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Introduction:

At the SA1#37bis meeting a contribution on "Removal of distinction between ICS enhanced and non-ICS enhanced UEs (S1-71219) to the technical report TR 22.892 aimed to remove the differentiation made between ICS-enabled UEs and non-ICS-enabled UEs. There was not enough time to discuss this contribution and because of this open issue the completion of the TR 22.892 was not guaranteed and could not be sent to the SA plenary for approval.
Discussion:

One of the main drivers for IMS is the ability to deploy all services from a single consolidated core network and thus the possibility for reducing core network complexity, maintenance and operation (cp. clause 4 of TR 22.892) which of course results in a reduction of CAPEX and OPEX (cp. Clause 6.1). However the possibility to replace CS call and service control by an IMS has the prerequisite that also legacy terminals (e.g. GSM terminals) can be supported. If that is not the case two systems will have to be maintained until all terminals have been replaced by new, ICS enhanced UEs. 

None of the text in the current version of the study indicates the rationale for the differentiation between ICS and non-ICS enhanced terminals. So it can be questioned if the distinction between ICS enhanced and non-ICS enhanced UEs is needed at all. If such distinction is needed, then SA1 should produce use cases that justify it. At present the only reason for the split seems to be an arbitrary assumption on the complexity of the architecture solution that would enable the support of “legacy” non-ICS terminals: This is not a valid SA1 service requirement and an analysis that still has to be completed in SA2. It is therefore premature to introduce this artificial limitation.

It is understood that, at some point, as the architecture reaches a sufficient level of maturity, it will be necessary to evaluate if the support of “legacy” terminals makes the all ICS less attractive under a deployment cost and complexity point of view. This being the case the authors of this document will not object to the re-introduction of the separation between ICS and non-ICS although the authors of this document would at the same time question the value of ICS for the reasons described in the first paragraphs of this section.

Conclusion and Proposal to TR 22.892 v1.2.0:

It is proposed to remove the distinction between ICS enhanced and non-ICS enhanced terminals.

It is proposed to agree that support of legacy terminals is a prerequisite to achieve one of the main goals of the ICS work.

5
Basis for Requirements
While identifying requirements for IMS Centralized Services it is useful to consider the user’s perspective, the service provider’s perspective, and service scenarios.

5.1
User Perspective

From the User’s perspective, IMS Centralized Services provides an enhanced, more ubiquitous user experience from a single UE than otherwise provided.  Connectivity is provided over a greater diversity of access networks than previously available, the service set available behaves consistently and can grow with the evolution of IMS. Services may be constrained due to the limitations of the differing access networks used however. Additionally, the provision of service continuity between networks is appealing to subscribers.
5.2
Service Provider Perspective

Service providers may find IMS Centralized Services attractive because this approach is consistent with the direction of the industry to move towards IP based services. Service providers deploying IMS Centralized Services may be viewed as IMS service providers. Their core networks are therefore IMS oriented (e.g. not CS oriented).  With this focus, service providers would prioritize approaches that optimize IMS core network performance and common IMS service architecture consistency.
From the perspective of Service Providers, ICS users are IMS subscribers. The services provided are therefore IMS services, and IMS Centralized Services is essentially viewed as enabling the provision of IMS services to subscribers in the CS domain.
Additionally, a key attraction of ICS for service providers is that it supports the development of a single consolidated core network with one service environment rather than several service environments.  Requirements considerations from this perspective include consideration of infrastructure impacts (e.g. minimal impacts to the existing CS and IMS infrastructure). 

5.3
Access Network Scenarios

IMS Centralized Services will be supported across different types of UEs, including pre-Release 8 UEs, attached through different types of access networks. UEs may or may not be VCC capable. 
An overview of UE / Access Network scenarios is provided in the following figure.
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Figure 2. Access Network Scenarios 
Scenario A: The network is an IP CAN capable of transporting bi-directional speech media. Here both media transport and session control signalling is carried over the IP CAN. In this scenario IP based services are being provided over a fully supportive IP capable network. For IMS centralized services there are no issues associated with enabling ICS under this scenario, and thus it is not further elaborated upon within the scope of this study. 

Scenario B: The UE is served through the CS domain. In this scenario, both the media transport and session control signalling is carried through the CS domain. 
Scenario C: Both CS domain and a non bi-directional speech media capable IP CAN are available in the network: Here media transport is carried through the CS domain and session and media control signalling is carried over CS domain or over the non bi-directional speech media capable IP CAN. Note that PS domain may be VoIP capable in this scenario as well.

In addition to considering the provision of IMS Centralized Services across different access networks, service continuity between domains is also considered.
6
Service Requirements

6.1
General

IMS Centralized Services brings value to service providers by providing a consolidated core network (reducing CAPEX and OPEX costs), and to subscribers by providing a consistent service experience. 
To achieve these objectives, the core network enabling mechanisms for the provision of services should be consistently applied for subscribers regardless of domain type. Additionally, impacts to the core network should be minimal.

