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GENERAL

The Adhoc group met full day of Monday. 60 attendees, a lot of new faces and they are very interested in IP related services discussion. During a day good progress was made on understanding nature of IP based service concepts.

It was not clear at the beginning what is the scope and aim of the ad hoc group. The name of the ad hoc group was also criticised, but there were not good proposals. The chair referred to his email on this (TDoc 968).

"The ad hoc group concentrates on services aspects of PS Domain (All IP). The ad hoc will prepare reports, specifications and CR for S1 plenary. The target is to have understanding on what need to be standardised in order to have successful introduction of PS domain real-time services (i.e. Multimedia teleservices with supplementary services, service capabilities, features etc.). Work shall be based on existing GPRS/PS domain services."

A lot of carriers are concerned that their existing network will be obsolete, if IP network is introduced too early, and they want same existing services to support. It was clarified that S1 shall continue also the development and maintenance CS domain services for rel 2000 at plenary and at the other ad hocs. This will allow seamless service continuity from release '99.

It was further noted that some of the delegates were looking after new real time multimedia services (h.323/SIP CC) and some were considering implementation of existing GSM telephony services (DTAP/04.08 CC) on PS Domain. This created continuous misunderstanding during a meeting it was agreed that proper definitions are needed and shall be documented in the new proposed TR (see below). 

There were comments that S1 should not separate PS and CS domain requirements. Chair clarified that S1 is allowed to consider service architecture issue although the responsibility lies at S2. Also certain level of technical understanding for sever issue is needed in order to write the detailed services descriptions for other groups. 

Following documents were dealt by the ad hoc: 893, 894, 914, 915, 916, 917, 918, 919, 920 and 968.

TDoc 903 LS from S2. This was postponed to the S1 plenary.

Technical report 

TDoc 916 is a draft skeleton for new TR "Study on PS domain services and capabilities". Editor for the TR is Mark Cataldo / Motorola. 

It was agreed to proceed with the TR based on contributions and discussions at this ad hoc. Editor welcomed email contributions on S1_IP-mailing list. The TR will be further drafted in drafting session on 18.-20. Jan.

TDoc 914 from Nortel "Requirements for Voice services in R00". Nortel proposal is to have R00 with both  “GSM-Telephony” and “IP-Telephony” options. Both these options will offer voice services in one form. However, these two forms of voice services should be treated separately so that: They can address different market segments and that each type of service can exploit its unique technical strengths. IP-Telephony should be handled as a new activity where service-alignment with GSM-telephony is not a requirement. GSM-Telephony and IP-Telephony may be thought of as different teleservices. 

Some operators suggested that there should not be two separate services. It should be one set of services for voice service. Some were clearly seeing IP and GSM real time services totally different. No consensus. It was clarified that term "IP telephony" includes the IP multimedia services. The terminology issue needs to studied and documented in the TR. 

Conclusions of the document were lengthy discussed and there was no clear conclusion at this point as term "IP-telephony" was of first point was not agreed. 

However it was noted that access independent is a good guideline. However case by case evaluation might be needed.

There was no final conclusion. Further discussion is needed.

TDoc 893 from Orange "All-IP architecture for release 2000". The requirement is to have a complete service transparency, for the user, between release 2000 “all-IP” networks and release 2000 UMTS “dual domain” networks. In general, some GSM operators want to preserve the existing GSM services as they are moving forward all-IP network. It was noted that this seems to be the DTAP CC case from Nortel contribution.

TDoc 894 from Orange on handover scenarios for “all-IP” network. It is premature to discuss handover when we do not know the networks. It was agreed to revisited later.

TDoc 915 from Motorola. The proposal requires that only the minimum functionalities (make call, receive call, manipulate call) should be provided to support "supplementary service" features in the serving network, be it GPRS, UMTS or EDGE, are standardised, and most supplementary services would be provided via service enablers (i.e. the toolkits). It was noted that this might be one possible way forward and that these issues should be contributed to the TR.

TDoc 921 from Ericsson "Proposed R’00 service requirements". The requirements were looked one by one. The attached CR to 22.100 was not agreed as 22.100 applies only for release '99, but to new TR in a suitable form. 

