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During SA2#66 it was concluded as part of S2-085064 that no architectural impact was required on 3GPP TS 23.002 as a result of the IMS-Corp work item.

As SA2 concluded that it is possible to progress the work without architecture change to meet the TISPAN requirements and in general very little work left for SA2 to complete stage 2 work for the IMS_Corp work item.
The following CRs were discussed at CT1#55:

-
C1-082961 Core network handling of P-Preferred-Identity and P-Asserted-Identity header for business communication
-
C1-082962 NGCN site as a protocol entity
-
C1-083250 NGCN site as a protocol entity (ALT)
C1-082961 proposes changes needed to extend the IMS trust domain into the NGCN in the subscription scenario. Another workshop input contribution discusses issues associated with this topic.

There are two alternate proposals for representing the NGCN and specifying its attachment to IMS/NGN in the subscription scenario.

C1-082962 NGCN site as a protocol entity

Complex system:
A system encompassing multiple SIP entities. These may be a combination of UAs, proxies and B2BUAs which act in sequence. A typical example is an enterprise system, which consists of a combination of UAs (representing the end device provided to the user of the enterprise), proxies and B2BUAs (representing the enterprise equipment for service provision and routeing). Depending on service level agreement, the complex system can be attached to the IM CN subsystem via either the P-CSCF or the IBCF.
NOTE 6:
A device consisting a multiple UAs in the same device is a UE rather than a complex system.

Complex system attachment point:
The entity in an complex system directly attached to the IM CN subsystem.
C1-083250 NGCN site as a protocol entity (ALT)

Simple UE:
A UE embedding a single SIP entity.

Complex UE:
A UE embedding multiple interconnected SIP entities.

NOTE 6:
A physical device or a home network incorporating multiple independent SIP entities is not considered a complex UE and is seen by the IM CN subsystem as multiple independent simple UEs.

NOTE 7:
Examples of a complex UE are a Next Generation Corporate Network (NGCN) site or a home network.

Complex UE attachment point:
A SIP entity within a complex UE that is directly attached to the IM CN subsystem (i.e. adjacent to the P-CSCF in terms of SIP hops).

NOTE 8:
Examples of a complex UE attachment point are a call manager in an NGCN site or a home gateway in a home network.

It appears that in both of these proposals a new functional entity and a new reference point are effectively being defined however these are not being documented in 3GPP TS 23.002. As was commented at CT1#55, if there is no architectural impact, any change made to the UE or any other functional element’s clauses in 3GPP TS 24.229 will apply to all manifestations of the functional element described by those clauses. If no architectural impact is needed then is it necessary that there be different definitions for NGCN entities and a new attachment point defined? If everything is a UE then only a UE reference is needed and differences in behavior should be handled by criteria associated with some protocol parameter or variable that identifies the particular UE behavior or handling and not through a new definition or new point of attachment. 
It is also not uncommon to align 3GPP TS 23.002 near the end of the release with the outcomes of the detailed specification work.

Proposal
This contribution takes no position on the issue of whether NGCN requires an architectural change or not. However, if such new definitions are considered needed then we should recognize that we are changing the architecture and we should document this properly in 3GPP TS 23.002 and consider if changes also are required to 3GPP TS 23.228.
