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Minutes of 3GPP-TISPAN Workshop
on NGN-IMS
(Sophia-Antipolis, 22 - 23 June 2004)
1 Introduction and Approval of agenda
Relevant Document:
TD01 (proposed Agenda)
This Workshop between 3GPP and ETSI TISPAN was attended by 88 participants representing 43 organisations from 14 countries. This meeting was co-chaired by Mr. M. Olsson, 3GPP SA2 chairman and Mr. A. Le Roux, ETSI TISPAN Chairman.

Mr. A. Le Roux welcomed the participants and Mr. M. Olsson reminded the main objectives of this “workshop” between both groups. Mr. C. Julien, acting as secretary, gave some details on meeting arrangements.
Mr. M. Olsson introduced the meeting agenda, commenting on the purpose of each item. As there was neither new item nor new contribution announced, the agenda was approved and the input presentations were assigned to each agenda item as shown in slide 3 of TD04r2.
2
Objectives of the workshop
Relevant Document:
TD004r2 (Workshop layout and objectives, from the Chairs)
Mr. A. Le Roux presented TD04r1 which highlights the main objectives of this joint Workshop. Allocation of input presentations was reviewed at that time. 

Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) outlined the fact that other SDOs and organisations like IETF and OMA should also be identified as being potentially involved in the process of defining the reuse of IMS in the fixed NGN. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) added that other fixed network access systems like cable networks should also be taken into account. As one wanted to know what exactly NGN means it was concluded that this will be further discussed under agenda items 4 and 8. The objectives presentation was reviewed (see TD04r2) and noted.
3
Overview of the 3GPP and TISPAN organisations
3.1
3GPP
Relevant Document:
TD05 (The 3GPP methodology)
Mr. J. Meredith (ETSI Secretariat, MCC) introduced TD05 which explains in detail the 3GPP methodology in use for the standardisation activity. Mr. M. Olsson drew the meeting attention on slide 12 which described the 3GPP organisation with its all TSGs and their WGs. Answering to Mr. P. Mart (Marconi) who wanted to know if it was easy to find a specific 3GPP deliverable, Mr. J. Meredith indicated that by looking at through 2 or 3 web pages any such information can be found easily. Some other clarifications were made on the 3GPP meeting schedule and the way releases are managed. This presentation was noted as providing useful background information.
3.2
ETSI TISPAN
Relevant Document:
TD06 (TISPAN Overview, from TISPAN Chair)
Mr. A. Le Roux (TISPAN Chairman) introduced TD06 giving a TISPAN overview and explained the genesis of new TISPAN-NGN project initiated at the 2nd meeting of TISPAN on 1-5 December 2003. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) recommended taking into account the Corporate Networks in this NGN activity. Mr. A. Le Roux indicated that relationship with ECMA TC32.TG17 has already been established for this purpose but that IP VPN activity has not yet started. Mr. H. Theis (Tenovis), ECMA TC32 vice-chairman, explained what was the meaning and the mission of ECMA so far. As one asked if there was an ETSI group dealing with NGN terminals, it was noted that Technical Committee AT (Access & Terminals) was the ETSI body responsible for such an activity. Mr. R. Forbes (Marconi) indicated that no activity on NGN Terminals was yet started but there is a project on NGN@home dealing with residential users premises equipment. Mr. B. Best (GSM Association) asked if there was any market analysis before starting this NGN activity. Mr. D. Knight (BT) answered that most of the NGN related requirements were coming from the Network Operators (TISPAN_NGN is a PNO driven activity). To a question asking whether this model was taking into account the variety of network operators and service providers, Mr. R. Brennan answered that the current architecture model was business model independent and so various operator scenario can be envisioned and accommodated. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked for some clarification on the use of UICC but this question will be debated later in the meeting. One asked whether this presentation was dealing with fixed and/or mobile. Mr. A. Le Roux stated that this TISPAN_NGN project is addressing only dealing fixed network issues. Mr. O. van Deventer (TNO Telecom) asked whether fibre optic networks were also foreseen. Mr. R. Brennan (pulver.com) clarified that this will be left for a further release but numbers of Access Network topology are already being considered in the first Release.
3.3
Other SDOs

No contribution was submitted for this item.
4
NGN Architecture
Relevant Document:
TD07r2 (NGN Architecture and Release 1 definition, from TISPAN)
Mr. D. Knight (TISPAN WG1 Chairman) and Mr. R. Brennan (TISPAN WG2 Chairman) introduced TD07r2 on NGN requirements, architecture and Release 1 definitions.
On slide 4 (services) Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked how emergency calls are supported by terminals in case of electric power breakdown. Mr. D. Knight answered that this is the same issue as now with ISDN and terminal behaviour is out of scope of TISPAN. Mr. P. Mart (Marconi) added that nowadays legacy terminals and PABXs work anyway and this shall be similar in the future. Mr. H. Theis (Tenovis) claimed that ECMA is not responsible for emergency procedures. Mr. F. Courau expressed his concern as regards the ECMA position on this statement because PABXs shall provide location information in all cases. It was agreed that there are some requirements on PABXs on this issue. Concerning TISPAN it was noted that there was no assumption made on the terminals so far but TISPAN has to specify interface with terminals, and hence define minimum requirements on user premises equipment.
On slide 5 (system overview), Mr. D. Williams (Qualcomm) wanted to know if the Mobility Management was also done in the Access Network domain and it was recognised that TISPAN-NGN shall ensure this function.

On slide 6 (system components), Mr. S. Hayes (CN Chairman) asked the meaning of “shared terminal use” and Mr. D. Knight clarified that this was related to the user identification behind a given terminal and the need to identify him, similar to the issue in 3GPP (“SIM card does not properly identify the real current user”). 

On slide 7 (constraints), one mentioned that core network shall also include GPRS and UMTS, which was noted.

On slide 8 (requirements), Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked for confirmation that CLI will be envisaged within Regulatory requirements, which was confirmed. 

On slide 10 (Mobility), Mr. F. Courau (Alcatel, 3GPP RAN Chairman) asked for the Network authentication and it was answered that this will be discussed later in the list of issues. On user mobility it was asked also if continuity of communications will be ensured: response was that in Release 1, yes if Access Network sub-system supports it.

On slide 12 (PSTN/ISDN service simulation) Mr. O. van Deventer (TNO Telecom) had a question on the difference between simulation and emulation. Mr. P. Mart explained that "emulation=true service", "simulation=translate service like".  Mr. H. Hauser indicated that 3GPP had some WIs on combination of CS with IMS and wanted to know whether TISPAN-NGN does it. This will be answer in agenda item 7.

