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1
Executive Summary:

1.1
General

IMS Messaging progress:

The TR 22.940 was fully revised in order to prepare it to be presented for information at the next SA Plenary in September 2002. Version 0.5.0 was generated and this will be used as a baseline for the contributions at the next MGS SWG meeting which will be held in August 2002 in Durango, US during the SA1 meeting #17.

All the areas of the TR have been expanded and revised.

A major rearrangement of the TR will be carried out by the editor in order to remove the general requirements section in 6.1 and duplicate the requirements for each individual message type as appropriate. This was considered a good way forward to clarify the applicability of each requirement. 

It is currently the MSG SWG understanding that IMS messaging will leverage on the MMS service for what concerns the deferred messaging type and will expand the capabilities of the 3GPP system for services that need to use immediate and session based messaging style types which are currently not deliverable by MMS (as of Rel-5).

A number of contributions presented in the meeting contained requirements for value added service providers (VASP). It was felt premature to introduce those requirements at this stage and it was agreed to remove them for the time being. Their reintroduction will be discussed prior the next S1 MSG SWG.

1.2
Future Meetings

	Meeting
	Date


	Venue
	Comment 

	SA1#17
	12 – 16 Aug 02
	Durango, Colorado
	North America

	SA 17 plenary
	9-12 Sept 02
	Biarritz
	France

	SA1 SWG
	14-18 Oct 02
	Taiwan or Shanghai?
	Venue to be clarified

	SA1#18
	11-15 Nov 02
	Korea
	Korea
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Output Liaison Statements:
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	S1-021465
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS S1-021416 LS on draft MMS REL-6 WID
	S1 MSG SWG
	

	S1-021466
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS S1-021429 LS on Automatic bearer selection for MMS delivery and submission
	S1 MSG SWG
	

	S1-021467
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS S1-021430 LS on MMS configuration information on the USIM
	S1 MSG SWG
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Detailed Report
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	S1-021249
	
	
	
	
	
	Agenda for the SA1 Messaging SWG
	Chairman
	


Discussion:

The agenda was agreed

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021237
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 v. 0.3.0
	Editor (Nokia)
	


Discussion:

The TR 22.940 as resulted from the meeting in St. Albans was reviewed for the benefit of the delegates who could not attend this meeting. It was again clarified that the messaging types defined in section 4 are meant to provide a framework for the development of requirements on messages with specific characteristics and they are not defining services that can instead use more than one of those types. It was also clarified that the list of types is not necessarily exhaustive and other types may be added in the future as appropriate. 

It was suggested to add a sentence opening the paragraph to state that those messaging types are the ones considered in the TR.

Due to the difficulties identified with some requirements that apply to more than one messaging type the following way forward was agreed:

Remove the general requirements section 6.1 and copy those in the individual messaging types sections.

This will generate duplication and possibly more difficulties in managing the TR (the same requirement may need to be modified in three sections instead of one), but on the other hand the separation of the requirements for each type may speed up the drafting.

Some discussion on requirement c) of section 6.5 which may  be better placed in the interworking section. 

Point b) in 6.7 seems contradicting 6.3 and the requirement to have a log. Possibly it would be better to re-formulate it as: “there is no requirement to store…”

Point e) in 6.8 needs to be clarified. Maybe it only applies for chat.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021265
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 9
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

It was agreed that some of the text presented in this section was more suitable for the introduction section. Concerning the second paragraph it is the general understanding that the reuse of existing standards is in line with the work practice of 3GPP and should be accepted, however there were concerns about the phrasing of the sentence in particular with regards with the support of “evolving messaging service”.

Conclusion:

Openwave volunteered to redraft the text and propose it again at the next messaging meeting targeting the introduction section of the TR 22.940.
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	S1-021266
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 8
	Openwave
	

	S1-021295
	
	
	
	
	
	Messaging - Charging requirement for TR 22.940 v 0.3.0
	NEC
	

	S1-021302
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – Charging
	Nokia
	

	S1-021346
	
	
	
	
	
	Charging requirement for IMS messaging
	Vodafone 
	

	NO-NUMBER
	
	
	
	
	
	Merged contribution on charging requirements for TR 22.940
	S1 MSG SWG
	


Discussion:

The above 4 documents contain charging requirements for the IMS Messaging technical report. After having discussed all those contributions, it was agreed to draft a new contribution with the intention to merge those, the result of this drafting has been added to the latest version of the TR. 

