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Tdoc summary – QoS and IMS documents
TUESDAY: QoS Documents
available
Ag. Item
Tdoc #
Source
Title
Spec
CR #
cat
Rel
WI
Conclusion

X
IMS
S2-012246
Motorola
Should a new signalling class be introduced or should the existing 

traffic classes be used for packet and IMS signalling channels?
23.107




Discussion on whether a new traffic class is needed for signalling or not. Some support expressed but also concerns whether this is possible within the Release 5 timeschedule. Noted. Further discussion is expected in the Kobe S2 meeting.

01
QoS
S2-012509
Nokia
QoS for signaling PDP Context
23.107
068
B
5
IMS-CCR
Withdrawn.

01
QoS
S2-012516
Ericsson and others
PDP Context Used for IM Subsystem Related Signalling
23.228
48r1

5
QoS
Revised into S2-012601.

01
QoS
S2-012517
Ericsson and others
PDP Context Used for Application Level Signalling
23.207
001r1

5
QoS
Long discussion on this. After discussion of this document and the S2-012549, this contribution was taken as the basis for drafting text to 23.207. Revised in S2-012600.

01
QoS
S2-012519
Nortel
Signalling PDP context
23.228
013r2

5
QoS
During the discussion, there was also a proposal for an uplink TFT approach (i.e., delivering IP addresses of the allowed destinations to the GPRS stack in the mobile). Terminal would use this information in the multiplexing of packets received from the application layer onto Signalling PDP context and other PDP contexts. Discussion needs to continue. Not approved.


QoS
S2-012548
Nortel
PDP Context Used for Application Level Signalling
23.228
048r2



Not approved.


QoS
S2-012549
Nortel
PDP Context Used for Application Level Signalling
23.207
001r2



Another proposal of text to be added into 23.207. Comments provided to the revised version of S2-012517.



X
QoS
S2-012406
Motorola
Presentation on QoS: diminishing the number of end-to-end scenarios.





This was already presented at SA2#19. Noted.

01
QoS
S2-012522
AT&T Wireless
QoS scenarios considerations
23.207




Chairman reported the related discussions in the TSG-SA#13. Ericsson wants to keep scenario 1 in the document (as well as scenario 5). France Telecom likes to keep scenario 4 and possibility to use RSVP. Nortel also wants to keep scenario 4 in the document. Nokia is of an opinion that RSVP can be used based on IETF documents, without requiring any information in the 3GPP specs. Vodafone says interoperability can be better guaranteed by removing options and would like to get rid of options.

Conclusions:

-scenarios 1, 4 & 5 remain in the document

-scenarios 2, 3 and 6 can be removed

-scenarios 1 & 5 were generally agreed 

-RSVP and scenario 4 was debated, some companies want to remove it, some to keep it in Release 5

-Ericsson promised to create a CR against 23.207 to the Kobe meeting reflecting the meeting discussions, and providing a baseline for further discussions

-SA2 Chairman will contact CN1 & CN3 chairmen and update them on the current status of SA2 discussions

X
IMS
S2-012289
Vodafone
P-CSCF notification of PDP context modification
23.207
006

R5

Nokia questioned if this is needed in the case where GGSN stores the policy information and if only downgrading of QoS parameters is allowed for the core network entities. Nortel asked what would be the reason for the GGSN to change QoS parameters. Text to be revised offline. Revised into S2-012602.

01
QoS
S2-012508
Nokia
Disable and revoke procedures





Consistency with the results of the email approval and the content of the 23.228 was asked. How this fits in with the current content of 23.228 and what are the consequences on 23.060? Were the  inconsistencies within the 23.207 addressed (e.g., different names in different parts of the specification)? Nokia is asked to provide more information to the next meeting and a CR against 23.207. Noted. 

X
IMS
S2-012162
BT
Resource aspects; Agenda item: IMS topics and QoS





Clarifications were provided to the questions raised in the document. Noted.

X
QoS
S2-012169
Motorola
Introduction of Alternative QoS - discussion
23.060
256
B
R5

Rel-5 CR (even though it is created against 23.060 v. 4.1.0). Alternative QoS means minimum acceptable QoS parameter values for a certain service (possibly with limited performance). CN1 is also debating on the topic. Renegotiation case may need to be taken into account as well. GPRS experts are not present. Noted. Need to come back to the issue at the next SA2.



