3GPP TSG CT Plenary Meeting #48

CP-100430
2nd – 3rd June 2010, Seoul, South Korea
Title:
LS on I1 and Gm Interface Interaction
Response to:

Release:
Rel-9
Work Item:
IMS_SCC-ICS_I1
Source:
3GPP TSG CT
To:
3GPP TSG SA, SA2, CT1
Cc:

Contact Person:


Name:
Nigel Berry
Tel. Number:
+44 7880 786 684
E-mail Address:
nigel.berryatalcatel-lucent.com
Name:
Luisa Marchetto
Tel. Number:
+1 4255031801
E-mail Address:
Luisa.Marchettoatatt.com

Name:
Adrian Neal
Tel. Number:
+44 7919 555744
E-mail Address:
adrian.nealatvodafone.com
Attachments:
C1-101873, C1-101874, C1-101879
1. Overall Description:

Concerns were raised in CT Plenary#48 and the attached CT1 WG agreed CRs (C1-101873, C1-101874, C1-101879) could not be approved.
The CT1 CRs were agreed in CT1, despite contradictory statements in the current stage 2, where a judgment call was made on which statement overrules the other.
The statements that are contradictory are in TS 23.292, section 5.3.2 which states:
"5.3.2 UE enhanced for ICS

The ICS UE shall use the Gm reference point when using the PS network for service control signalling. The ICS UE may use the I1 reference point as detailed in clause 5.4.1, however, the ICS UE shall not use I1 whenever the Gm reference point is available."
Whilst TS 23.292 subclause 4.9 gives an Operator a choice to use I1:
"An ICS UE shall only use I1 when the home operator has configured it to do so" 

and then removes the same choice (TS 23.292 subclause 4.9):

"the ICS UE shall not use I1 whenever the Gm reference point is available."

As an illustration of the requirements for the use of Gm and I1:

If I am walking my dog in the park (Gm is not available) while being involved in 3-way call (using I1 for SS) with my wife and my daughter. When I walk into my house (where I have Wi-Fi and Gm becomes available), I register with the IMS to be able to receive any incoming call (which may come).

However, since "the ICS UE shall not use I1 whenever the Gm reference point is available" I have to transfer my 3-way call to the Gm interface. With the current requirements we reach this situation illustrated above.
Alternatively, roaming is not possible when subscriber of an operator that provides Gm only terminals, roams into a network where speech is only provided on I1. I1 must therefore also be supported in the terminal for a minority roaming case.

Clearly the requirements need to address these situations.
An SA2 CR was drafted in S2-102165, to try to resolve this contradiction and was presented in SA2 Kyoto but could not be agreed.
2. Actions:

To TSG SA:
3GPP TSG CT asks TSG SA to request that SA2 addresses the current requirements as needed to resolve the attached CRs before the next CT1 meetings in:

	3GPPCT1#65 
	OR 
	28 Jun - 2 Jul 2010    
	Dublin  
	IE  
	

	3GPPCT1#66 
	OR 
	23 - 27 Aug 2010    
	CHINA (TBC)  
	CN  
	


as the next SA2 meeting is:
	3GPPSA2#80 
	OR 
	30 Aug - 3 Sep 2010    
	Brunstad (Sandefjord Airport)  
	NO  
	


Clearly it would be beneficial if SA2 has an electronic meeting as the formal SA2 meeting is too late to resolve this prior to the next CT1 meetings as CT Plenary feels this issue should be urgently resolved for Release 9. TSG CT1 work and implementations are pending on this result.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT Meeting:

TSG-CT Meeting #49 
15th – 17th September 2010, San Antonio, TX, US