Then Mr. R. Brennan (TISPAN WG2 Chair) took the floor for the second part of the presentation starting with slide 14 (design issues). Regarding legacy services, Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked for the existence of such a list and Mr. P. Mart (Marconi) referred to the European Directives for getting information on regulated services which are still relevant.

On slide 15 (NGN Architectural concepts) Mr. U. Dropmann (Siemens) noted that there was an ongoing debate in TISPAN on the emulation of PSTN/ISDN sub-system and due to constraints operators (“only replacement of equipment is not sufficient”) there is a need to consider both the simulation and the emulation approaches.

On slide 16 (TISPAN_NGN Release 1: core IMS reuse), Mr. M. Olsson (Ericsson, 3GPP SA2 Chairman) asked if TISPAN-NGN intends to re-use all functions as described in the so-called box “Core-IMS”. It was noted that this issue was not yet clear and need to be further discussed. Meeting agreed to come back later on this slide for further discussion.

On slide 17 (Core IMS reuse in NGN architecture), Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) had a question on the charging function interface (Rf/Ro) but it wad agreed to re-discuss it later in relation with the discussion of NGN-IMS issues.
5
IMS Architecture
Relevant Documents:
TD08 (3GPP IMS Architecture overview, from Orange on behalf of the 3GPP), TD15r1 (A review of issues associated with IMS Applications currently being specified within 3GPP, from Lucent)
Mr. S. Tsang Kwong U (Orange) introduced TD8 giving an overview of the IMS architecture and capabilities. Mr. H. Hauser (T-Mobile) asked for the choice of TISPAN-NGN as regards codecs. Mr. A. Le Roux answered that this was relevant to the QoS matters but has not yet been discussed. Mr. C. Pudney recommended TISPAN-NGN IMS to use also the AMR codec as in 3GPP.

Mr. K.H. Rosenbrock (ETSI Director) asked whether 3GPP Release 5 and 6 were self-contained and if Release 6 will be the last one for IMS. Mr. M. Olsson (3GPP SA2 Chairman) answered that Release 6 is indeed self-contained and that there will be a Release 7 to add features currently under discussion. Mr. U. Dropmann (Siemes) added that work will be progressed anyway according to contributions from Members.
TD15r1 which was a Lucent Technologies contribution on issues associated with IMS applications was introduced by Mr. K. Drage. This presentation described all 3GPP features which could be re-used by TISPAN-NGN. The presentation incuded some recommendations proposed to TISPAN-NGN for the reuse of these IMS Applications in the fixed NGN.

For example on slide 8 (IMS Presence identities), the proposal to re-use URIs as personal identifier as done in IMS-SIP for Presence identities was proposed for fixed NGN. Mr. T. Holmes (BT, TISPAN WG4 NAR chairman) recognised that this is indeed a potential issue and his TISPAN WG4 is indirectly working on it as there is a relationship with the current ENUM activity. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) recommended making the URIs as personal information.
SIP identifiers mapping or ENUM reuse was mentionned a potential future issue.
On slide 10 (Presence future work), the presenter Mr. K. Drage indicated that there was a need for IETF and 3GPP to negotiate how to deal with this issue. Mr. A. Le Roux suggested that TISPAN could work on this issue then it transmits its requirements to 3GPPCN1 for coordinating with IETF.

In summary on Presence the following was concluded:

· TISPAN_NGN to attempt making URIs used in SIP (except tel:) personal to the user rather than to the device.

· TISPAN WG4 to communicate deliberations to 3GPP CN1.
· TISPAN_NGN to identify its own work for delivering information from presence-unrelated entities to the PNA

· TISPAN WG1&2 (then WG3) to communicate deliberations to 3GPP CN1

· TISPAN_NGN to decide if the current range of elements within the PIDF definition is sufficient for NGN usage.

· any additional specification will need to be done via CN1 by IETF (and then used by other groups as appropriate.)

About IMS Conferencing, on slide 14 (IMS Conferencing issues and restrictions), it was noted the need to use H.248 between MRFC and MRFP for clearly separating functionalities as assigned by conferencing features. It was noted that conferencing as defined in Release 6 was also suitable for reuse in NGN Release 1.
On slide 15 last bullet item ("Does NGN need to open any of the interfaces that are currently not specified?"), Mr. K. Drage asked whether an open interface was needed. Mr. D. Knight (BT, TISPAN WG1 chair) answered definitively yes. Mr. A. Le Roux suggested TISPAN WG2 to specify requirements then to communicate to 3GPP CN1 (which coordinates internally with CN3 if relevant). It was eventually concluded that:

· TISPAN_NGN needs to discuss the requirements for opening any of the interfaces that are currently not specified (e.g. Mp between MRFC and MRFP) ?
· TISPAN WG4 to communicate deliberations to 3GPP CN1

Concerning IMS Messaging issues (slide 20), Mr. D. Knight outlined that TISPAN has already a WI on FMMS and proposed to work together with 3GPP on this topic.
Slide 20 notes that IMS Release 6 does not use message relays. If NGN intend to place NATs or firewalls in the media path, then they will need to specify message relays. It was suggested TISPAN WG1 and WG2 communicate their outputs to 3GPP SA2 then CN1. Mr. M. Olssen indicated that stage 3 issue was IETF dependant too. It was concluded that:
· The relationship between FMMS and IMS messaging is important to be clarified by TISPAN_NGN

· If NGN places NATs or firewalls in the media path, then there will need to specify message relays (R6 does not use message relays)
· TISPAN WG1&2 to communicate its deliberations to SA2 (and CN1).
Concerning other applications, slide 25 mentions shows that OSA/Parlay can provide applications but that this was considered outside the NGN-IMS coordination activities as there is an effective arrangement already in place between 3GPP (in CN5) and TISPAN.

Mr. H. Hauser (T-Mobile) came back to the default codec issues and it was eventually confirmed that these are now well identified issues to be handled as follows:

· TISPAN_NGN to consider the default codec for audio, consider the implications of adopting or not AMR,

· TISPAN_NGN to consider defining default Video-Codec support for Multimedia applications
· and communicate deliberations and requirements with 3GPP.
6
Issues related to the reuse of IMS for NGN
Relevant Documents presented and used as the basis for discussion were:
· TD10 (Issues related to the reuse of IMS for NGN and ADSL access to IMS features, from TISPAN)

· TD09 (3GPP/WLAN Interworking Architecture as Paradigm for NGN Access Independence, from Siemens)
After the lunch break, Mr. A. Le Roux introduced TD10 which collects a series of potential issues identified in TISPAN for the re-use of IMS in TISPAN-NGN. He proposed for each issue raised to have a discussion for quick resolution and then identify the responsible WG in both 3GPP and TISPAN for dealing with this issue in the future. The summary of concerned Working Groups for all discussed items is presented in the table attached in Annex E.
During this afternoon session devoted fully to the issues around the reuse of IMS in fixed TISPAN_NGN, various resolution proposals were offered by 3GPP participantsand in many instances TISPAN participants argued for which reason these proposals might not be acceptable or applicable.
6.1
Subscription, Database and Terminals
Mr. K. Knight (TISPAN WG1 Chair) presented this series of issues and explained why they were felt relevant to 3GPP.