S2-012600
Drafting group






Revision of S2-012516. Ericsson promised to provide CRs to 23.060 (and draft LSs to CN groups if needed) to the next SA2 meeting. Agreed.



S2-012601
Ericsson et. al.






Agreed.



S2-012602
Vodafone






Revised version to be provided to SA2#20.

WEDNESDAY – THURSDAY: IMS Documents
available
Ag. Item
Tdoc #
Source
Title
Spec
CR #
cat
Rel
WI
Conclusion

X
IMS
S2-012033
S3

23.228




CR in the LS has not yet been discussed. "Shall be capable of decrypting the S-CSCF name": "decrypting" was changed to "deriving". Attached CR revised in S2-012604. CR#086.

X
IMS
S2-012219
France Telecom
Configuration hiding during registration or re-registration
23.228
073
F
5
IMS-CCR
Is there an overlap between this and the previous contribution. Answer: these are different topics. Discussion on how the P-CSCF knows where to send the message. Ericsson: Not really a standard firewall functionality. Nortel contribution S2-012114 discusses the same issue. Lucent has some concerns as well. Alcatel: not clear why two I-CSCFs need to be shown in the picture. Not approved.

X
IMS
S2-012114
Nortel Networks
THIG usage in 23.228
23.228
053
F
5
IMS-CCR
France Telecom: why the element is not shown in the figures. Ericsson, AWS & Siemens: The idea is that this element is transparent. FT: changing the name is misleading. Why then to change the name? Siemens & Lucent: trade-off, to clarify that this is an optional function. Nokia: contribution clarifies the roles of the elements and removes the controversial term 'firewall'. Abbreviation section needs to be corrected. Revised into S2-012605.

X
IMS
S2-012106
Nortel Networks
Requirement to indicate to UE what to do on alerting
23.228
012r1
B
5
IMS-CCR
Ericsson: the current text is limiting. Ericsson proposed a revised text for the chapter. Text revised offline. Revised into 2606.

X
IMS
S2-012113
Nortel Networks
Handling of unknown subscriber
23.228
037r1
C
5
IMS-CCR
Questions on the need of this functionality and what is needed to be captured in Stage 2. What is the role of the originating network? 

Separate unknown state and unknown subscriber from each other? It seems that something is needed in Stage 2 specs but discussion on the solution and what to include needs to continue. Not approved.

X
IMS
S2-012218
France Telecom
Optimisation of call routing in Serving to Serving procedure





Alcatel: as same S-CSCF is used, this seems to be an implementation matter. Lucent: tend to agree, also more like a Stage 3 issue. Ericsson: not worth including all the optimisations & possible scenarios in the document. Siemens: no need for standards, implementation issue. 

Noted.

X
IMS
S2-012239
Nokia
Subscriber profile updating
23.228
075
C
5
IMS-CCR
Alignment of 23.228 with the CN4 decision to use Push model on Cx. "This" changed to "The" in the first sentence. Revised into 2607.

X
IMS
S2-012257
Lucent
Network Initiated De-Registration on Time-out
23.228
079
F
R5
IMS-CCR
Opinions expressed that it is better to keep the section as it is as this is regular IP behaviour. Not approved.

X
IMS
S2-012258
Lucent
Network Initiated Session Release Corrections
23.228
080
F
R5
IMS-CCR
Needs more discussions. Not approved.  

X
IMS
S2-012110
Nortel Networks
Generation of CDRs at BGCF
23.228
051
C
5
IMS-CCR
Siemens and Alcatel wants to keep the CDR generatation at the BGCF. Remove only "Charging and Resource Utilisation", but not the CDR generation. Revised into 2608.

X
IMS
S2-012111
Nortel Networks
BGCF to MGCF interface
23.228
052
C
5
IMS-CCR
Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012140
Ericsson
Removal of T-SGW in 23.228
23.228
060
F
5
CCR-IMS
Revised in 2609.

X
IMS
S2-012146
Ericsson
Introduction of ISIM in 23.228
23.228
062
C
5
CCR-IMS
Chairman reported the discussions in the TSG-SA#13: SA3 created ISIM, but T3 has not yet discussed or made any decisions on this. T3 will consider this & other possible solutions in their future meetings. T3 has expressed a concern that if ISIM is needed, they are not sure if this work can be completed before June 2002. There seem to be some architectural implications as well, and backwards compatibility with old SIMs needs to be clarified, too. Decisions on ISIM delayed until more information is available from T3 & S3. Send LS to S3 & T3 from the Kobe meeting.

