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1
Introduction

Ecma TC32-TG17 has worked closely in cooperation with ETSI TISPAN in developing the TISPAN deliverables to date on corporate networking. An important part of this work is the SIP interface between an NGCN and an NGN. This interface is in principle specified in DTS/TISPAN-02042 -NGN-R2 (TS 182 025) - Business trunking stage 2/3. However, Ecma has some major concerns with the way this is documented.

1. Ecma is concerned about the number of documents involved in specifying this interface. DTS/TISPAN-02040 is essentially a delta to ES 283 003, which is a delta to 3GPP TS 24.229, which in turn is a delta to RFC 3261 (and other SIP/SDP-related RFCs). Although a SIP/SDP interface specification clearly has to be a delta to the RFCs concerned, the use of 3 levels of delta (i.e., 4 levels of specification) clearly makes the documentation very difficult to use.
2. The 3GPP TS, together with its ETSI delta, is a very large document covering internal interfaces and functional components within the IMS. There is no explicit section on the NGCN-NGN interface, specification for which can be found only by looking at procedures for those IMS components that impact that interface. It can therefore be very hard to find what is relevant to the NGCN-NGN interface.

3. There are two forms of business trunking that can be used at the NGCN-NGN interface: subscription-based and peering-based. The essential difference is whether an NGCN needs to register with its NGN and the way the NGN routes incoming requests to the NGCN. The remainder is common, yet to find the respective interface specifications involves looking at procedures for two different sets of IMS components. As a result, commonalities are not clear.
In Ecma's opinion, the present method of documenting the NGCN-NGN interface is so difficult to use that the chances of achieving interoperable implementations of the NGCN side and the NGN side are very low. Certainly from an NGCN perspective this is so. Those implementing the NGCN side of this interface need a concise and precise specification of the interface, where the NGCN and NGN are treated as black boxes. The internal architecture of the NGN is largely irrelevant to NGCN implementers. Moreover, the specification should be written as a direct delta to RFC 3261 and other relevant SIP/SDP RFCs.
2
Proposal
Ecma proposes that a separate specification be written for the NGCN-NGN interface, specifying procedures for the NGCN side and the NGN side and treating the two sides as black boxes. Such a specification should be normative, in the sense that in the event of conflict between the interface specification and other ETSI or 3GPP specifications, the interface specification shall prevail. In this way, implementers of either side would have a clear specification to work to, and compliance testing would be far easier.

This interface specification could be written in one of the following bodies:

· 3GPP

· ETSI

· Ecma

· Some other body, such as the SIP Forum.
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