3GPP TSG-SA2 Meeting #40
S2-042178

Sophia Antipolis, France, 17-21 May 2004


Source:
Rapporteur (Alexander Milinski, Siemens)
Title:
Report of IPv4 IMS drafting session

Document for:
Approval

The table below highlights the status of discussions on agenda item 9.5 as reached in the drafting session on Monday evening.

All documents under agenda item 9.5 were handled, except S2-042112, which was assumed to fall under agenda item 9.2. The conclusion on the CRs and documents related to them was not reached yet; these were kept open and need to be revisited in the SA2 plenary session. There are also a number of revisions and a draft liaison, which were not available yet in the drafting session and need to be handled in the SA2 plenary session.
	or
	Ag
	Tdoc
	Source
	Title
	Notes and Discussion
	Conclusion

	01
	09.5
	S2-042072
	Rapporteur (Alexander Milinski, Siemens)
	TR 23.981, versions 1.1.0 and 1.1.1
	Basis for further work
	agreed

	11
	09.5
	S2-042115
	Ericsson
	P-CSCF discovery
	Q: What would still be needed in OMA?
A: 3GPP should define something for use with OMA procedures.  

Q: Relationship with specified dynamic procedures.

Nokia: provisioning only for IPv4.
	Merged with 2076

	12
	09.5
	S2-042076
	Siemens
	P-CSCF discovery
	Q: same container ID.

A: assumption is yes.

Q: IPv4 compatible versus mapped;

Conclusion: Recommendation on compatible versus mapped address from stage 3 people needed. 
Agreement to use 1st approach.

Q: relationship between a) and c); clarify that proviosioned would be used if available
	Merged with 2115

revised to S2-042170

Liaison to CN1 liaison (response) in S2-042171

	12.2
	12
	S2-042171
	SA2
	Liaison (response) related to S2-042076: P-CSCF discovery
	Peter H.
	To be handled in SA2 plenary

	12.1
	09.5
	S2-042170
	Siemens, Ericsson
	P-CSCF discovery (revision of S2-042076)
	
	To be handled in SA2 plenary

	13
	09.5
	S2-042090
	Ericsson, Siemens
	Recommendation on NAT/ALG between IMS nodes
	
	agreed

	14
	09.5
	S2-042077
	Siemens
	Proposals for TR 23.981
	Keep sentence on NAT awareness; add recommendation not to use NAT between P and S
	revised to S2-042172

	14.1
	09.5
	S2-042172
	Siemens
	Proposals for TR 23.981 (revision of S2-042077)
	
	To be handled in SA2 plenary

	15
	09.5
	S2-042114
	Ericsson
	Issues with roaming and IP version selection
	Q: How does the UE know it should tunnel?

A: UE may not know, but operator may know:

Q: ISATAP not standards track? 

A: People are hesitating to accept changes to ISATAP, as many implementations already support it.
	revised to S2-042173

	15.1
	09.5
	S2-042173
	Ericsson
	Issues with roaming and IP version selection (revision of S2-042114)
	
	To be handled in SA2 plenary

	16
	09.5
	S2-042113
	Ericsson
	IPv6-in-IPv4 tunnelling
	Add that network needs ISATAP functionality.
	revised to S2-042174

	16.1
	09.5
	S2-042174
	Ericsson
	IPv6-in-IPv4 tunnelling (revision of S2-042113)
	
	agreed

	17
	09.5
	S2-042089
	Ericsson
	Removal of GPRS IPv4 scenario
	Nokia: intent okay, but wording needs to be improved.
	revised to S2-042175

	
	09.5
	S2-042175
	Ericsson
	Removal of GPRS IPv4 scenario (revision of S2-042089)
	
	agreed

	18
	09.5
	S2-042099
	Nokia
	Access security for early IMS deployments
	Lively discussion whether it is needed to select just one solution. 

e.g.

Decision should be in SA3, SA1 should be involved. Nokia doubts that any solution which does not impact currently available tools. TIM wants to restrict it to SIM based solutions following SA1 guidelines. 3 wants a clarification what SA1 guidelines are.

Way forward: Ls to SA, highlight relationship to SA1 etc
	liaison (response) in S2-042177

	
	12
	S2-042177
	SA2
	Liaison (response) related to S2-042099: Access security for early IMS deployments
	
	Balazs

	20
	09.5
	S2-042073
	Alcatel, Cisco, Ericsson, Lucent, Nokia, Nortel Networks, Siemens,
T-Mobile
	IPv4 based IMS

	CR against TS 23.221 Rel-6

TIM questions how we can reference to a TR, which is not approved yet, requests to postpone to the SA plenary.

TIM does not agree with the reason of change and has concerns to approve the document at this meeting.

Clarified by supporting companies that CR depends on approval of TR. 

Editorials: IMS, comma before "which"
	Open

To be handled again in SA2 plenary

	21
	09.5
	S2-042074
	Alcatel, Cisco, Ericsson, Lucent, Nokia, Nortel Networks, Siemens
	IPv4 based IMS
	CR against TS 23.221 Rel-5

Only editorial comments were raised on top of the comments raised on 73. "which allows"
	Open

To be handled again in SA2 plenary

	22
	09.5
	S2-042075
	Siemens
	Reflecting the change in TS 23.221 in TR 23.981
	
	Open

To be handled again in SA2 plenary

	23
	09.5
	S2-042101
	Nortel Networks
	References to TR 23.981
	CR against TS 23.228 Rel-6

Ericsson does not want a CR to 23.228.

Siemens: added benefit is that it identifies where you would need to look at the TR.

Kept open as the comments by TIM obviously also apply to this CR.
	Open

To be handled again in SA2 plenary

	24
	09.5
	S2-042081
	Rapporteur (Alexander Milinski, Siemens)
	Proposed cover sheet for TR 23.981
	Typo: information( approval. Some more comments reflected in the TR is considered consolidated and drafting group agreed to send TR for approval to SA.
	revised to S2-042176

	
	09.5
	S2-042176
	Rapporteur (Alexander Milinski, Siemens)
	Proposed cover sheet for TR 23.981
	
	To be handled in SA2 plenary
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Note: S2-042112 was assumed to fall under agenda item 9.2 