6.1.1
UICC in NGN and Identity
On slide 4, many questions relating to type of terminals considered here (“whatever but NGN terminals don't exist so far”), re-use of SIM card in User Equipment (UEs) as prescribed in 3GPP Release 6 (“current terminal shall continue to be used”), support of legacy terminal for Security reason were raised. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) outlined that the use of ISIM application was mandatory in 3GPP and should be also in NGN. But Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) argued that it was depending where you are in the network: at the access network or between operators from a Security point of view.  Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop cochair)  recommended using UICC in the NGN terminal and added that such a mechanism was commonly supported via Bluetooth interfaces. At that time a long discussion took place to determine whether TISPAN_NGN shall use the UICC capability as specified for IMS in 3GPP. Mr. S. Cadzow (C2L, ETSI Legal Interception Vice-Chairman) suggested not trying to solve the problem now but rather identify it and deal with it later. Mr. P. Mart (Marconi) outlined the need for supporting as many existing terminals as possible without changes.

Finally it was concluded that UICC/USIM/ISIM support in NGN is an open issue:

· 3GPP IMS Specifications mandate that a physical UICC is present in the UE,
· TISPAN is invited to evaluate if it is acceptable to require that a physical UICC is also required for an NGN UE, and to clarify requirements for supporting TEs without UICC
· TISPAN WG1&2 to come back to 3GPP SA2 (and CN1) with clear requirements/proposals.
On Identity issue, Domain Name allocation was considered to be an operator matter and Mr. T. Holmes (BT, TISPAN WG4 chair) indicated his group will address it. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) informed that GSM Associations was also involved in this issue. Mr. S. Hayes (Ericsson, 3GPP CN Chair) drew the meeting attention on the fact that 3GPP was not concerned by this issue. Mr. I. Sharp (Nortel Networks, 3GPP CN Vice-Chair) agreed with this statement and recommended TISPAN deals with it consistently. Mr. T. Holmes (BT, TISPAN WG4 Chair) concluded that 3GPP will be kept aware about the deliberations for NGN as Mr. C. Kemp (Ericsson) also thought that this issue was important for 3GPP and recommended TISPAN to take into account the GSM Association position on the matter.
6.1.2
Customer Networks
On slides 5 and 6, Mr. D. Knight (TISPAN WG1 chair) indicated that NAT and Firewall may be required and impact the IP flow. Mr. I. Sharp (3GPP Vice-Chair) indicated that 3GPP has no such a problem (UEs are attached directly to the RAN). Mr. F. Courau (Alcatel, 3GPP RAN Ch
It was concluded that the presence of NAT and Firewall in customer premises has to be taken into account and may have impactaccess interfaces. In summary:
· User premises NAT/Firewall not relevant to 3GPP IMS access,

· IETF is working on solutions, and
· TISPAN WG2 to communicate its deliberations to 3GPP SA2.
6.2
IMS enablers
On slide 7 about Presence Mr. M. Fuller (BT) was of the opinion that Network Identification can be seen as a new attribute as in 3GPP. But Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) was not really convinced of the problem because Network Type Identification was not relevant for fixed NGN. Mr. P. Holmberg (Ericsson) commented that if there was a need for a new state this shall be contributed to IETF. Mr. S. Cadzow (C2L) stated that it was to TISPAN to express what they really need for concerning Network Identification. In summary the conclusions were:
· TISPAN_NGN to reuse the IMS enablers such as Presence, Messaging, Group Management and Conferencing;
· NGN should attempt to make URIs used in SIP (except tel:) personal to the user rather than the device;
· It was proposed that NGN should make use of capability to indicate mobile/fixed network presence as appropriate (TISAPN WG2 and WG3 to define the requirements and communicate with 3GPP CN1 to assist if necessary);
· Does NGN need a specified interface between the MRFC and MRFP (TISPAN WG2, 3GPP CN3, R6 existing WID) was questioned, and
· If NGN intends to place NATs or Firewalls in the media path (in Customer premises and/or in the Network), then they will need to specify message relays (TISPAN WG1&2 to define and keep, 3GPP SA2 informed)

Conferencing issues were addressed later on the basis of the presentation in TD09r1 (from Lucent).
6.3
Security requirements and solutions

From slide 11 to 16, Mr. S. Cadzow (on behalf of TISPAN WG7 – Security issues) presented the NGN Security objectives and issues currently under investigation. He identified a number of crucial NGN security issues of joint interest and concluded by stating that Security requirements and NGN-IMS security gap analysis is expected to be stable by September 2004.
Some exchanges of views on encryption between end systems (fixed and mobile) took place between Mr. C. Blanchard (BT) and Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone). Responding to Mr. S. Hayes’ (3GPP CN Chair) remark on 3GPP Release, Mr. S. Cadzow requested to work together anyway whatever the 3GPP Release. Mr. S. Hayes outlined that the interest of 3GPP was the security features offered by IPv6 (compared to the use of IPv4). Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) mentioned the solutions provided by IP-PBXs with their firewalls. Mr. M. Fuller (BT) stated that there was a potential security issue related to IPv4/IPv6 interworking and that 3GPP could assist TISPAN_NGN on the issue. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) added that this issue will have certainly an impact on SIP Protocol and should be of the interest of 3GPP CN1 anyway. Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN1 Chair) informed the meeting that IETF was working on this issue and wanted to know how to proceed within 3GPP/TISPAN to avoid duplication of efforts. Mr. L. Finizola e Silva (Alcatel) added that in relation with Gq interface possible extensions, the Gq security isses will also be addressed.. In summary:
· The IMS Security gap analysis is ongoing in TISPAN WG7,
· No specific issues raised for the moment,
· 3GPP SA3 is the main contact point on security issues in 3GPP.
6.4
Charging requirements and solutions