 It is considered that:

- ICS users are IMS subscribers.

- The ICS user shall receive both registered and unregistered services in a consistent manner when the user is accessing IMS regardless of CS or PS domain.

- IMS mechanisms, including service enabling mechanisms and mechanisms for differentiating registered and unregistered services, shall be consistently applied regardless of CS or PS domain.
Note: the requirements for consistent usage of core network enabling mechanisms and minimal core network impacts may be at odds with one another. For example, if applying SIP IMS Registration methods for subscribers using CS domain is too complex, then it may be warranted to pursue alternative methods of providing similar or less functionality.  Tradeoffs between complexity and functionality may need to be considered. The inclusion of these requirements in the requirements study should not be interpreted as constraints in studying possible architectural solutions.

The system shall be capable to provide ICS to the UE when it uses CS domain for both media transport and session signalling (i.e. scenario B).

The system shall be capable to provide ICS to the UE when it uses PS domain for session signalling and CS domain for media transport and session signalling (i.e. scenario C

6.2 
Support for pre-Release 8 UEs
It is required for IMS Centralized Services to support pre-Release 8 devices. 
In the CS domain the UEs should be able to continue to use the minimum set of services in a consistent manner.  

Note: The minimum set of services is ffs.

Example 1: A 2G UE which is within the coverage of a GSM network should be able to use voice telephony which is consistent to TS11 and to use supplementary service invocation codes [5] to administrate its supplementary services. 

Example 2: A 3G UE with IMS client, UTRAN and GERAN CS and PS capabilities in CS domain will also only be able to use voice telephony and supplementary service invocation codes [5] for administration of supplementary services. It is not expected that this UE can use IMS features like HTTP administration of services in the absence of a PS access. This may result in the case that some IMS service settings which are not defined for CS can not be changed when attached to a CS only, but this has no impact on the user experience as these service features are not available in the CS. If GPRS is available some IMS features may be available.

6.3
Roaming Support

An ICS user shall continue to receive full ICS support from the HPLMN while roaming in the VPLMN.


If the roaming partner does not or cannot support ICS (due to architectural or technical limitations or commercial reasons), then any ICS service offering may be limited or may not be possible to those roaming subscribers.  The decision on services to be provided shall be made during the initial network attach to CS domain in the VPLMN, e.g. by exchanging network capability between VPLMN and HPLMN in a backward compatible manner. In such cases, either

a) The subscriber does not receive IMS Centralized services.  The roaming subscriber shall still be able touse CS services offerd by the VPLMN.

b) The subscriber receives a subset of IMS Centralized services.

c) The subscriber is rejected from roaming in those networks.
6.4
Service Consistency

· ICS shall be available from any access network, domain and UE. A reduced set of services may be offered subject to constraints of the UE, access network and domain.
· Call independent service management shall be supported

· Emergency calls and priority services (if provided by the operator) shall be provided in a consistent manner regardless of domain 

· Subscribers shall have a consistent user experience regardless of the domain used, subject to the constraints of the UE and access network.
· The system shall be capable to provide to ICS controlled subscribers IMS Multimedia telephony services (TS 22.173) and other IMS services. 

· It is not required that  ICS subscribers are provided traditional CS supplementary services as it is expected that the IMS Multimedia telephony supplementary services are used.

6.5
Service Continuity

It is required for IMS Centralized Services to enable seamless transparent service provision across access networks (e.g. LTE, WCDMA, WLAN and CS access), subject to the constraints of the device and access networks. Thus, services shall be maintained after domain transfer occurs, subject to the constraints of the UE and access network
6.6
Emergency Call

IMS Centralized Services includes providing subscribers with seamless transparent bi-directional speech service across access networks.  Subscriber’s expectations for emergency call support will be the same as for bi-directional speech, so emergency call support needs to be provided under the same conditions as bi-directional speech. Therefore it is required that support for emergency call for ICS users is provided.
IMS Centralized Services shall support service continuity for emergency calls where the voice traffic originates in either CS or PS domain.
6.7
Priority Service

Global wide disasters (e.g. hurricanes, tsunamis, earthquakes, floods, etc.) have heightened awareness of the importance of the need for availability of Priority communication services. Support for Priority Service for ICS users is required.

6.8
IMS Services

ICS users receive IMS Services. IMS service control is always performed by the home IMS network except for emergency calls.  However the services themselves may be provided by the home IMS network, the visited IMS network or a 3rd party provider.

The set of IMS services supported by ICS should include at least the following:

· IMS Multimedia Telephony services and supplementary services defined within [3] and [4].
· Service continuity

· Basic Service Continuity 

· Service Continuity on non mid call services

· Service Continuity with mid call services

Note: Other IMS hosted services supported by an operator or 3rd party may be supported.
6.9
Infrastructure Impacts

IMS Centralized Services should have minimal impacts to the existing CS and IMS infrastructure.
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