TSG-SA WG1 #36
S1-070698
Madrid, Spain; 23 - 27 April 2007
Agenda Item: 8.9
Title:


Report of “NON 3GPP HO” (ANT Seamless) SWG Meeting
Source:

SWG Chairman
Contact Information:


Name:
Paul Carpenter
Tel. Number:
+44 7736 961 131
E-mail Address:
pcarpenter@rim.com 
AGENDA

1
Opening of the Meeting

2
Agreement of the agenda
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070697
	 Agenda for NON 3GPP HO SWG Meeting
	SWG Chairman


The agenda said “Sophia Antipolis” as meeting place. Agenda was revised to correct that and approved.
3
Incoming LSs
4
Inputs
4.1
TR 22.937 Baseline 
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070426
	TR22.937 v.0.3.1
	Rapporteur


Baseline version of the TR

4.2 Scope and Introduction
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070521
	Comments on TR22.937 (Requirements for Seamless Handover between Mobile and WLAN Networks)
	Chris Friel Telefonica O2 Europe


Discussion & Conclusion:

Introduction clause: Change agreed. 

Scope: Second part to be included 

Definitions: change agreed.

Abbreviation: change agreed

Use cases: Changes agreed.
5.1: Changes agreed

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070575
	TR 22.937 Scope
	T-Mobile


Discussion:

no comments

Conclusion:

agreed

4.3 Reference and Definition
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070474 
	Definitions for inclusion into TR22.937
	BT


Discussion:

474: donating network and receiving network is already defined as serving and target network.
Credential attach: The analogy to IMSI attach is unclear. Is it included or not? This has to be clarified later.
Conclusion:

474: Credential Definition included, credential attach to be reworded offline.
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070632
	TR 22.937, Definitions
	T-Mobile


Discussion:

The definition of a “3GPP operator” was discussed. Is the ownership of a HSS sufficient, can a MVNO be seen as such?
Conclusion:

Noted.
4.4
Use Cases
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070604
	Contribution to TR 22.937
	Telecom Italia


Discussion & Conclusion:

GNAA introduced. Agreed if we agree the text where it is used later.

Text in 4.2.2 agreed with modification (can replaced by could).

4.2.3: Text noted.
4.x.1: New use case, agreed

4.x.2 Requirements and Security: agreed with changing the not (can ( could). 

Network selection / steering: needs some re-wording for proper English grammar as requested by some native speakers.  
Charging: some grammatical issues, agreed. Mobility: agreed. 

QoS: It was asked if “multimedia session continuity” was defined. The answer is no. The chairman made clear that contributions are invited on the definition of “multimedia session continuity”.

The meaning of adequate QoS should be clarified. Agreed with some changes.

User identity: agreed with modifications
4.x.3 Analysis: noted, not included

4.y Use case 1B: noted, not included
5.1 agreed with some minor changes

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070475
	Contribution to 'General Requirements' in TR22.937
	BT


Discussion:

There was a statement that simultaneously active USIMs should be excluded or at least stated that this was the current status.
Document 620 from Telecom Italia was opened in parallel to discuss the comments (see 620).

Question if this section deals with requirements that apply to all use cases or with those not being covered somewhere else.

Conclusion:

The first 3 requirements are included in the TR. In the 3rd the Note part is removed.
Business requirements can also be described in the use cases and covered there.

Instead of “non-3GPP access network” “WLAN” is used.

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070480
	Suggested modifications to draft TR22.937 (S1-070426)
	BT


Discussion:

EAP-SIM: Does it require a SIM? Different opinions.
Conclusion:

Abbreviations agreed (PNO & SNO).
Use Case in 4.2.1: Text agreed without reference.
Clause 4.2.2: Security requirement not included.
Clause 4.4.1, use case 3: Access network replaced by access technology and included in the document.

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070488
	Contribution to Requirements /Analysis and Impact, TR22.937
	BT


Discussion:

Text based on a not agreed input from Telecom Italia to the last meeting. Nevertheless the proposed text for use case 2 was handled.
Use Case X should be re-submitted as new use case if necessary.

Conclusion:

Text in 4.3.2 was included. Text in 4.3.3 included with modifications.
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070596
	non3GPPHO: proposal for use cases section of TR22.937
	Gemalto


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Text in the first section 4.4.1 (under 4.X) agreed, text of the first 4.4.2 not.
Use case 4.y included (the other 4.4.1), the requirements in 4.y not.

4.5
Requirements Section

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070574
	TR 22.937, Service Aspects
	T-Mobile


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Agreed
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070487
	Contribution to 'Harmonised Requirements' for TR22.937
	BT


Discussion:

5.1 Service Aspects: It was remarked that there are lot of implementation details listed but not necessarily service aspects. The input would need some re-wording to go into 5.1 or would fit better in some analysis section. The text will be discussed further on the email reflector.
The harmonized requirements should be derived from the use case analysis. As the analysis is not done up to now it seems to be pre-mature to put in the requirements.

5.2 Security Aspects: There seem to be no new requirements in this section. Delegates stated that these requirements are already fulfilled.
5.3 UICC Aspects: Some detailed comments, to be worked on offline.
5.4 Charging Aspects: The requirement is not sufficiently clear in parts. Points one and two will be included.
Conclusion:

Noted. Points 1 and two of section 5.4 included.
4.6
NAA 

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070572
	TR 22.937, Considerations on NAAs
	Telecom Italia, Vodafone, T-Mobile


Discussion:

Conclusion:

withdrawn
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070473 
	comments re S1-070403
	BT


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Noted

4.7 TR Conclusion

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070573
	TR 22.937, Conclusions
	Telecom Italia, Vodafone, T-Mobile


Discussion:

Conclusion:

Withdrawn
4.8 Other documents

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070620
	Comments on TR 22.937 Contributions.
	Telecom Italia


Discussion & Conclusion:

Many of the general requirements proposed in 475 are already covered in the use cases. If that is the case we should then strike the requirements out. But first the use cases must be seen.
Common requirements should be taken to 4.1. 

Comments to 487 have been taken.

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070580
	Inputs to 22.937
	Motorola


Discussion:

Conclusion:

withdrawn
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070618
	Comments on TS22.937
	Marvell Semiconductor Inc


Discussion:

Conclusion:

withdrawn
5 Workplan Issues
The WID will be updated to reflect the following schedule:TR will be sent for information to SA#37 and for approval to SA#38. 
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-070701
	Updated WID
	SWG Chair


6
Sessions for Next Meeting
Three sessions are requested at SA1#37.
7
Output

8
Any Other Business
9
Close