On slide 8, Mr. D. Knight (TISPAN WG1 chair) explained the need to charge not only the line but also the user according to the different services invoked. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) recommended to use the same 3GPP Call Detail Records (CDRs) as far as possible. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) recommended using the Release 6 approach (instead of Release 5 which was felt more complicated and less appropriate). Mr. M. Olsson (3GPP SA2 Chair, WS Chair) thought that it was only a TISPAN issue but Mr. A. Le Roux (TISPAN Chair, WS Chair) thought that some clarifications were needed. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) claimed that there was a potential coordination problem in 3GPP amongst different TSGs. Mr. M. Seibel (Deutsche Telekom) wanted to know which WG in TISPAN was responsible for charging specification: WG1 is the answer for the requirements (not yet fixed for the detailed Charging interface specifications). Mr. M. Olsson proposed to members to contribute in both groups on this topic. Finally it was concluded that :
· No change to the 3GPP defined CDRs was identified at this stage,
· TISPAN_NGN will further elaborate and formalize the Charging requirements (per access line, per user, per services and applications invoked;
· TISPAN WG1 will communicate these Charging requirements to 3GPP SA5 and both will determine whether current IMS CDRs need to be extended.
6.5
Bearer QoS classes

Mr. D. Mustill (BT, TISPAN WG5 Chairman) explained the TISPAN QoS status and its relevant issues (from slides 19 to 31 in TD10). On ITU-T/3GPP classes of services, Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) asked what kind of help 3GPP can offer on this issue. Mr. D. Mustill requested cooperation and checking about the proposed mapping which TISPAN WG5 intends to propose soon. Mr. I. Sharp (3GPP CN Vice-Chair) insisted on the need for Members to contribute to 3GPP relevant Specification Groups (instead of liaising as usually done). Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) outlined that 3GPP was more keen about the performance of codec that specifying the jitter or the network congestion. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) added that 99% of packet arriving properly was more the 3GPP concern. Mr. D. Williams (Qualcomm) informed on the activity in ITU-T on End-to-End delay due to the transmission through different network and stated that IP was so far considered as cloud without any QoS criteria. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) noted that a better QoS Class was useful for the NGN and that this was a TISPAN issue. Then a discussion took place on how to proceed with the QoS class of services or on the criteria to be used for defining these QoS classes. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) indicated that UMTS will incur higher delays due to the new applications. Mr. D. Mustill (BT, TISPAN WG5 Chair) claimed that TISPAN would like to get some values and parameters in order to analyse where potential problems would be in the network. Mr. A. Le Roux concluded that TISPAN WG5 needs to define a mapping between the QoS Classes supported by both systems (3G IMS and NGN potentially supporting Y.1541). Conclusions on this discussion were:
· QoS Class support definition and mapping (with IMS ones and Y.1541) is required for fixed NGN (TISPAN WG5), and
· TISPAN WG5 to make a proposal and then communicate with 3GPP SA2.
6.6
Resources allocation and Policy control

Mr. L. Finizola e Silva (Alcatel, TISPAN Work Item Rapporteur) introduced slides 32 to 34 on Gq interface proposed extensions for NGN. Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop Chair) was not sure about any impact in 3GPP IMS and Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) expressed some doubts that the proposed solution to extend Gq was the right one. Mr. R. Forbes (Marconi, TISPAN WG3 Chair) asked clearly if 3GPP allowed TISPAN to investigate on this issue. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) outlined the need to maintain on this issue an harmonised solution like for the SIP protocol profile. There was eventually no objection at this stage to consider extensions to the Gq interface and so:
· TISPAN_NGN to proceed with Gq proposed extensions (to support the "push model", Address/Port translation control, gate/service/policy control), and
· TISPAN WG2 (Requirements) and WG3 (Protocols) to communicate with 3GPP CN3 and discuss the proposed extensions.
6.7
Services and Service capabilities
On slide 10 (of TD10), Mr. D. Knight presented the current service capabilities issues raised in TISPAN-NGN, explained that there was SIP profile defined at the protocol level but no capabilities formally defined at the service level. This issue was raised as being potentially detrimental for service interoperability. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) thought that there was no such a problem in 3GPP. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) summed the issue by stating the 2 levels of problems: one due to the proxy use and the other because of SIP use to be considered under item 6.10 (SIP Profile compatibility). It was concluded that the problem was no more relevant for 3GPP and that TISPAN may still further look at the need to formalize IMS SIP-inherited Service capabilities.
Concerning the services interoperability issue also raised on slide 10, Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) recognised that interactions between services was difficult to solve like in ISDN. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) it be handled as a TISPAN only issue for the time being, not for 3GPP. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) stated that TISPAN has a large flexibility in defining its own services. But Mr. D. Knight (TISPAN WG1 chair) asked how to invoke a service in the application server when you are not the owner of it (“I can only control my own facility/equipment”). This issue was not only relevant to PSTN/ISDN environment but is of more generic nature. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) recommended TISPAN to define and specify its own service requirements.
In summary the conclusions on service issues were:

· seen as a non-issue for 3GPP.
· TISPAN WG1 will further look at service capabilities inherently provided by SIP, and
· TISPAN WG1 to communicate with 3GPP SA2 (and CN1) if found relevant.
6.8
IP version and related interworking issues

No dedicated input but discussed in relation with the SIP Profile (below in Section 6.10).
6.9
Interconnection to external networks

No dedicated input contribution but discussed in relation with the Architecture and NGN-IMS relationships (Section 9).
6.10
Potential impact on SIP profile

From slides 35 to 38 of TD10, Mr. R. Forbes (TISPAN WG3 Chairman) introduced issues SIP Profile related issues. A lot of questions for clarification were raised during this presentation, followed by a very lengthy discussion. Amongst other topics it was recognised that 2 important issues that would significantly impact the SIP profile specification are 1) mandatory use of UICC and ISIM by user equipment, 2) support of IPv4 end users.
On slide 36 (Inherent differences between NGN IMS and 3GPP IMS) Mr. S. Garcin (France Telecom, TISPAN SIP Work Item Rapporteur) explained what was meant by “No Resource reservation signalling” (as there is no PDP context assumed). Mr. L. Finizola e Silva (Alcatel) added that this procedure is set up at the opening session. Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) stated that there was no problem for SIP but Mr. R. Forbes (TISPAN WG3 Chair) argued that SIP was not yet properly evaluated. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) indicated that SIP preconditions are even provided for this purpose. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked from where IPv4 address is obtained. Mr. S. Garcin (TISPAN Rapporteur) answered that DHCP functionality is assumed to assign IPv4 addresses and that NAT functionality is also assumed. To Mr. D. Knight (TISPAN WG1 Chair) asking from where 3GPP IMS users get their own IP addresses Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) answered that IPv6 does it naturally.

