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Introduction

As a result of the Beijing SWG meeting, a number of companies agreed to progress the work on the TR on IMS subscriptions and access scenarios. This contribution intends to improve the scenario “Interworking scenario”. Note that this scenario has been renamed “Interoperability Scenario”.

Proposal

It is proposed to update section 8 in TR v.0.0.4, with the following text.

Proposed text
8
Interoperability scenario

8.1
Description


The company Blitz, which does not operate a 3GPP-access, offers its customer, Jack, IP-connectivity and access to its IMS domain over its non-3GPP-access. H2SO4 offers its customer, Jill, IP connectivity over its 3GPP access and also access to its IMS domain. This scenario allows customers of Blitz to interoperate with customers of H2SO4. For instance Jack could make a multimedia call to Jill and pay for that call (Calling-party pays). In the case Jill is roaming she will be charged for the roaming portion of the call, as she would do today. 
The benefit for mobile operators would be that by allowing for this kind of  “IMS interoperations”, it would stimulate traffic to the mobile operator’s network, as well as increase the interest for IMS technology. 
Note! The word domain is used here to indicate an administrative domain. These domains may correspond roughly to technical domains specified by the 3GPP or not correspond to a technical domain at all.
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· Blitz manages its own subscriptions.

· Blitz authenticates and authorises customers to use Blitz’s  domains.

· Blitz has the billing relationship with its customer. 

· The scenario envisages that all Blitz customers can communicate with persons/entities registered on other IMS domains and operators to maintain traditional mobile telephony charging schemes.

· Blitz access may be of the type PSTN dial-up, xDSL, LAN, WLAN.

· A customer of Blitz doesn’t have to be known by H2SO4.

· H2SO4 authenticate and authorise users to access its domain.

· Blitz has a settlement agreement with H2SO4 or some intermediate actor, which has settlement agreement with H2SO4. FFS: Is this intermediate actor considered in current specification? Does it have to be considered by 3GPP?
8.2
Charging implications

The scenario envisages that Blitz can perform correlation of bearer, session and events in the same manner as the H2SO4 can do for its customers. 

8.3
Security

The scenario envisages that Blitz will be able to provide the same level of security for its IMS domain as can H2SO4. 

8.4 
Privacy implications

Blitz is expected to be able to ensure the same level of privacy for its customers as H2SO4 can do for its customers.

8.5
Regulatory aspects

In some countries the regulator is only requiring lawful interception on “telephony networks” and not “data networks”, but the situation may change. The scenario envisages that Blitz performs legal interception.

8.6
Roaming

Roaming is not applicable in this scenario.
8.7
Quality of service 

When the IMS services are accessed through non-3GPP accesses, 3GPP specified QoS is not applicable.
8.8
User experience

[Editor’s note: identified issues]

8.9

3GPP Requirements summary
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