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Introduction
An updated WID (SP-070239) was approved at  SA#35, dealing with IMS Centralized services stage 1  as additional responsibility to the correspondent stage 2 work. This will also provide stage 1 requirements timely respect to the development of stage 2.
Un unofficial discussion has been taken on the reflector  to understand how to manage the updated WID (SP-070239) approved at the SA meeting dealing with IMS Centralized services stage 1, as additional responsibility to the correspondent stage 2 work. 
This was also to cope with AI35-04 from SA#35 plenary: SA1 was that tasked to consider WID on ICS and the Services alignment and migration Study Item and ensure there is no significant duplication in documentation and effort between them.

The most important aspect discussed was an attempt to understand better the concept pertaining to the two TRs:
TR 22.983 (Service Alignment & Migration) (WID SP-070126)
TR 22.892 (IMS Centralized Services) (WID SP-070239)
Even no final decision was taken; it could be useful to recollect few concepts circulated in the reflector:
1) IMS Centralized Services the situation wherein services and service control are based on IMS mechanisms and enablers, and support is provided for a diversity of access networks.
2) Distributed Domain Services: the situation whereby the services are provided from different domains depending on the access technology used (e.g. CS domain and IMS domain.)

3) Services Alignment is the synchronization of service related data between domains (e.g. CS and IMS)

4) Service Migration was not really clarified.
The two current WID help to understand better the concepts, especially the Migration one.
Service Alignment & Migration
Justification
As IMS is introduced  in mobile networks there will be a need for the ability to support new and existing services  by either CS  or IMS or in both CS and IMS. In the long term, all services will be provided using IMS, however there will be a long transition period where some services will be offered to a user over both CS and IMS.  It is important, therefore, that in this transition period, the user experience for each service should be consistent.   

Objective

The objective of this WI is to define how services to the end user should be delivered and managed regardless of how the user accesses the services (e.g. using CS or IMS) to ensure a consistent user experience.    

The WI will be focused to define how to support existing ("traditional") services as currently defined by 3GPP for CS while allowing new, innovative services to be provided to the end user using the enhanced capabilities of the IMS. It will also cover possible migration paths from existing to new service capabilities and  what the user experience of the services is when accessing over  CS and over IMS including terminal impacts. The work will also consider roaming and call handling, supplementary services (administration, invocation, mid-call service handling), level of support of legacy terminals, and the consideration of UE state and location for services established on CS or IMS and for services transferred between them. 

IMS Centralized Services
Justification

Communication networks are evolving towards packet based infrastructures, and a need exists to specify service requirements and an architecture that supports the provision of IMS based services across a variety of access networks (e.g. wireless and wireline, enterprise and consumer, etc.).

Development of the architecture for Voice Call Continuity has identified that supporting domain transfer of active mid-call services by implementing these services in both the CS domain and IMS is not a viable solution in the Release 7 timeframe. Therefore it has been proposed that an architecture is necessary that allows implementation of such services in IMS while also allowing control when the serving access network is in the CS domain. In addition to the VCC scenario, the increased deployment of VoIP capable access technologies will encourage further service development on IMS also increasing the importance of being able to access these services via CS domain access independently of the support of VCC.

As the deployment of IMS centralised services control may not be immediate, it is necessary to study the need and feasibility of migratory steps such as the need of the synchronisation of service data for equivalent services in CS and IMS.
Objective

The first objective of this WI is to study the delivery of consistent services to the user mainly via IMS centralised services regardless of the attached access type; e.g. CS domain access or IP-CAN. 

The study will in SA1 describe the service experience and suggested service requirements, while in SA2 focus on how to access IMS-based multimedia telephony services while still allowing innovative services. It will include investigation into call/session establishment via CS domain access and IP-CAN and for calls/sessions transferred across CS domain access and IP-CAN, including the interactions with domain selection. Furthermore it will provide consideration for the handling of the multiple medias that are enabled by the multimedia telephony communication service. The solution should be applicable for terminals with VCC capabilities and for non-VCC capable terminals.  Impact on legacy terminals with the same subscription (e.g.  SIM swapping) should be studied.

The second objective of the study is an investigation into the means to support and the need of the evolution of a network towards the IMS centralised services architecture. The assumption for this evolution is that some networks may not immediately migrate all services to the IMS centralised services architecture.  In addition, given that some calls may not be rerouted to IMS during the migratory period, the study shall also investigate how to ensure that equivalent services are implemented in IMS and CS.
Depending on the conclusion reached regarding the necessity and feasibility of a solution for support of IMS centralised services according to service requirements, it is anticipated that standardisation of an IMS Centralized Services architecture may start.  This objective can be achieved without completely resolving evolution considerations.

The study should be captured in  TRs and the conclusions should identify which service requirements (SA1) and functionalities (SA2) need to be standardized.

Analysis and Chairman Suggestions
From the previous information, it is quite reasonable to derive that:
Concept 1) (IMS Centralized Services) maps fully on TR 22.892 (IMS Centralized Services).

Concept 2) (Distributed Domain Services) maps fully on TR 22.983 (Service Alignment & Migration)

This is providing a sufficiently clear differentiation of the expected core content of the two TRs.
Concept 3) (Services Alignment) maps essentially on TR 22.983 (Service Alignment & Migration), but is also considered in TR 22.892, as declared in one of the example.
On this aspect is probably better to verify the possibility to enhance the WIDs on this aspect, (e.g. clarifying or removing the concept from the TR 22.892).
Concept 4) (Migration) is currently included in both the text of the WID to some extents, even the flavour looks different. 

TR 22.983 seem to point on the issue related to the migration of the services, when each customer access to services provided separately by to both the domains, while TR 22.892 seems to point to the network migration to get a full IMS control.
Even it remains desirable to enhance the WIDs on the migration aspects, very likely only the technical contribution to the TRs that will clarify it definitively, so it is probably better to come back on this aspect when the two TRs progress will be more mature.
Other aspects
During the email discussion, two other secondary aspects where discussed:
The arrangement of the two WID in one or two SWGs: most of the companies that have expressed an opinion have declared a preference for two SWGs.

In the specific case, this is an absolutely minor aspect and the chairman suggests a quick decision taking on it.
The IMS Centralized Services Acronym: We have used ICS, which is also currently used in SA2, but seems that OMA related people could misunderstand with IMS Communication Services.  An option could be to use the extended IMS_CSC, used in SA.

In the specific case, this is an absolutely negligible aspect and the chairman suggests an extremely quick decision taking on it.
.
