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1
Executive Summary:

· General

· The following Change Requests were agreed:

· S1-022119 is a Rel-6 CR to 22.101 introducing the support of emergency calls in the IMS domain
· S1-022298 is a Rel-5 CR to 22.101 allowing access to the IMS with a SIM card. S1-022300 introduces the same requirement in Rel-6. These CRs were conditionally approved pending feedback from SA2/SA3 to SA on the feasibility of these requirements.
· The Technical Report on IMS subscription and access scenarios was updated in S1-022302 (version 0.0.6).

· This TR was not regarded as stable enough to be sent for Information to SA. However it was decided to send this TR to the SA plenary with the updated WID (S1-022296 – not reviewed by the group) to show the progress of the work. A LS to present these documents was drafted in S1-022303.
1.2
Future Meetings
Meeting
Date


Venue
Comment 

SA SWGs
20 -24 January 2003
San Francisco
2 days needed for the IMS SWG

SA1 #19
24 - 28 February 2003
Sophia Antipolis


1.3
Output Change Requests:

TDoc
Type
Spec

No
CR

No
Rev
Rel
Title
Source
Result

S1-022119
CR
22.101


Rel-6
CR to 22.101 Rel 6 on Emergency calls 
Nokia     
Agreed

S1-022298
CR
22.101


Rel-5
SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia
Conditionally approved (pending SA2/SA3 feedback)

S1-022300
CR
22.101


Rel-6
SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia
Conditionally approved (pending SA2/SA3 feedback)

1.4 Output Liaison Statements:

TDoc
Type
Spec

No
CR

No
Rev
Rel
Title
Source
Result

S1-022303
LS




LS to SA with the TR v 0.0.6 and the updated WID

Not reviewed by the group

1.4 Action points

#
Description
Responsible

1
Review the attachment to S1-022290 and provide contributions if appropriate.
All companies

2
Provide feeback to Rogers Wireless on their proposal on emergency calls (S1-022092)
All companies

3
Add the WI code in S1-022119.
Michael

4
Provide a CR reflecting the requirements on IMS to GSM Service Continuity.
KPN

5
Review the requirements on IMS to GSM Service Continuity and provide feedback to KPN
All companies

6
Provide contributions on “Charging Implications” in the TR if appropriate.
Orange

7
Review the usage of the word roaming in the TR following the agreement on the new definitions.
All companies

8
In section 5.1, remove “roaming” in the bubble saying “Jill roaming on her home network”.
Rapporteur

9
Remove smart quotes in the TR
Rapporteur

10
Correct the cover sheet in S1-022300. (replace “A” by “X” in the impacts on the ME)
Michael

2
Opening of the Meeting

The meeting was chaired by Paul Carpenter, Research in Motion.

3
Previous minutes 

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-022044
Report of IMS SWG during Beijing
IMS chair

The report had been approved in SA1.

4
Approval of the Proposed Agenda

Tdoc
Subject
Source

S1-022120
Agenda for the SA1 IMS SWG
IMS SWG Chair

The agenda was approved.
5
Call for IPR

Refer to S1-010592 at http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG1_Serv/TSGS1_12_Helsinki/Docs/ (TSG-SA1 Helsinki meeting report) section 2.1 Call for IPR for information and guidance.

The attention of the members of this Working Group is drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of. 

The members take note that they are hereby invited:

· to investigate in their company whether their company does own IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of the Technical Specification Group.

· to notify the Director-General, or the Chairman of their respective Organizational Partners, of all potential IPRs that their company may own, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms.

6 
Proposed Future Meetings
7 
Input
7.1
IMS Group Management

No input to this meeting.
7.2
Inputs LSs

Tdoc
Type
Spec

No
CR

No
Rev
Rel
Title
Source
Result

S1-021999
LS




Response to “LS on new requirements about functionality to make subscription to different domains independent or linked based on operator decision”
SA2


S1-022288
LS




Liaison statement on Interoperability Issues and SIP in IMS
SA3


S1-022289
LS




New Requirements about Functionality to make subscription to different domains independent or linked based on operator decision
SA3


S1-022290
LS




Liaison on HTTP Security investigation within IMS
SA3


S1-021999 was Noted: the requirements are now obsolete as a result of the CRs being rejected in SA.

