Report on the TR 22.976 e-mail discussion period








This is a brief report on the e-mail discusion period following the Helsinki Release 2000 ad-hoc.





Below I have listed the contributors to the e-mail discussion period following the Helsinki S1 R2000 ad-hoc meeting.  I have identified the changes made to version 0.7.0 of the specification, as well as reasons for not accepting them if they have not been incorporated.





Note that the short discussion period was to make editorial and other minor changes to existing areas of the TR.  Further, the output version from the discussion period is intended to be suitable for presentation to the TSG-SA plenary "for information", which requires that around 50% of the TR is stable; this means that work on the TR will continue within S1 and it is not yet perfect (!).








Annuka Toivanen (Nokia)


All editorial comments incorporated


E-mail on the use of the term "supplementary services" in Relationship E, following the definition of Basic Services to be teleservices and bearer services.  This inconsistency also exists for Relationship C.  I have amended the text to read "supplementary services built on the basic services" for now.  However we may need to revisit this at a later stage.


Juergen Merkel (Alcatel)


Changes to figure 5 not incorporated: this is part of the definition of the All IP Network/call control issue, and the proposed change received objections.  Other objections were also received.


Tommi Kokkola (Nokia)


the Telenor-disputed change to the definition of All IP Network has not been incorporated, and instead an editor's note has been added, stating that more work is required for the definitions.  The editorial note proposed definitions of all network types possible for Release 2000.


the proposed deletion of text in clause 4.6 on the support of multimedia T/NT bearer capabilities has not been done: I believe this is part of the definition of the All IP Network issue.


Comments to beginning of clause 8 not understood, but editorial improvements made.


support of BOIC in barring clause (8.2): it is not necessary for the network's numbering plan to be available in the terminal (or other networks') when roaming!  To support on-terminal BOIC, service logic with some data on the barring details requires to be installed on the device to bar such calls.


In 8.6, the question raised is "something missing?"  This was where the BT contribution on addressing was inserted, and I have added an introductory sentence.


All other comments have been incorporated


Manfred Leitgeb/Jörg Swetina (Siemens)


1. Scope: "teleformation" term not commonly used and not incorporated


1. Scope: text "areas to be standardised to guarantee seamless service support and interworking" not accepted, as this changes the main thrust of the original bullet to determine what does not require to be standardised


removal of All IP Network definition.  I believe it is important to retain this, as it is widely used outside S1 (e.g. TSG-SA, S2 etc.).  Further, with the definition of Hybrid Network (and others to be proposed) I believe we should identify all the possible different network variants in Release 2000 (including an IP Network Transport, for example) to clarify the issue, instead of "hiding" the problem.


4.1 IP Vision: the term "IP multimedia services" replaced the original text "All IP network".  You are quite correct that Release 2000 does not just support IP multimedia services, however this is not what the text is saying.  Release 99 already supports multimedia services (but not IP multimedia services), and this sentence states that in addition to an evolved R99 (with its multimedia services) mentioned in the preceding paragraph, Release 2000 will also support (new) IP multimedia services.


3.2 Services Evolution: we have no requirements (I believe) for backward compatibility for toolkits.  The real requirement is to use toolkits to provide backward compatibility to the Release 99 services.


4.4 User perspective of services


I don’t think its appropriate to refer to domains at this point, as figure 1 is referring to the user's perception of services rather than the underlying mechanisms to enable those services.  [This is actually shown in figure 4.]


4.5 services and domains: consistent use of services, call control and transport mechanisms introduced into this subclause.


4.7 Multimedia services high level requirements: perhaps we can propose something different at the next meeting.  In the short term, the title has been prefixed with "IP".


4.7.2 User personalisation of services: depending on whether this is seen from an S1 requirements point of view, or from the user's modification of how the service works, this is both administration and personalisation.


4.7.3 User context: I understand that BT (Steve Mecrow) is to propose a definition for "call"; so lets leave this until then.


Tommi Kokkola (Nokia) / Kevin Holley (BT)


4.3 Services evolution: GERAN text changed to read "GERAN (support for GSM radio including EDGE)"


Randolph Wohlert (SBC)


Response to Joerg Swetina's comments: removal of the definition for the "All IP Network" was not accepted (see above).  Regarding the comment " It would be possible to offer "IP Multimedia" in a hybrid network that is not an All-IP network", I can only disagree, because my understanding (as was debated during the Helsinki meeting) was that the definition requires IP call control.  However this is an issue also raised by Eric Alaskinen, and we require to discuss this further at the next meeting.  [Refer to the editorial note I have inserted after the definition of All IP Network].


Thoughts on figure 5: I quite agree that S1 should consider the service requirements from a user's perspective, however we are required to consider this from an IP aspect as well.  Thus, in addition to the user's view of requirements, we must also address the IP angle.  We may choose to agree to delete subclause 4.5 and figure 5 in a subsequent meeting, however my feeling is that this is too dramatic a proposal (following close of the discussion period in other timezones) to be appropriate at this point in time.  I would welcome further inputs in time for our next meeting.


4.6 High level service requirements: GSMNA references to Release 99 GPRS and circuit switched have been introduced.


Jean-Paul Gallaire (France Telecom)


Objection to Siemens proposed used of term "teleformation"; this term has not been adopted (see above).








Mark Cataldo


10th March 2000.
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