Conclusion:

All the contributions were noted, the merged contribution was agreed and added to the TR 22.940
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	S1-021267
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 7
	Openwave
	

	S1-021319
	
	
	
	
	
	Contribution for TR 22.940 - Message Addressing
	Dynamicsoft
	


Discussion:

The contribution was accepted except for the part on VASP (see section 1.1 of this report regarding the introduction of requirements for VASP in TR. 22940).  The word “malicious” used in the contribution was not fully understood by some delegates and may need to be reconsidered.

The part of document 1317 dealing with security was not introduced either since it was felt that the security requirements for IMS messaging may be more than those required for IMS.

Conclusion:

1267 Noted: most of the text was added to the latest version of the TR.
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	S1-021268
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 6.9
	Openwave
	

	S1-021319
	
	
	
	
	
	Contribution for TR 22.940 - Message Addressing
	Dynamicsoft
	


Discussion:

The part concerning the requirements for VASP in 1268 was again removed. There was a discussion on mandating the email as one addressing scheme. The reason why it was introduced was to enhance the user experience (reuse of existing address book) as well as for backwards compatibility and to interwork with internet based messaging systems. Some delegates thought that such issues could be resolved by the messaging system and that there is no need to standardise email as one addressing scheme since this could imply a modification of the existing IMS architecture. Furthermore, if the agreement remains to develop IMS messaging to complement MMS, the introduction of email may be seen as not suitable for IMS.

The agreed way forward is to introduce the following text in the TR: “The single address shall be either a SIP URL, Network Address Identifier (NAI, as defined in RFC2486), or a MSISDN.”. The references section should also be updated accordingly to contain RFC2486.

Conclusion:

Both documents were noted and some text considered satisfactory by the delegates was agreed. 
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	S1-021269
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 6.6
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

The contribution was discussed but it was agreed not to add the proposed text to the TR 22.940

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021270
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 6.5
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

It was not possible to agree the text in this contribution due to some concerns raised by the delegates attending the meeting (for example the value of converting an immediate message). It was felt that some of the identified requirements could have been more suitable for the interworking section as well as for the message filtering section.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021271
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 6.3
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

The second requirement proposed in this document was accepted with a slight modification, while no conclusion was reached in this meeting for what concerns the journaling capability that was proposed for the session based messaging type. A similar requirement was proposed for the immediate messaging type again it was not possible to reach a conclusion on this issue. Most of the delegates felt that the capability to request the storage of messages should be standardised, but the provision of such a capability is an application issue and for this reason outside the scope of the standardisation.  

Conclusion:

Noted.
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	S1-021272
	
	
	
	
	
	TR 22.940 section 6.2
	Openwave
	


Discussion:

See discussion of document 1271. The contribution was discussed but no modification was agreed for the TR 22.940

It was agreed to add some text to 4.1 (anybody remembers what it was?)

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021297
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – Storage requirements
	Nokia
	


Discussion:

Two separate proposals are made in this document: the first is to create a new section to capture the storage requirements and this was accepted, the other proposal is instead the removal of one of the requirements (requirement q) in the old numbering scheme). After some discussion it was agreed to maintain this requirement (renumbered as i)) on the grounds that what is required is the capability to ask for uploading of messages, not the capability to upload messages that may or may not be provided by the application. In summary, as for the other requirements in this section there must be a standardized way to communicate the user intention from the client to the messaging system, regardless if the messaging system supports this functionality. Luisa Marchetto from AWS volunteered to propose a better wording for this requirement.

Conclusion:

Noted. A new section entitled “storage requirements” was created in TR 22.940. 
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	S1-021298
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – Editorial
	Nokia
	


Discussion:

The editorial modifications proposed in this section have been accepted and will be included in the next version of the TR.

Conclusion:

Noted. The text has been accepted.
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	S1-021299
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – Filtering
	Nokia
	

	S1-021318
	
	
	
	
	
	Contribution for TR 22.940 - Message Filters
	Dynamicsoft
	

	S1-021459
	
	
	
	
	
	Message filtering (update of S1-021318)
	Dynamicsoft
	


Discussion:

The two contributions explore the identification of filtering mechanisms that can be applied to messages. A revision of document 1318 that incorporates the results of the discussion has been presented in document S1-021459. In particular it was agreed to use a terminology in line with that used for MMS, as well as adding a requirement on advanced filtering that can be performed by an external server. The latter is seen as a possibility to stop SPAM or intercept specific key words or particular contents. 

Conclusion:

1299 noted

1318 noted

1459 noted, the text will be added to TR22.940 0.4.0
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	S1-021300
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – Management
	Nokia
	

	S1-021470
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – management (revision)
	Nokia
	


Discussion:

The principles expressed in document 1300 were accepted, however the use of the term “chat” was not in line with the rest of the terminology used in the TR, for this reason a revision was created in document 1470, which was then accepted although there were some concerns regarding the use of the expression “create an address that can be used for session based messaging” will probably need rewording (editor’s note has been added).