S1-022288 was Noted: no impact is identified on the SA1 requirements.

S1-022289 was Noted: SA3 has answered SA1 question by stating that there is no security reason justifying the linkage between ISIM and USIM.

S1-022290 was Noted: Delegates were invited to read the attachment to this LS and to provide contributions on this topic if appropriate.

7.3
Any Other Business

Tdoc
Type
Spec

No
CR

No
Rev
Rel
Title
Source
Result

S1-022091





Proposed enhancements to Emergency Call Handling when attached to an IM CN Subsystem 
Rogers Wireless


S1-022092





Proposed changes to TS 22.101 to describe Emergency Call Handling when attached to an IM CN Subsystem 
Rogers Wireless


S1-022119





CR to 22.101 Rel 6 on Emergency calls 
Nokia     


S1-022210





IMS to GSM service continuity
Alcatel


S1-022316





SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia


S1-022317





SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia


S1-022298





SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia


S1-022300





SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia


S1-022091 Proposed enhancements to Emergency Call Handling when attached to an IM CN Subsystem

Discussion: Rogers Wireless explained that this contribution is not triggered by an existing regulator requirement, but the aim is to anticipate and influence any new requirement from the regulator.

RIM asked how the user would be able to control the access to the mobile phone. RW considered that this would be dependent of the jurisdiction.

O2 commented that the support of voice emergency calls should first be introduced in R6. RW shared this view and commented that this would be more appropriate as a R7 feature.

Lucent asked who would be responsible for paying the video part of the emergency call. RW indicated that they don’t have any opinion on this issue for the time being, as this has to be decided by the operator’s community.

Lucent asked what would be the minimum set of media types supported for emergency call backs.

RW indicated that the operator’s community should also take a position on this issue.

Conclusion: Noted. S1-022092 is proposing the changes implementing this proposal.
S1-022092 Proposed changes to TS 22.101 to describe Emergency Call Handling when attached to an IM CN Subsystem

Discussion: O2 commented that the concept of “emergency services agency” would need to be added in the list of definition. RW invited feedback from operators on this contribution (that would be targeting R7). Orange commented that the work should focus on delivering services rather than starting to detail the emergency services.
Conclusion: Noted
S1-022119 CR to 22.101 Rel 6 on Emergency calls

Discussion: This document is a mirror CR of the R5 Change Request approved by SA.

The Work Item Code is missing on the cover sheet. Michael will be asked if he can add this WI code without using another document number. 
Conclusion: Approved.

S1-022210 IMS to GSM service continuity

Discussion:

Telecom Italia expressed support for the requirement but expressed concerns about the solution proposed in this document (especially this solution might not be able to cope with the latency required for the handover of voice calls). Improvements would be required on the requirements to capture the performance requirements.

Nokia expressed reservation on the feasibility of this requirement and would rather liase with other groups before agreeing on this requirement.

Orange supported the requirement.
Ericsson commented that as this is a late document the feasibility of the solution described in chapter 3 could not be assessed internally by companies.

KPN indicated that there is a WID under discussion in SA2 on this issue.

After discussion on the best way forward, KPN proposed as a way forward to draft a CR for the next IMS SWG meeting.

Conclusion: Noted. Delegates are invited to consult their SA2 delegates and to provide feedback to KPN.
S1-022316 SIM access to IMS

Discussion: Telecom Italia asked this R5 CR to be conditionally approved by SA1 pending feedback from SA2/SA3 (following the questions asked in the LS drafted in Beijing), that will only be available the week after the SA1 meeting. No objection was received on this proposal.

The term GSM SIM should be replaced by SIM.

If any concerns are expressed by SA2 and SA3 before the SA plenary, then the R5 and R6 CRs will not be presented in the SA plenary.

Conclusion: Noted. The document is updated in S1-022298 that fixes the terminology problem
S1-022317 SIM access to IMS

Discussion: The R6 CR is identical to the R5 CR in S1-022316. 