On slide 37 (Potential impacts on 3GPP TS 24.229), about relaxing UICC support by User Equipment, Mr. R. Forbes (TISPAN WG3 Chair) recognised that this was an action to TISPAN to specify. Mr. M. Fuller (BT) and Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) wanted to know in which context UICC and ISIM could be used. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) answered that the support or not of ISIM or USIM was another TISPAN_NGN issue already identified but he recognised that -NGN probably needs to be more flexible and open than 3G IMS in this respect (i.e. it will be difficult to mandate the use of UICC by User Equipment accessing fixed NGN via xDSL.. Mr. M. Fuller (BT) explained that UICC is a plastic card, USIM is used for user identification and ISIM for the service identification and he recommended using the same terminology. Mr. E. Scaronne (Telecom Italia) added that from a pure strategic point of view it would be nice to use the same card in TISPAN-NGN. Mr. F. Courau (3GPP RAN Chairman) added that from a Security view point it would also be useful and that all these information need to be safe somewhere. Mr. O. Elloumi (Alcatel) insisted on the need to store these identification information in a safe area and plastic card could be used for such purpose. Mr. G. Oster (Ericsson) claimed that both USIM and ISIM information are different and there was no possibility to check them.
Also on slide 37, Mr. P. Leis (Siemens) noted that header shall not be allowed to be put in P-CSCF and Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) commented that Geographic location information was not SIP information and indicated that some colleagues are currently working on this issue for IETF. Mr. C. Blanchard (BT) indicated that some headers are protected for their own integrity and so cannot be changed easily.

On slide 38 (further Potential impacts on 3GPP TS 24.229), Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) asked why SIP body filtering is needed in P-CSCF. Mr. S. Garcin answered that operators need to control the data exchanged for billing purpose because some users are using same signalling bandwidth for their own data exchange and so Operators need to control also SIP body in order to avoid it is misused. Mr. C. Blanchard (BT) added that this is in respect with the transparency rule but Mr. P. Leis (Siemens) recommended not using P-CSCF in this case. Mr. M. Olssen (Workshop Chairman) suggested putting this control in the residential gateway however this entity is not under the operator control answered Mr. S. Garcin. Mr. A. Le Roux summed up by stating that TISPAN has to refine and clarify all these requirements, taking into account of the comments made during the present Workshop. As Mr. S. Garcin (TISPAN SIP Work Item Rapporteur) wanted to know whether P-CSCF was compatible with SIP proxy, Mr. K. Drage answered that it is true when used in some circumstances but not in this context.
On the SIP support of overlap sending (last bullet in slide 38) one wanted to know why such a question since users have just to push the "send" button when number dialled on the terminal equipment. Mr. R. Jesske (Deutsche Telekom) explained that overlap sending is very much used in Germany and interworking between PSTN/ISDN (which nationally operates an open numbering scheme) and SIP based networks shall be ensured. This was considered to be an interworking problem to be addressed by TISPAN but does not imply the support of Overlap sending in IMS. Mr. M. Olssen (Workshop Chair) agreed and recommended TISPAN to resolve this issue before coming back to 3GPP (CN1) if needed.
On the first sub-bullet of slide 39 (Other NGN-IMS issues, e.g. Common Application Servers access from IMS and from other Subsystems), Mr. R. Forbes (TISPAN WG3 Chairman) indicated that this is already under control through the OSA cooperation of PARLAY/3GPP CN5 and ETSI TISPAN and need not be mentioned as an issue in the NGN-IMS discussions.

In summary, it was concluded that:
· All requirements need to be reviewed by TISPAN_NGN;
· Main issues: 
· SIP authentication (support or not of UICC/USIM/ISIM by user equipment), 
· need to support IPv4 (in addition to IPv6), 
· handling of SIP pre-conditions, 
· Overlap sending support by SIP not required in the IMS (to be confirmed)
· All others to be confirmed by TISPAN WG2&3

· TISPAN WG2&3 to communicate the requirements to SA2 and CN1

6.11
Potential impact on DIAMETER profiles

Not addressed for the moment as no input contribution was available.
6.12
Management requirements and solutions

No input contribution but TISPAN_NGN will need to look at the NGN Management requirements and analyse potential gaps in the IMS Management specifications.
6.13
Other requirements/Topics: WLAN access to IMS
Mr. B. Pfeil introduced TD09 (3GPP/WLAN Interworking Architecture as Paradigm for NGN Access Independence, from Siemens) proposing to adopt the concepts of WLAN/3GPP interworking as the basis to achieve true access independence in NGN. Mr. H. Hauser (T-Mobile) asked if the USIM required as mentioned on slide 4 was for security reasons. Mr. C. Blanchard (BT) indicated that IP above the SIM function enhances the Security but so far neither IMS nor 3GPP access are secured enough and this has some implication on performance. Mr. B. Pfeil (Siemens presenter) argued that the purpose of this proposal was not to take all the defined 3GPP functions but only to list all the requirements which have already been studied and covered. He added that in the case of decision to not use UICC approach for user authentication then the solution proposed would not be viable. Mr. P. Mart (Marconi) wanted to get more information on how VPN works in this scenario and how it could interoperate properly. Mr. B. Pfeil (Siemens, presenter) answered that VPN is tunnelled and IPv4/IPv6 is supported. Answering another question he said that IP security is indeed mandatory. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop chair) asked if this proposal was an alternative solution to the current ANAS and RACS (TISPAN_NGN sub-systems) functions. Mr. B. Pfeil (Siemens) answered that some functions are also used by Access Network System and so he did not see any incompatibility but need further investigation to establish a mmapping. As an action, Mr. M. Olssen (Worshop Chair) suggested TISPAN to look at this scenario. The following objectives and course of actions were eventually agreed:
· Proposal to adopt the concepts of WLAN/3GPP interworking as the basis to achieve true access independence in NGN
· Access independence is one of the NGN central requirements

· True access independence requires a generic approach, decoupling NGN core network components and procedures as much as possible from the specificities of access technologies

· 3GPP is on the way to standardize with Release 6 WLAN/3GPP interworking that allows 3GPP UEs to access a 3GPP IMS via WLAN

· The concepts of WLAN/3GPP interworking do not rely on the specifics of the WLAN access network

· TISPAN WG2 & 7 to examine the proposal, in light of
· its relationship with the ANAS (Access Network Attachment) and RACS (Resource & Admission Control) functions

· TISPAN to develop its proposed WLAN access architecture to NGN

· Contributions welcome to TISPAN to help quick decision making (by end 2005 if possible).