Conclusion:

1300 noted, 1470 noted, but text copied in the TR with the addition of an editor’s note.
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	S1-021301
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging – Session based messaging
	Nokia
	


Discussion:

Point i) of the contribution was agreed, while it was not possible to agree on point j) for similar reasons to those that followed the discussion of document 1270 and 1271. 

Conclusion:

noted. Point i) was added to the TR 22.940.
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	S1-021303
	
	
	
	
	
	IMS messaging work plan
	Rapporteur
	


Discussion:

The workplan was agreed with only some slight editorial modifications. At the moment the group seems to be on track to deliver the TR within the intended time line. A discussion on the way forward  (new TS or CRs to existing TSs) has been delayed to the next S1 MSG SWG meeting.

Conclusion:

Agreed
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	S1-021317
	
	
	
	
	
	Contribution for TR 22.940 - Messaging types
	Dynamicsoft
	


Discussion:

Although the value of this contribution was recognised, it was decided to keep the definitions of messaging types as simple as possible and for this reason the only part of this contribution which was accepted is a revision to the note following the immediate message type definition.

Conclusion:

Noted. The modifications to the note after immediate message type was accepted for TR 22.940.
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	S1-021320
	
	
	
	
	
	Contribution for TR 22.940 - Non-Immeadiate messaging requirements
	Dynamicsoft
	

	S1-021322
	
	
	
	
	
	Relationship of MMS to IMS messaging
	Siemens AG
	


Discussion:

These two documents were used to discuss the interaction between MMS and IMS messaging. The general understanding of the delegates is that the requirements for the deferred message types should be covered by TS 22.140 and for this reason the Siemens document proposes a number of enhancements to this TS in order to be able to treat deferred messaging types. It was proposed to create an annex where the impact on the other 3GPP specifications is detailed so that to avoid having specific references to MMS requirements in the IMS messaging TR. The new text for the deferred messaging type then reads:

“Deferred delivery messaging requirements shall be able to provide the same functionality as specified in the MMS stage 1 3GPP TS 22.140 [2]. For the purposes of the requirements for IMS messaging in this specification, the terminology “MMS” in [2] maps to “IMS messaging” and the terminology “MM” in [2] maps to “message”.

In addition to the requirements stated in [2] it is required, that IMS addressing is supported i.e. it shall be possible to send multimedia messages to an IMS public identity of a subscriber.

NOTE: It is proposed that further work on the requirements on deferred messaging is done in [2]”

Conclusion:

1320: noted

1322: noted
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	S1-021345
	
	
	
	
	
	Bearer Requirement for IMS Messaging
	Vodafone
	


Discussion:

The detailed discussion of this document was deferred to the next SWG meeting where Vodafone will re-issue this document with additional clarifications.

Conclusion:

Noted.
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	S1-021406
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on IMS Messaging proposed work item
	S2
	


Discussion:

A LS from S2 to T2 and S1 indicating the will of S2 to work on IMS messaging and inviting S1 to submit the latest version of the TR 22.940 to S2 so that they can start to devise the most appropriate architecture and allocate the responsibility across the various 3GPP groups.

It was agreed to try to get TR22.940 to SA Plenary #17 for information, in which case the request from SA2 would be automatically fulfilled. If the TR 22.940 is not ready for approval at S1#17 the latest draft will be sent to S2 in a separate LS.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021413
	
	
	
	
	
	Liaison Statement on MMS Connectivity
	S5
	


Discussion:

A LS sent from S5 to T2 to clarify a previous misunderstanding regarding the work on service operations management for Rel-6. S5 has indicated that no work is being carried out or even planned in this area and that this would be initiated if required by the MMS WID.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021415
	
	
	
	
	
	MMS Stage 1 Requirements for REL-5 and REL-6
	T2
	


Discussion:

T2 would like to remind S1 that new requirements for MMS REL-6 should be completed in a timely fashion in order to avoid delays in the realisation of stage 2 and stage 3 technical specifications. No specific action was required, however several delegates in the meeting supported this view and invited contributions to MMS Rel-6 as early as possible. It may be a good idea to propose a stage 1 deadline for the submission of new requirements for MMS release 6.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021416
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on draft MMS REL-6 WID
	T2
	

	S1-021465
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS on draft MMS REL-6 WID
	S1
	


Discussion:

In this LS T2 has produced a list of possible additional features that should become part of the WID for MMS and possibly be developed in Release 6. The agreement of the SWG was to respond to T2 indicating the following:

· S1 will submit proposals for features that should be added to the MMS WID in due course

· S1 would like to inform T2 that some of the work carried out within the scope of IMS Messaging WID may well overlap with work required for MMS. For areas where overlapping has already been identified S1 would like to ask T2 to hold the development of a stage 2 until the requirements are more stable.