Conclusion: Noted. The document is updated in S1-022300 that fixes the terminology problem
7.4 TR on IMS subscriber and operator relationship

Tdoc
Type
Spec

No
CR

No
Rev
Rel
Title
Source
Result

S1-022294
TR




TR 22.cde v.0.0.4 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6)


IMS SWG Chair


S1-022125





IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Traditional Roles Scenario 
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB     


S1-022126





IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Non 3GPP Access Scenario 
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB     


S1-022127





IMS Subscription TR: New Scenario on Non 3GPP access with Roaming agreement 
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB     


S1-022129





IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Multiple IMS Scenario 
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB     


S1-022130





IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Interworking Scenario 
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB     


S1-022131





IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Multiple Terminals Scenario 
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB     


S1-022178





Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription 
T-Mobile     


S1-022189





Scenarios and subscription relations. 
Telecom Italia 
Withdrawn

S1-022295
TR




TR 22.cde v.0.0.5 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6)


Rapporteur


S1-022296





Updated WI for Study of subscriber and operator relationship in IMS and related ISIM requirements for Rel 6
TIM


S1-022297





Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription
T-Mobile


S1-022294 TR 22.cde v.0.0.4 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6).

Discussion:

Some confusion over the diagram in section 5.1. It was accepted that there will be inputs to make changes that will clarify the diagrams. It was accepted that this is work in progress. Another comment was that the document was supposed to contain clean-up changes. However, it transpired that the document contains a number of changes which could be considered as new input from the informal meeting that was held somewhere deep in Scandinavia. The document is not stable and is not expected to be approved to the group. Rather it is work in progress. It was commented that in the future, inputs should be brought in as separate documents rather than slipped-in with clean-up changes to the current version.

Conclusion:

Document noted as work in progress. New input bundled in the document will be put into update version of TR  (S1-022295) subject to subsequent input to change this.

S1-022125 IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Traditional Roles Scenario

Discussion:

Document contains a number of proposals to clarify the traditional roles scenario.  The document is agreed by SWG. There was an additional requiment to allow access by Jill to IMS services offered by HCL subject to commercial agreements.

In the case where H20 does not have an IMS, and Jill is an H2SO4; is she reliant on her operator having both an IMS and PS roaming agreement? The roll-on from this is that if there is a PS roaming agreement between the networks, and the home operator has IMS but the roaming operator does not, then is it allowed for the user to have access to her home IMS services via the PS roaming agreement? Or should there be an IMS and PS roaming agreement (even when the roamed-to operator does not have IMS)?

An editors note is to be added stating this as an open issue.

Conclusion:

Document accepted as input to updated TR in S1-022295 with the additional comments in report.

S1-022126 IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Non 3GPP AccessScenario

Discussion:

It was agreed that in the TR, the rapporteur should clarify that when WLAN access is referred-to, whether authentication is based on 3GPP procedures or not for WLAN/IMS interworking. 

A note is to be added to the bullet point on authentication that access to the IMS services shall require IMS based authentication. 

On charging implications (6.2); it was commented that the user needs to understand how they are getting their services so they can understand the charging. Also the operator needs to understand how the service was achieved to make sure the right operator gets the customer care calls. Orange indicated that they would provide some input if appropriate. 

Conclusion:

Document accepted as input to updated TR in S1-022295 with the additional comments in report.

S1-022127 IMS Subscription TR: New Scenario on Non 3GPP access with Roaming agreement

Discussion:

In figure, Tommi and Tyres was removed as it is superfluous. 

Also, the term “roaming agreement” should be replaced with “commercial agreement”.

Last two sentences in last bullet in x.1 should be deleted.

Conclusion:

Document accepted as input to updated TR in S1-022295 with the additional comments in report.

S1-022129 IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Multiple IMS Scenario

Discussion:

There are two issues that are intertwined in S1-022129 and it needs to be clear which item is which. Therefore, it was agreed that S1-022129 should be split into two scenarios.

Conclusion:

To be split into two separate scenarios to highlight the two issues; 2296, 2297
S1-022130 IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Interworking Scenario

Discussion:

There was some concern over the use of the term “settlement agreement”. The first point is if the text is required at all. The text will be changed to indicate that there is a commercial agreement; Kevin agreed to provide this.

Conclusion:

Document accepted as input to updated TR in S1-022295 with the additional comments in report.

S1-022131 IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Multiple Terminals Scenario

Discussion:

The document was supposed to make the existing scenario (even though it is not numbered) clearer, but there was a comment that there is still a need to clarify this. It was noted that this scenario is far from complete ad more work is required. In the meantime, the proposed changes will be included into S1-022295.