7
Possible reuse of IMS to support PSTN/ISDN service emulation
Relevant Documents:
TD11 (PSTN/ISDN Emulation sub-system, from TISPAN), TD14 (A snapshot on an IMS-based PSTN/ISDN Emulation subsystem, from France Telecom)
Mr. P. Mart (Marconi, TISPAN Emulation Work Item Rapporteur) introduced TD11 which presents the PSTN/ISDN emulation sub-system, its specific requirements and possible functional architecture. Mr. I. Sharp (Nortel, 3GPP CN Vice-Chair) asked if this scenario was a model for interworking. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) answered positively and added that it was considered as sub-system in the fixed NGN. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) asked about the CAMEL involvement in this approach and Mr. P. Mart (presenter on behalf of TISPAN) answered that this has not been yet studied but a priori CAMEL is not applicable but rather INAP to support IN-based services. 
Mr. B. Chatras (France Telecom) then introduced a more specific IMS-based architecture solution as in presented in TD14. Many questions were raised during this presentation and clarifications were provided in particular on the differences between the "emulation" and the "simulation" scenario and on the flexible implementation and deployment options. Mr. P. Holmberg (Ericsson) wanted to know which entity would be responsible for creating the ISUP message when the call is initiated by the NGN IMS side. Mr. B. Chatras (France Telecom, contribution presenter) answered that this was not yet discussed in TISPAN but he gave a possible solution (e.g. in the Signalling Gateway). Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) added some technical information like the fact the use of SIP-I avoid to encapsulate ISUP messaging. Mr. B. Chatras (France Telecom) explained that there are some variants like the inclusion of the MGCF into the CPE (so that only one SIP interface has to be handled). He explained that this proposal was a functional architecture and not an implementation description (various deployment options were shown in slide 5) and it is not a TISPAN issue to decide which configuration will be deployed but rather the Operators’ one.
On slide 4 Mr. M. Olssen (Workshop Chair) asked for clarification on the way to support Nomadic users. Mr. B. Chatras (France Telecom) answered that this function required to have some user interaction with the Application Server and so that AS simulates roaming procedure. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked how the IMS authorisation would work. This issue needs to be investigated but as there are 2 types of Gateways that can be used (Residential Gateways in user premises and Access Gateways in the network) procedures to apply are different and have not yet been discussed in detail. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) was interested to know which services will be supported. Answer was: ”Most of the ones which are already in use in PSTN/ISDN”. Mr. P. Holmberg (Ericsson) asked through which functional entity, A-BGF or I-BGF, the IP access network will be reached. This question was not felt to be specific to this emulation sub-system but more generic to the global architecture as shown by the TISPAN_NGN Architecture presentation (in TD07r2 last slide). Another question  “Can AGCF be used as NAT in this scenario?” was answered by: “There is no specific Media Gateway Controller for this scenario". Mr. O. van Deventer (TNO Telecom) questioning the utility to support ISUP in this Emulation Sub-system architecture wanted to know why not terminate the call at the Media Gateway Controller. Mr. B. Chatras (France Telecom, presenter) answered that it was an IMS option. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) asked whether codec AMR could be used in the Media Gateway. Mr. B. Chatras (France Telecom) answered that he did not see any problem in doing so, as Codec may be either in the Residential Gateway or in the Access Gateway possibly combined with DSLAM functions. 
To conclude these presentations on the NGN PSTN/ISDN Emulation Sub-system requirements and possible architectures, Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) stated that flexibility is indeed required and that anyway this is still under discussion within TISPAN where the issue will be progressed on the basis of  Members input contributions.
No specific interaction between TISPAN and 3GPP was identified as being required in this respect. TISPAN to proceed with the "PSTN/ISDN Emulation Sub-system" definition work.
8
Current activities and workplan
8.1
3GPP
No specific presentation was made. The presentation in TD05 (The 3GPP methodology) included some information on Release 6 ongoing work and its freezing scheduled by September 2004.
8.2
ETSI TISPAN
Relevant Documents:
TD12r1 (NGN related Work Items and Timing, from TISPAN)
Mr. M. Niekus (Lucent, TISPAN_NGN project leader) introduced TD12r1 which presents the work plan. There are currently 16 work items for NGN Release 1 in the work programme. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) noted that the one on Single Sign On may not be part of Release 1, depending on the issues it raises. He added that, as regards the maintenance of the work programme, if there is a wish to use a database similar to the one of 3GPP it would be necessary to get the support from the MCC.

Mr. I. Doig (Motorola) asked for more clarification on how TISPAN will produce delta documents compared to the existing 3GPP specifications. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) noted 2 different approaches possible: i) Do we modify the scope of 3GPP to include TISPAN work or ii) does TISPAN endorse the 3GPP documents and make the necessary changes. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) reminded that 3GPP specifications are maintained and updated every 3 months and he did not wish to take care of the TISPAN documents in addition. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) concluded that TISPAN_NGN will be based on 3GPP Release 6 and kept as reference for the TISPAN 'delta' documents, at least initially. He proposed to hold another joint Workshop later, before the completion of TISPAN_NGN Release 1 work (scheduled mid-2005) in order to fix the documentation issue. He added that close to the end of NGN Release 1 work (mid-2005) final decisions will be made on the exact scope and coverage of the TISPAN_NGN Release 1, in particular taking into account of the unsolved issues.

Mr. E. Scaronne (Telecom Italia) stated that may be all the TISPAN_NGN requirements will be endorsed by 3GPP but agued that for doing so there would be a need for significant coordination efforts within 3GPP. Mr. U. Dropmann (Siemens) did not see any problem on working relations between both groups but as regards alignment he thought that if the TISPAN work is well identified and visible to 3GPP there was no need to wait for 3GPP Release 7. Mr. Y. Hu (Ericsson) suggested looking at TD17 (an input from Ericsson, Lucent Technologies, Nokia, Nortel Networks, Siemens on 3GPP-ETSI NGN activities) for applying coordination between TISPAN and 3GPP. Mr. M. Niekus (Lucent, TISPAN_NGN Project leader) recognised that there was a need to define a clear process in order to get the TISPAN requirements agreed by 3GPP. Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) said that coordination can be done in stage 3 group (i.e. with CN). Mr. E. Scaronne (Telecom Italia) claimed that this depends on the objectives of such coordination. Assuming there is no need to document all TISPAN_NGN in 3GPP, Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) proposed setting up a single list of what is used by TISPAN_NGN on the common IMS platform. Mr. Y. Hu (Ericsson) recommended avoiding delta documents as much as possible for maintenance reason and also for a better flexibility in the future system evolution. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) stated that delta document has more significance in 3GPP for example "Change Requests (CRs)" are delta documents. Mr. R. Forbes (Marconi, TISPAN WG3 Chair) noted that in protocols specifications, a delta document has no significance at all.
Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) concluded the debate by stating that there was a full consensus to define a single IMS platform and to have specific requirements published as delta documents, at least in initial steps. Those NGN requirements that cannot get agreed to go into the IMS will have to be specified outside of the IMS.
8.3
Other SDOs

