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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.
During the discussion of S2-011435, it has been commented that having separate IMS and PS roaming agreement for an user could be allowed. This  was linked with the similar feature of e.g. allowing CS roaming but not PS roaming. Roaming agreement for IMS imply more operational settings than roaming agreement for pure PS domain and hence may take longer time to be settled.

S2 would also like S1 to comment on what the behaviour of the UE should be if registration on IMS has been rejected due to “IMS roaming on this network not allowed”.
SA2 would like to clarify their understanding of the liaison and Clause 15 of 22.101.  Is it the correct understanding that the 3GPP Release 5 system should enable an operator to be able to differentiate between allowing their subscribers access to the PS domain and access to the IP Multimedia Core Network subsystem.
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