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1. Overall Description:

TSG SA1 thanks TSG-SA2 for it’s reply liaison statement on IM CN Subsystem Roaming, S2-011579, Proposed Reply LS on "IM CN Subsystem Roaming".

SA1 has considered the questions raised in the liaison, and the outcome of the SA1 discussion is summarised as follows :-

SA1 believes that it is important to allow separate PS domain and IMS roaming agreements. It should be possible to allow PS domain access but not IMS (both when in home network and when roaming). Clearly IMS access is not possible without PS domain access.

There are a number of scenarios that need to be distinguishable by the terminal, to determine the actions it should take, when an attempt to use IMS is rejected (or not) when roaming. These would be as follows

1. No IMS service is available in the serving network. The terminal would need to revert to non-IMS service. This would correspond to a cause code something like ‘No IMS available’.

2. The APN unknown in the network - consequently no IMS subsystem is available. The terminal may revert to non-IMS service, or it may try again with another APN. This would correspond to a cause code something like ‘APN unknown’.

3. The APN is known in the network, but the terminal is not allowed service in this network as there is no roaming agreement in place between operators. The terminal would need to revert to non-IMS service. This would correspond to a cause code something like 'IMS roaming on this network not allowed'.

4. APN is known in the network, and the terminal is allowed access to P-CSCF. There are two possible outcomes to this, one is successful and the other is that registration with S-CSCF is rejected.

It was also agreed that the Stage 1 description should describe the above scenarios/requirements. A change request to TS 22.228 will be raised to detail these requirements.

2. Actions:

To SA2.

ACTION: 
TSG SA1 asks SA2 to ensure that the scenarios described above can be indicated by the network, and distinguished by the terminal when access to IMS is attempted.

3. Date of Next SA1 Meetings:

S1#14
5-9 November 2001
Japan, hosted by NTT DoCoMo

SA1#15 
11-15 February 2002, 
host offered: AWS Las Vegas

SA1#16 
13-17 May 2002, 
no host

SA1#17 
12-16 August 2002,
host offered: SBC (North America)

SA1#18 
11-15 November 2002,
no host

4. Attachments:

S2-011579, Proposed Reply LS on "IM CN Subsystem Roaming" included below

SA2#18 S2-011579

Puerto Rico, USA, 14-18 May 2001 
Title: Proposed Reply LS on "IM CN Subsystem Roaming"

Source: SA2

To: SA1, CN1

Cc: GSMA SerG, GSMA BARG

Attachments: S2-011387, S2-011435

Contact Person: 

Name: Andrew Allen

Company: Motorola

E-mail Address: caa019@email.mot.com
SA2 thanks CN1 for their LS on IM CN Subsystem Roaming (N1-010482, S2-011387), and SA1 for their corresponding reply (S1-010569), S2-011435).

SA2 notes the response from SA1 that there are no requirements at all related to roaming agreements, and that these are commercial agreements between operators.

During the discussion of S2-011435, it has been commented that having separate IMS and PS roaming agreement for an user could be allowed. This was linked with the similar feature of e.g. allowing CS roaming but not PS roaming. Roaming agreement for IMS imply more operational settings than roaming agreement for pure PS domain and hence may take longer time to be settled.

S2 would also like S1 to comment on what the behaviour of the UE should be if registration on IMS has been rejected due to "IMS roaming on this network not allowed".

 

SA2 would like to clarify their understanding of the liaison and Clause 15 of 22.101. Is it the correct understanding that the 3GPP Release 5 system should enable an operator to be able to differentiate between allowing their subscribers access to the PS domain and access to the IP Multimedia Core Network subsystem.