X
IMS
S2-012147
Ericsson
Miscellanous BGCF impacts to 23.228
23.228
044r1
F
5
CCR-IMS
Only changes in the section 4.4 to be taken forward. Text revised in 2610. 

X
IMS
S2-012142
Ericsson
Updating entities which understand codecs
23.228
043r3
C
5
CCR-IMS
Offline drafting was arranged on this one. Revised in 2613. 

X
IMS
S2-012176
Motorola
Editorial alignment of 23.002 on CSCF
23.002
070
D
5
IMS
Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012207
Siemens
Aligning MGW descriptions
23.002
072
D
5
IMS-CCR
Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012254
Lucent
Editorial Corrections
23.221
015
D
R5

"Station" changed to "Subscriber". Revised in 2614.

X
IMS
S2-012256
Lucent
Removal of Editor’s notes
23.221
017
D
R5
IMS-CCR
Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012216
Alcatel
Renaming of IM-SSF
23.228
072
F
5
IMS-CCR
Withdrawn.

X
IMS
S2-012452
Ericsson
Revisiting ISC requirements
23.228
084
F
R5

Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012209
Siemens
Registration and Re-registration flow, editorial correction
23.228
070
D
5
IMS-CCR
Category should be 'F'. Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012109
Nortel Networks
Routing of MT call from PSTN to CS or IMS
23.221
002r5
C 
 5
IMS-CCR-IWCS
IMS is wrong terminology, needs to be corrected. Roaming considerations to be added. Revised in 2615.

X
IMS
S2-012145
Ericsson
Routing IMS voice sessions to CS domain
23.228
NA
NA
5
CCR-IMS
Discussion was taken on 2145, 2208 and 2238 together. See conclusions on 2238. Noted.

X
IMS
S2-012208
Siemens
Aspects of Interworking between the IMS and the CS domain





Discussion was taken on 2145, 2208 and 2238 together. See conclusions on S2-012238. Noted.

X
IMS
S2-012237
Nokia
PSTN / CS domain interworking
23.228
074
C
5
IMS-CCR
Ericsson: Flows too detailed for a Stage 2 spec. Nokia promised to provide more general text to Kobe meeting. Not approved.

X
IMS
S2-012238
Nokia, Lucent, Alcatel, SK Telecom
Routing IMS voice calls to CS domain
23.228
53r1
B
5
IMS-CCR
Taken as the basis for updating 23.228 on the CS domain roaming aspects. Remove the first sentence in the second bullet point. Revised in 2616.

X
IMS
S2-012115
Nortel Networks
Public user identity portability





MNP was removed from the work plan by TSG-SA#13. SA1 does not currently have requirements for number or name portability. Interested companies are thus asked to contribute to SA1 to develop requirements first and to get a decision on whether name / number / public user identity portability is required in Release 5 or not. It is possible to send LS to SA1 with specific questions from the SA2#20. Not approved.

X
IMS
S2-012213
Siemens
Number Portability concepts and requirements





Siemens gave an overview of the contribution. See discussion and conclusions on S2-012115. Not approved at this stage.

X
IMS
S2-012148
Ericsson
"ISIM less" emergency sessions
23.228
NA
NA
5
CCR-IMS
Motorola wanted to discuss the other papers dealing with the same topic before making any decisions. Siemens had symphathy for the Ericsson proposal. However, the requirements and for IMS emergency calls are more of an SA1 issue. SA2 can send SA1 their view on what are the different technical choices we have and which solutions are possible within the Rel-5 timescale. No agreement. Noted.

X
IMS
S2-012116
Nortel Networks
Emergency sessions
23.228
054
C
5
EMC1-PS
Questions about where the EC is located., in PSTN or IP network? Can be either. Revised in 2617.

X
IMS
S2-012211
Siemens
USIM-less Emergency Call in ps-Domain / IMS





Several questions for clarification were asked. No agreement on the solution. Other papers proposing alternative solutions. Noted.

X
IMS
S2-012212
Siemens
Clarification to Emergency sessions
23.228
071
F
5
IMS-CCR
Agreed.

X
IMS
S2-012174
Motorola
On emergency service
23.228
065
B
5
IMS
Step 0 and security procedures need to be shown in the contribution. Several questions on the solution. Not approved.