No input was available from other SDOs.
9
Discussion and future cooperation
Relevant Document:
TD13 (Summary on NGN-IMS relationships, from TISPAN), TD17r1 (3GPP-ETSI NGN activities, from Ericsson, Lucent Technologies, Nokia, Nortel Networks, Siemens)
Mr. M. Niekus (Lucent, TISPAN_NGN Project Leader) introduced TD13 on behalf Mr. R. Muench (Alcatel, TISPAN WG3 Vice-Chair) who was unable to attend the Workshop due to a last minute problem. A few questions were raised on the  Reason for a TISPAN specific requirement to deal with Routeing function as "a requirement to identify and address all TISPAN-NGN elements of an operator's domain for routeing purposes": Mr. L. Finizola e Silva (Alcatel) explained that the idea was to allow HSS to get more information on the direction where the call shall be routed to (e.g. towards the PSTN/ISDN Emulation sub-system or to the IMS) but Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) answered that this was depending on the emulation sub-system implementation choices. Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) noted that if this function was purely a routing function it was only dependant of the TISPAN work.
On slide 5 (unmodified 3GPP IMS specifications for NGN reuse), Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop Chair) noted that in 3GPP Release 6 there was yet no specification progressed on an open interface between MRFC and MRFP and again this issue is TISPAN only. But Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) was of the opinion that as regards MFRC-MRFP interface there could be a need to investigate this issue also in 3GPP and recommended to have a joint activity on it at an appropriate time (possibly in the scope of Release 7). Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) asked about the3GPP WI and Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) clarified that there was a WI but not progressing. As suggested by Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) this issue was left as subject to future Members contributions (in TISPAN and in 3GPP as found relevant).
On slide 6 on Potential Joint Work between TISPAN & 3GPP, questions were raised and comments made on HSS/SLF and the possible relationships between the Emulation sub-system and the Interconnection Border Control Function (IBCF) introduced by TISPAN in the NGN architecture. Mr. L. Finizola e Silva (Alcatel) also added some further explanations on the Policy Control Function (PCF). In conclusion of the discussion it was agreed that this was only a proposal require some more work from the TISPAN side. Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop Chair) thought that there was no impact on the IMS core but may be there was a need to clarify the network boundary. It was also noted that as regards S-CSPF and P-CSCF no additional work was identified in TISPAN. It was further agreed also that investigations were needed in TISPAN for charging and accounting (will be done in TISPAN WG2 said Mr. R. Brennan, TISPAN WG2 Chair). Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) stated this leads for TISPAN to adopt also most (if not all) the other 3GPP IMS requirements. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) questioned on the real objective: either to adopt a common core IMS or to specify a specific one for fixed networks. Mr. M. Niekus (Lucent, TISPAN_NGN Project Leader) argued that a common core approach has a lot of benefits but Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) recommended both groups to be careful on what was really needed for the common IMS core and suggested checking features by features to ensure that requirements are really justified.
The meaning of the last bullet "On a case-by-case basis, it will be decided where and how the agreements shall be documented" was also questioned and Mr. U. Dropmann (Siemens) answered that this was a fair statement indicating that 3GPP could decide to reject a TISPAN requirement and asked for a good mechanism to document this requirement anyway. Mr. M. Niekus (Lucent, NGN Project Leader) proposed 2 mechanisms: i) one for an accepted requirement and ii) another for a rejected requirement. Mr. U. Dropmann (Siemens) raised the issue of possible divergence in case of rejection. Mr. S. Mecrow (mmO2) claimed that objectives of this discussion are unclear because CR processes are different in TISPAN and 3GPP. Mr. I. Sharp (3GPP CN Vice-Chair) indicated that a lot of work is done in 3GPP to contribute to the IETF. The 3GPP Member companies contribute to IETF and if an input was rejected by IETF then 3GPP decided on follow-up actions. He recommended TISPAN to adopt a similar procedure in the interactions with and dependencies on 3GPP. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) emphasized the view that a common core IMS shall be based on a common set of specifications, mainly stage 3 ones. Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN Chair) supported that 3GPP has specified a set of specifications for the IMS definition and the best for TISPAN was to use them as they are. Mr. M. Niekus (TISPAN_NGN Project Leader) concluded that there was a need to document how to proceed with the 3GPP documents and suggested reporting a list of 3GPP specifications to be used.
Mr. Y. Hu (Ericsson) then introduced TD17on the way 3GPP and TISPAN could coordinate their activities. Some changes were proposed on this presentation and an agreed revised version TD17r1 was provided at the end of the discussion. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) asked for clarification on the way to process CR mainly to stage 3. Ms. A. Napolitano (Telecom Italia) wished to know if all the requirements should be presented to 3GPP. As Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop Chair) stated that dependencies are traced by TISPAN, Mr. I. Sharp (3GPP CN Vice-Chair) expressed concerns on the current confused situation. He explained what he understood and thought that TISPAN has to maintain a list of all requirements submitted to 3GPP. Mr. C. Blanchard (BT) proposed that only delta documents are involved here and WI will go for CR both in 3GPP and in TISPAN.
Slide 6 gave access to table showing 3GPP dependencies as regards IETF and it was suggested to TISPAN to use such a table to document NGN dependencies to 3GPP.