2.1 Agreed, requirement is fulfilled by creating release 2000 versions of all of the existing S1 specifications (unless specifically decided otherwise),

2.2 Agreed.

2.3 Agreed. Whole 3GPP and S1 shall study the need to have mobile related extensions and decide case by case how the requirements are fulfilled, before 3GPP asking other SDO to consider the work

2.4 Principle agreed, but the supplementary services need to be understood more before final decisions are made. (e.g. H.450)

2.5 Agreed. The new requirement for rel 2000 is that GSM part (= GERAN) shall support real time IP services.

2.6 Agreed for the whole re'00 including PS and CS domains.

2.7 Agreed for the whole re'00 including PS and CS domains. However the specifications must support the option for the operator to deploy a re’00 network not supporting old terminals.

TDoc 917 from Nokia on IPv6 support.  

There were several questions on asking clarifications where exactly Ipv6 would be used before agreeing the requirements. Concerns on compatibility with GPRS were also raised. It was noted that IPv6 might be needed, but it was suggested SA 2 or CN WGs should make the decision as protocol selection is out of the scope of S1. It was noted that there is no need to send LS on this issue as S2 FS already notes the problematics on this issue and it is studied. It was noted that there are plans for Ipv6 interest group joining 3GPP as marketing representative organisation. 

In principle, S1 agree that IPV6 connectivity is needed (and already required at GPRS), but further evaluation and discussion is needed to happen at other TSG, not in S1.

The justification of the requirement for the support of Ipv6 included some assumptions and underlying requirements.  For example, is it a requirement that all re’00 terminals have a unique and addressable IP address?  These assumptions and underlying requirements are within the scope of S1 and should be included in the Technical Report.

Summary on Technical Report, in general it was noted that open key issues shall be listed and need to be solved as soon as possible. 

Open issues included e.g. 

-Definitions

-Differences between CS /  PS domain telephony 

-Broadcast /multicast / conferencing.
It was agreed to document everything now on the TR, but if there is interest it was welcomed delegates to propose new TR on dedicated topics, for example broadcast /multicast / conferencing/GPRS PTM issues might require more detailed evaluation. The target it to have TR to stable state by the end of Feb 2000.

Feature list

It is very beneficial to get understanding already as soon as possible the priorities of different features from operators in order to verify that the most important features get included to rel 00.  Idea is that everyone shall propose features for wish list by Jan 14th. When list of features is complete everyone shall evaluate the priority of each feature by the next S1 Plenary (7. Feb.). Combined information can be used to focus and to phase the work at the next S1. 

TDoc 919 from AT&T was presented. It includes good list of proposed features for PS domain. 

TDoc 918 from ad hoc chair /Nokia includes template for evaluation form and some additional requirements. 

Delegates were welcomed to give comments to these proposals. There will be a new combined version available during the S1 plenary.

It was questioned if release 2000 is possible basis for commercial offerings, BT and AWS said they have 

the requirement to deliver all-IP services in R00. Pacific Bell Wireless has no requirement to deliver all-IP services by R00.  It was noted that reason for the wish list is to clarify this situation and to have clear priorities for the release 2000. 

SCHEDULE:

Following meetings were proposed for the ad hoc. 

18.-20. Jan
Drafting session, Host invited.

7. Feb
Host invited, followed by S1 plenary.

29.2-2.Mar
Host invited (AT&T has offered to host in North America).

10. Apr
Host invited, followed by S1 plenary. 

16.-18. May
Host invited.

At this stage the January meeting was agreed, other will be decided later. It was noted that goal should be to have drafting on via electronics means (email) as much as possible. However there was also support for face-to-face drafting sessions with clearly agreed scope before the meeting. 

Electronic discussion is to take place on the S1_IP mailing list, and the report editor strongly encouraged contributions on the various areas of the report (cf. TDoc 916) in advance of the first drafting session.

Proposed agenda for the January drafting session:

On  18-20 Jan meeting following issues are progressed:

1) Review of the feature list. (Deadline for contributions on feature list is 14. Jan.)

2) Drafting of the report 

MAILING LIST:

There is a mailing list at ETSI list server to cover all discussions issues concerning S1 all IP ad hoc.  It was noted that this is the most important topic for the S1 at time being  and thus all important conclusions need to be forwarded to S1 plenary mailing list, too. 

To subscribe send mail to address

 
LISTSERV@LIST.ETSI.FR.

 with text in message body (not subject)

 
SUBSCRIBE S1_IP (firstname surname)

To send mail address it to:

 
S1_IP@LIST.ETSI.FR. 