Conclusion:

Document accepted as input to updated TR in 2295 with the additional comments in report.

S1-022178 Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription

Discussion:

There was some concern over the text for IMS Roaming. There was a proposal to delete it, or change it, or keep it as it is and review it later. It was decided to update this.

Access independence also questioned. This too was updated.

The updated version of this document was provided in S1-022297.

Conclusion:

Revised to S1-022297.

S1-022297 Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription

Discussion:

In the definition of access independence, it was asked to add an “e.g.” in the bracket in the second bullet.

O2 commented that the TR would need to be reviewed to make sure that roaming and IMS roaming are used in suitable places.
Conclusion: Noted. Updated in S1-022301, which will be incorporated in the next version of the TR.
Document S1-022189 was withdrawn.

S1-022295 TR 22.cde v.0.0.5 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6)

Discussion:

Section 5.1

Orange commented that the roaming agreements (IMS/PS)  required in the different scenarios should be clearly identified. Orange was invited to provide contributions to clarify this.

In the diagram, it was agreed to remove “roaming” in the bubble saying “Jill roaming on her home network”. This change was not done in version 0.0.6. Action Point to the rapporteur to implement this change in the next update.

Vodafone commented that only UICC based mechanisms for authentication could be used for 3GPP-WLAN Interworking. It was clarified that no 3GPP decision has been taken in this direction yet. The NOTE was deleted. The 1st bullet under the diagram was replaced by “From the solutions identified for WLAN-3GPP system interworking, this scenario uses the UICC for authentication for using H2SO4 WLAN.”

Section 6.1

3rd bullet: the sentence “However, Blitz and H2SO4 do not have a roaming agreement.” was deleted. 

Section 6.2
Orange expressed strong reservation on section 6.2. as this charging aspect is complex.

Second paragraph: Vodafone questioned if the similarity mentioned in the note was related to the scenario in general or only to the charging. It was clarified that the note wanted to capture the latter. The note will be replaced by “The charging in this user case is similar…”.

Section 6.6

Orange commented that the first sentence is wrong as there cannot be any roaming agreements including Blitz (as Blitz provides only an access network). This sentence was removed.

Section 7

It was clarified in the meeting that in this case there is a relationship between Blitz and H2SO4 for Blitz to provide access to H2SO4 customers. This aspect will need to be clarified with contributions.

O2 commented that the last bullet could apply to all scenarios. The rapporteur indicated that there might indeed be a need to create a new scenario reflecting the fact that multiple terminals could be used over different accesses at the same time. An Editor’s note was added after this bullet “The final bullet may lead to the development of an additional scenario to consider situations where a user registers to IMS services from multiple UEs“. In the bullet itself the first words were replaced by “In this scenario (and possibly others).”

Section 8

Contributions on clarification of the agreements required for each the scenario, and the use of the terms roaming were invited for the next meeting.

The chairman indicated that it is not possible to mandate any commercial agreements in 3GPP.

Section 9

In the definition of the operator “Untouched”, “covering” was replaced by “covering markets in” 

The quotes used throughout the document will need to be updated by the rapporteur to remove smart quotes.

Section 10.1

The last bullet was replaced by “Blitz has a business agreement with H2SO4 (or possibly some intermediate actor, which has a business agreement with H2SO4)”

Conclusion: Noted. Changes incorporated in the new version of the TS(S1-022302).
The status of the Technical Report was discussed in order to decide if the TR was stable enough to be sent to the SA plenary for Information. From O2 point of view, the TR is not stable enough and the use of the names “H2SO4”, “HCL” should be removed from the TR. In section 9.1, the terms “the same good old Jill” should also be removed. There was no support to send this TR for Information. However, it could be useful to send the TR as version 0.0.6 to SA to show them the progress of the work on this WI. A LS will be drafted in S1-022303 to send the TR and the new WID to the SA Plenary.

Work Item

Discussion:
It was announced that the work on the TR is not within the scope of the WI since ISIM issue is not dealt with. Therefore, either the WI needs to be revised to reduce the scope of the TR, or the ISIM issue needs to be put into the TR. There was a further comment that the whole point of the TR was to deal with the ISIM issue, but before dealing with the ISIM issue, the TR needs to be completed (talk about cyclic arguments). It was agreed that a revision of the WI is required and there is a need for a description document as to why the WI is being changed.