On slide 7 (Summary of ETSI-3GPP NGN activities) Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) asked clarification on the meaning of “single set of specifications for IMS core”. Mr. C. Hu (Ericsson, contribution presenter) explained that there will be a need for certain deltas documents but in principle this IMS core will be defined by the same set of specifications. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) added that both groups need to be pragmatic and shall try to synchronise content of the IMS core as a common objective. Mr. S. Hayes (3GPP CN chair) said that there is a need to maintain integrity of the IMS as a common platform and deltas shall be considered as options only. Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) claimed that as an operator he can’t agree with such a statement because he does not want too many options. Mr. C. Pudney (Vodafone) reminded that TISPAN need to document all its requirements. Mr. S. Mecrow (mmO2) recommended TISPAN to work with 3GPP as indicated on slide 7, which was agreed as shown in Slide 7 of TD17r1. Again a long discussion took place to know how to take into account TISPAN requirements in 3GPP IMS specifications and to document them. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) outlined the need to extend the scope of the current IMS in order to take into account the TISPAN requirements. Mr. U. Dropmann (Siemens) added that broadband requirements shall not be rejected just because they are for fixed part and not for the mobile one. Mr. Koshimizu (NTT DoCoMo) suggested opening an independent TISPAN WI to carry out this work independently from 3GPP but Mr. C. Hu (Ericsson) thought the most  important was the activity and not the source of the WI (i.e. TISPAN, TTC, TIA or other). He recommended not multiplying WIs if the functionality was identical.
Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) reminded the earlier 3GPP SA discussions on the approval of different scenarios for various accesses networks to 3G mobile systems. He added that he would like to have accesses technologies like xDSL also included and being taken care of. Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop Chair) clarified that SA2 discussions were relevant to the access independence in order to ensure interoperability and reminded that the relevant technical report was restructured to allow all the 3GPP accesses to be documented in separate annexes. Ms. A. Napolitano (Telecom Italia) suggested applying the same approach for TISPAN as regards interoperability. Then Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) recommended applyng the stage 1, 2 and 3 approaches also for TISPAN. Another 3GPP discussion took place for clarifying how 3GPP requirements are processed and approved. Mr. M. Fuller (BT) asked to which 3GPP group he should contribute his requirements if any and asked for guideline to help TISPAN participant to direct their requirements contributions. Mr. K. Drage (Lucent) indicated that the table which has been set up (see Annex E) was a first attempt. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) added that contribution should be done to relevant TISPAN WGs and 3GPP TSGs by Member companies with the assumption of good internal coordination. But Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) recommended studying each issue very carefully to avoid duplication of discussions or misunderstandings. Mr. A. Le Roux (Workshop Chair) stressed that there was clear wish to set up a single set of specifications for a common IMS platform for 3G Mobile and fixed NGN and if there was are requirements for xDSL access for example that cannot be accommodated by IMS they will be defined outside of the IMS. Mr. C. Hu (Ericsson) asked for agreement of this statement “Single set of specs (for Core IMS) is the goal” on the last slide of TD17r1. Mr. M. Olsson (Workshop Chair) stated that feasibility of requirements shall be checked on case by case. Ms. A. Napolitano (Telecom Italia) recommended again in adapting the same process as done in 3GPP for interoperability issue (i.e. published as a separate annex). Mr. E. Scarrone (Telecom Italia) insisted on the need for 3GPP to have an internal discussion on how to handle TISPAN_NGN requirements and expressed the view that discussions on the feasibility of each feature or requirement shall be done in 3GPP on a case by case basis.
It was eventually agreed that the ETSI-3GPP activities on NGN-IMS shall proceed as described in TD17r1 which reflects the agreements reached during the above discussion.
10
AOB

None was raised.
11
Closing session

Relevant Document:
TD16r1 (NGN-IMS issues handling and Workshop highlights)
Mr. A. Le Roux presented TD16 summarizing the joint session highlights. The document was discussed in detail and revised accordingly as TD16r1. At that time a discussion on the type of Codec to be used by default in NGN took place. Mr. C. Pudney stated that there was a need to define also Video codec types to be supported. Coming back on AMR Mr. M. Fuller wanted some additional clarification on its use. Mr. C. Pudney explained that 3GPP assumed that AMR codec is used as default option and recommended TISPAN_NGN for using it too. This is confirmed as an open issue as mentioned in TD16r1. Mr. K. Drage reminded that the Workshop objectives were not to reach general agreements on all issues but rather to identify a list of potential issues and to find a way to resolve them.
The usefulness for a future Workshop was then discussed and supported in order to review the status of the NGN-IMS issues and to update the IMS Releases and the NGN Release 1 relationships. While it was noted that a collocated meeting outside Europe might be an issue for some ETSI TISPAN participants, there was agreement to envision a future Workshop in the February/March 2005 timeframe. Another discussion took place on the need for setting up a common exploder list for dealing jointly with NGN-IMS related issues. Some views considered that such a new exploder list would redundant with the current set of exploder lists from both 3GPP and TISPAN. Nevertheless a list dedicated to the NGN-  was requested to ensure the follow-up of this joint activity. It was also required not to use this list for technical discussion. 
As regards the date for the next joint Workshop on NGN-IMS, this will be determined at a later stage, taking into account of the SA and CN Plenary meetings in the February/March 2005 timeframe, still subject to confirmation and possible rearrangements.  As a final comment Mr. S. Hayes, 3GPP CN Chairman and acting as the IMS requirements-IETF coordinator, indicated that some IETF RFCs are likely to be impacted by the forthcoming IMS evolutions/changes to accommodate Fixed NGN requirements and he proposed that those impacts be contributed to the IETF via 3GPP in due time as the work progresses on the requirements and the resolution for their support.
When coming to the Workshop closure, Mr. A. Le Roux informed that all the Workshop input presentations and the revised outputs were made available on the ETSI Docbox FTP server area at:
http://docbox.etsi.org/tispan/open/NGN-IMS/50-20040622-Joint3GPP/
Mr. M. Olsson thanked all delegates for their very active and fruitful participation and wished everybody a safe trip back home. He thanked also ETSI for its efficient support in hosting this Workshop at the Mediathel. Mr. A. Le Roux apologized for skipping the lunch break but noted that the Wokshop was being closed on time with fairly good conclusions.
The Workshop was closed at 2:00 P.M., in accordance with the announced schedule. Participants applauded the closure of the Workshop.
Annex A – Meeting agenda
http://docbox.etsi.org/TISPAN/Open/NGN-IMS/50-20040622-Joint3GPP/TD01_Agenda.doc
Annex B – List of TDs

http://docbox.etsi.org/TISPAN/Open/NGN-IMS/50-20040622-Joint3GPP/TD02r1_List_of_TDs.doc
Annex C – List of participants

http://docbox.etsi.org/TISPAN/Open/NGN-IMS/50-20040622-Joint3GPP/TD03r1_List_of_Delegates.doc
Annex D – Meeting summary results

http://docbox.etsi.org/TISPAN/Open/NGN-IMS/50-20040622-Joint3GPP/TD16r1_WS_highlights.ppt
Annex E – 3GPP TSGs and TISPAN WGs mapping table on various issues discussed
	Issue (per Sub-clause meeting Report)
	3GPP TSG
	TISPAN WG

	6.1 Customer Networks (LAN & Firewall)
	SA2
	WG2

	6.2 IMS enablers
	SA2
	WG1/WG2

	6.2 IMS enablers
	SA2
	WG1/WG2

	6.3 Security aspect
	SA3
	WG7

	6.4 Charging
	SA5
	WG1

	6.5 QoS
	SA2
	WG5

	6.6 Gq interface
	CN3
	WG2/WG3

	6.7 Services
	CN1/SA2
	WG1

	6.8 IP version
	CN1/SA2
	WG1/WG2/WG3

	6.9 Networks Interconnection
	-
	-

	6.10 SIP Profile
	CN1/SA2
	WG2/WG3

	6.11 DIAMETER Profile
	-
	-

	6.12 Network Management
	-
	-

	6.13 Other Issues: WLAN access architecture
	SA2
	WG1/WG2/WG3
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