The reply has been drafted in document 1465

Conclusion:

1416 noted, 1465 will be submitted to S1 during the opening plenary (T2 and S1 meet during the same week)
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	S1-021419
	
	
	
	
	
	LS-reply on Joint Meeting SA5/CN5/T2 on MMS charging
	T2
	


Discussion:

It was reminded that the joint meeting mentioned in this LS may take place in Tempere at the end of August and that the aim is to define a new interface that could take care of charging. No reply has been drafted to this and LS

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021422
	
	
	
	
	
	LS regarding IMS Messaging proposed work item
	T2
	


Discussion:

T2 informs S1 that they are aware of the IMS MSG draft technical report and invite S1 to cooperate in order to achieve a convergence of all the messaging. T2 is also a bit surprised that the title of the TR seems to point towards a technical solution. 

The MSG SWG agreed that the aim of S1 is to look into the requirements and that a decision on the level of involvement of T2 can only be determined by S2 once the architecture for IMS Messaging has been devised. It was felt unnecessary to produce a liaison statement in reply to this.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021426
	
	
	
	
	
	MMS UA Behaviour with Respect to Handling MMS Parameters on the USIM
	T3
	


Discussion:

This liaison was sent to S1 for information and no follow up was required. The LS was then noted and no reply has been prepared.

Conclusion:

Noted.
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	S1-021429
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on Automatic bearer selection for MMS delivery and submission
	T2
	

	S1-021466
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS on Automatic bearer selection for MMS delivery and submission
	S1
	


Discussion:

Is the reply available?
Conclusion:
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	S1-021430
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on MMS configuration information on the USIM
	T2
	

	S1-021467
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply to LS on MMS configuration information on the USIM
	S1 MSG
	


Discussion:

Is the reply available?

Conclusion:
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	S1-021431
	
	
	
	
	
	LS on MMS Charging work progress
	S5
	


Discussion:

No specific action is required from S1 at this stage and the LS aims to summarise the intended work of S5 on charging for MMS in Rel-4 and Rel-5. It was noted that one of the problems with the charging requirements in 22.140 that may have contributed to the delay of the standardisation were:

· late introduction of requirements

· requirements are somewhat too vague to drive a single realisation of the charging specifications.

Conclusion:

Noted
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	S1-021234
	
	
	
	
	
	Update to Section 4 of TR 22.940
	Hutchison3G
	

	S1-021457
	
	
	
	
	
	Update to section 4 of TT 22.940 (revision of S1-021234)
	Hutchison3G
	


Discussion:

The document was revised in 1457 and in particular the revision was necessary for the following reasons:

· there was a hint to a technical solution and to the selection of the SIP protocol, a rephrasing was felt beneficial

· there was a need to clarify that the purpose of the standardisation is to specify the interface between messaging systems. 

· There was some terminology confusion between “operator” and “PLMN” throughout the document and in the picture.

With the above mentioned modifications the text I 1457 was added to the TR.

Conclusion:

Revision in 1457 accepted and added to the latest version of the TR
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	S1-021235
	
	
	
	
	
	Proposal for the introduction of TR 22.940
	Hutchison3G
	


Discussion:

The text proposed in this contribution was accepted and added to the next version of the TR. 

Conclusion:

The text was added to the latest version of the TR. Noted.
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	S1-021362
	
	
	
	
	
	Report from MSG SWG #5
	Chairman (T-Mobile)
	


Discussion:

This report

Conclusion:
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Annex B - Participants List

	Name
	Organisation represented


	Phone
	Email 

	Michele Zarri
	T-Mobile (UK)
	+44 79 3200 2114
	michele.zarri@t-mobile.co.uk

	Chris Sachno
	
	
	

	Willy Verbestel
	
	
	

	Bill Szelazek
	
	
	

	Luisa Marchetto
	
	
	

	Milt Roselinksy
	
	
	

	Juha Kalliolulju
	
	
	

	Rami Neudorfer
	
	
	

	Monica Tosetto
	
	
	

	Yukio Kawanami
	
	
	

	Takashi Kitsui
	
	
	

	Takuya Yamahira
	
	
	

	Vlad Durovic
	
	
	

	Anita Olsson
	
	
	

	Linda Wernemann
	
	
	

	Arnaud Druet
	
	
	

	Paul Amery
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