Conclusion:
It was decided to update the WI. An update of the WI will be provided in document S1-022296.

Annex A – Complete Document List

Green – Processed completely, document is output document
Yellow – Processed completely, document is not output document
Light blue – Processed but outstanding issue
  White/no highlight – not processed

Type – CR, TS, LS, Rep, Agn, Doc
Rel – R99, Rel-4, Rel-5


Document Number
Title
Source
Result

S1-021999
Response to "LS on new requirements about functionality to make subscription to different domains independent or linked based on operator decision"
SA2
Noted: the requirements are now obsolete as a result of the CRs beeing rejected in SA

S1-022091
Proposed enhancements to Emergency Call Handling when attached to an IM CN Subsystem
Rogers Wireless
Noted

S1-022092
Proposed changes to TS 22.101 to describe Emergency Call Handling when attached to an IM CN Subsystem
Rogers Wireless
Noted

S1-022119
CR to 22.101 Rel 6 on Emergency calls
Nokia
Agreed

S1-022120
IMS Agenda
IMS SWG chairman
Noted.

S1-022125
IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Traditional Roles Scenario
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB
Document accepted as input to updated TR in 2295 with the additional comments in report. Noted

S1-022126
IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Non 3GPP AccessScenario
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB
Document accepted as input to updated TR in 2295 with the additional comments in report. Noted

S1-022127
IMS Subscription TR: New Scenario on Non 3GPP access with Roaming agreement
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB
Document accepted as input to updated TR in 2295 with the additional comments in report. Noted

S1-022129
IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Multiple IMS Scenario
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB
To be split into two separate scenarios to highlight the two issues and incorporated in TR v0.0.6 Noted

S1-022130
IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Interworking Scenario
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB
Document accepted as input to updated TR in 2295 with the additional comments in report. Noted

S1-022131
IMS Subscription TR: Enhancement to Multiple Terminals Scenario
Hutchison3g, Nokia, T-Mobile, Telia AB
Document accepted as input to updated TR in 2295 with the additional comments in report. Noted

S1-022178
Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription
T-Mobile
Noted. Revised to S1-022297. 

S1-022189
Scenarios and subscription relations.
Telecom Italia
Withdrawn

S1-022210
IMS to GSM service continuity
Alcatel
Noted.

S1-022222
IMS Subscription and access scenarios, clean up of version 0.0.3
Telia
Noted

S1-022230
IMS SWG report from Busan
IMS Chair
Not seen by the group

S1-022231
IMS SWG summary from Busan
IMS Chair
Not seen by the group

S1-022288
Liaison statement on Interoperability Issues and SIP in IMS
SA3
Noted

S1-022289
New Requirements about Functionality to make subscription to different domains independent or linked based on operator decision
SA3
Noted

S1-022290
Liaison on HTTP Security investigation within IMS
SA3
Noted. Contributions invited.

S1-022294
TR 22.cde v.0.0.4 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6)
IMS SWG Chair
Document noted as work in progress. New input bundled in the document will be put into update version of TR subject to subsequent input to change this.

S1-022295
Update TR 22.cde v.0.0.5 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6)
Rapporteur
Noted. Comments to this comment were taken into account in the revised version S1-022302.

S1-022296
Updated WI for Study of subscriber and operator relationship in IMS and related ISIM requirements for Rel 6
TIM
Not seen by the group. To be submitted to the closing plenary.

S1-022297
Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription
T-Mobile
Noted. Updated in S1-022301.

S1-022298
SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia
Conditionally agreed.

S1-022300
SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia
Conditionally agreed

S1-022301
Terminology for TR 22.cde on IMS subscription
T-Mobile
Noted. he changes are agreed and have been incorporated in the version 0.0.6 of the TR.

S1-022302
Update TR 22.cde v.0.0.6 IMS Subscription and access scenarios  (Release 6)
Rapporteur
Agreed.

S1-022303
LS to SA with the TR v 0.0.6 and the updated WID
Telecom Italia
Not seen by the group

S1-022316
SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia
Noted. Updated in S1-022298.

S1-022317
SIM access to IMS
Telecom Italia
Noted. Updated in S1-022300.
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