IMS domain is through the GPRS access (architectural limitations). There is no explicit mechanism developed for checking the existence of a USIM on the UICC in case there were an ISIM on the same UICC. 

Access independence of the IMS was not included in Rel 5. SA2 decided to postpone the Access Independence, in order to complete Release 5 in timely manner, thus only GPRS access is supported for IMS, and thus service requirement was removed from Rel 5  [3]. 

In Rel 6 Access independence is assumed to mean the ability for the subscribers to access their IP Multimedia services over any access network capable of providing IP-connectivity, e.g via:

· 3GPP (UTRAN, GERAN)

· Non 3GPP accesses with specified interworking (e.g. W-LAN with 3GPP interworking)

· Other non 3GPP accesses (e.g. xDSL, PSTN, satellite, WLAN without 3GPP interworking)

A remaining issue is whether an actor (e.g. a company) can assume the role of IMS Operator only, without having a 3GPP access operator role, too. The ISIM requirements are associated with this issue. 


Comments to section 4.3:

Inclusion of requirements missing in the scenario

13.9.1
Requirements relevant to the scenario

13.9.1.1 Subscription requirements

This scenario does not put any requirements nor prevents, the logical separation of IMS and PS subscriptions.
13.9.1.2 Existing high-level IMS requirements

[Existing high-level IMS requirements relevant to the scenario and which deserves to be highlighted goes here. This will not just provide the tool for testing that delegates interpret the scenario the same way (just as the "potential new requirements" has done in the past), but also provides a litmus test, which may discover contentious issues due to differences in interpretation of the existing high-level IMS requirements.]

13.9.1.3 Potential new requirements
No new requirements have been foreseen as a result of this scenario.
13.9.2 Issues for stage 2/3 technical studies

No specific impacts are expected on 3GPP specification from the point of view of QoS and charging compared to already existing ones, but this shall be carefully verified if the present and ongoing specifications related to this scenario are sufficiently flexible to allow the use of generic accesses offering IP connectivity. E.g. appropriate interworking functions should be of technical feasibility and of reasonable complexity.
Generic comments:

The inclusion of existing requirements, even really interesting, leads to a relevant amount of work not strictly required for this TR. The task of extracting an exhaustive list of requirements is very hard. The proposal is to remove the section.

Sections like the following could be removed if appropriate exhaustive content is not available; Existing requirements could as well skipped in section 19.2.

X.9.1.2 Existing high-level IMS requirements

[Existing high-level IMS requirements relevant to the scenario and which deserves to be highlighted goes here. This will not just provide the tool for testing that delegates interpret the scenario the same way (just as the "potential new requirements" has done in the past), but also provides a litmus test, which may discover contentious issues due to differences in interpretation of the existing high-level IMS requirements.]
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