X
IMS
S2-012195
Nortel Networks
Architectural study for Unequal Error Protection





Postponed to Kobe

X
IMS
S2-012196
SK Telecom
Registration Information flows
23.228
066
C
5
IMS-CCR
Postponed to Kobe

X
IMS
S2-012197
SK Telecom
SLF query on UE invite
23.228
067
B
5
IMS-CCR
Postponed to Kobe

X
IMS
S2-012198
SK Telecom
Requirements for Emergency Sessions
23.228
068
B
5
EMC1-PS
Postponed to Kobe

X
IMS
S2-012199
SK Telecom
IM-MGW functionality
23.002
071
B
5
IMS-CCR
Postponed to Kobe

X
IMS
S2-012253
Lucent
Alignment with terms Iu mode and A/Gb mode
23.221
014
F
R5

Non IMS topic (error in the tdoc list)

X
IMS
S2-012280
Vodafone
AMR-WB speech service and bearer optimisation





Non IMS topic (error in the tdoc list)

X
IMS
S2-012214
Siemens
Comments on LS on IMS to IP Interworking





Already handled by the email discussion.

X
IMS
S2-012277
Siemens
Removal of NAS Node Selection Function from CN
23.236


R5

Non IMS topic (error in the tdoc list)

New IMS Documents:

01
IMS
S2-012504
Vodafone
P-CSCF in same network as GGSN
23.228
085



Replaced by 2505.

01
IMS
S2-012505
Vodafone
P-CSCF in same network as GGSN
23.228
085



This seem not create problems in provisioning local services. Emergency call solution in turn should be aligned with the two different architecture models (GGSN & P-CSCF either in the visited network or in the home network). User plane optimisation needs to be looked at least at the later releases. Several editorial modifications proposed. CR against 23.221 is also needed. Ericsson promised to bring a CR to clean up section 4.5 in the Kobe S2 meeting. Revised in 2618.

01
IMS
S2-012523
Siemens
MRFC service identification





We need to identify the higher-level building blocks and type of information that needs to be transferred, and only after this go to the discussion on the protocol issues (i.e., XML or not). The protocol issues are rather a CN1 matter than an SA2 matter. Building blocks needed in SA2 to show the behaviour before CN1 can do their part of work. Not approved.

01
IMS
S2-012541
Lucent
Ad-hoc Multi-party Call Flows





Granularity too detailed at this stage, higher level view would be appreciated (i.e., show building blocks). Siemens do not like that the flows always go via the application server. Noted.

01
IMS
S2-012524
Siemens
Number Portability concepts and requirements





Noted.

NA
IMS
S2-012538
BT






Withdrawn.

X

S2-012328
Lucent
Sh Interface for CAMEL
23.228
082
B
5
IMS-CCR
Revised version of a CR presented at SA2#19. Reference point Sh may result in  different interfaces for each application. Long discussion on whether the interfaces are the same or not. No agreement on how to change the text to make everyone happy. Not approved.


IMS
S2-012603
CN1
Liaison Statement on Usage of Private ID





Comments were provided to the questions addressed to SA2. Chairman will update the CN1 Chair on this discussion. Official LS can be sent from our next SA2 plenary meeting.


IMS
S2-012611
Fujitsu Labs Europe
Standardised Mechanism for accessing Local Services





Noted.


IMS
S2-012612
Fujitsu Labs Europe
Network Determination of  Local Services in IM Subsystem
23.228
086

5
IMS-CCR
Agreed.

Revised versions:

available
Ag. Item
Tdoc #
Source
Title
Spec
CR #
cat
Rel
WI
Conclusion



2604







Revision of 2033. Agreed.



2605







Revision of 2114. Agreed.



2606







Revision of 2106. Agreed.



2607







Revision of 2239. Agreed.



2608







Revision of 2110. Agreed.



2609







Revision of 2140. Revised in 2619.



2610







Revision of 2147. Agreed.



2613







Revision of  2142. Not discussed.



2614







Revision of 2254. Agreed.



2615







Revision of 2109. Agreed.



2616







Revision of 2238.

Agreed.



2617







Revision of 2116. CR#88. Agreed.



2618







Revision of 2505. Agreed.



2619







Revision of 2609. Agreed.

Last allocated tdoc number: S2-012619
Last allocated CR#:

03.60
A210

03.71
A032

23.002
073

23.060
260

23.107
068

23.127
026

23.171
019

23.207
006

23.221
019

23.228
088 (changed)

23.271
035


14

