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1. Overall Description:

For a second time SA2 would like to thank CT1 for their LS on "NGCN issues and proposed workshop". SA2 has discussed contributions that analyze the NGCN functionalities required by TISPAN and reached consensus on several issues, including the ones raised by CT1 in their LS:

1.
The interconnection point between IMS and the NGCN (Gm vs Mm vs a new reference point).
SA2 agreed that depending on the scenario (and agreements between IMS and the NGCN operators) the interconnection point is the Gm reference point for subscription based business trunking and hosted enterprise services scenarios, otherwise it is the Mm reference point or the Ici reference point if IBCF used as an entry point in the IMS network.
2.
Modelling of the NGCN elements as an IMS functional entity, (especially as a UE)
SA2 agreed that NGCN as a whole is considered as a UE for subscription based business trunking and hosted enterprise services scenarios, otherwise it is considered an another network. This is due to that the definition of UE already allows multiple TEs etc. No special terminology is therefore seen as needed for these scenarios.
3.
NGCN identities and the mapping to or related modification of IMS identities
This issue may require architectural impact depending on approach. If the trust domain is really extended, then there is a big architectural impact, which requires both SA2 and SA3 involvement. It was however commented that a simpler approach exists that does not require architectural change. However a description for the handling of identities belonging to wildcarded public user identity in P-CSCF would then be useful.
Based on our discussions at this meeting and our current understanding of the requirements SA2 has concluded that it is possible to progress the work without architecture change to meet the TISPAN requirements and in general very little work left for SA2 to complete stage 2 work for the IMS_Corp work item.
SA2 thinks the proposed workshop in August is required and looks forward to meeting with you on this topic at the workshop.
2. Actions:

To 3GPP CT1 group.

ACTION: 
3GPP SA2 kindly asks CT1 to take the above response into account.
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

SA2 #67
August 25 – 29, 2008
Sophia Antipolis, France

SA2 #68
October 13 – 17, 2008
Asia
