
TSG-SA WG1 #20
S1-030519

Seuol, Korea, 7-11 March 2003
Agenda Item: [IMS]

Title:
Revised contributions to updated template
Source:
TeliaSonera AB

Contact:
Robert Frank
(Robert.B.Frank@telia.se)

Introduction

This contribution is the revision of S1-030424, S1-030425 and S1-030426. Now these original contributions have been rewritten to match the updated template for section 19 TR22.800 v1.0.0, which was provided in S1-030520.

Proposal

TeliaSonera kindly propose to update section 19 of the TR 22.800 v1.0.0, with the following text.

Proposed text

19
Stage 1 Requirements and indication
In this section are identified the scenario of relevance for Rel 6 and later releases, based on the studio developed in this Technical Report. New requirements for potential introduction in relevant specifications are listed. Particular attention is given to requirements impacting the relation between PS and IMS subscriptions, as well as existing Rel-6 high-level IMS requirements.
Also relevant indications for potential impacts and point of attention in stage 2 and 3 are indicated, as derived from this stage 1 study.
19.1
Relevant scenario for Rel-6
This section lists the rationale for each scenario as to why the scenario in itself may or may not be relevant for 3GPP. 
Section 5: Basic IMS scenario: 
Rationale: This scenario represents the basic IMS scenario to be implemented in Rel 5 and 6. 

Section 9: Non-3GPP Access Scenario: 

Rationale: When bundled subscriptions for IMS domain and PS/CS domain is the only option available for customers, the penetration of users capable of using IMS domain services is dependent on the penetration of PS/CS domain subscriptions (obviously). Depending on the actual number of PS/CS domain subscriptions, an operator may therefore want to offer IMS only subscriptions in order to increase the number of IMS subscriptions beyond the number of PS/CS domain subscriptions. Customers that actually use IMS services over GPRS will benefit from the increasing number of IMS users over non-3GPP Accesses, in a similar way that once early adopters of first generations of mobile telephony benefited from being able to communicate with fixed telephony users. It is the basic observation that the value of the service increases with the number of users.

Note that although the penetration of CS/PS domain subscription could be high within the population in general, for a specific operator the number of users having subscriptions for CS or PS domain and non-3GPP Access with that same operator may be significantly lower. The benefit of offering IMS only subscription therefore could still apply. (The scenario is not unlikely in a case where the old Telco dominating the market on "fixed" copper type of accesses but where its footprint on the mobile market is lower.)  

The conclusion based on the scenario is that an operator really should be able to offer subscriptions for IMS domain and PS/CS domain independently from each other in a technically efficient way. 

Section 10: Non-3GPP Access Scenario: 

Rationale: Same reason and conclusion as for section 9 above.
Section 11: Non-3GPP Access Scenario: 
Rationale: Same reason and conclusion as for section 9 above.
Section 14: Stand Alone IMS Scenario: 
Rationale: In this scenario the (Stand Alone) IMS Operator is useful because it brings traffic to the 3GPP Access Operator's network. The IMS operator may be regarded as a "mobile virtual network operator" in an Internet context.  

The scenario allows actors assuming the roles 3GPP Access Operator, Non-3GPP access Operator and IMS Operator respectively to bring an attractive offering to the market and still maintain their own customer relationship. No actor is controlling the other actors' customer relationship, which may make the business arrangements easier to accomplish. 

The 3GPP Access Operator has a great opportunity in benefiting from the maybe hundreds of millions of experienced users for which the actor being the IMS Operator has superb marketing channel. Still the 3GPP Access Operator can maintain its own customer relationship, even for its own IMS services, which can be packaged with its other CS/PS services in order to create an attractive and different offering.

Experienced users, like Jim in the scenario, may soon discover that they need universal coverage for their service because the IMS operator does the "cross-marketing", i.e. convince its customers using non-3GPP Accesses that they should have access to the Stand Alone IMS Operator's services anywhere.  

Finally, the user may benefit from the opportunity to choose among different actors' offerings.  

Section 16: Interoperability Scenario:
Rationale: The value of being connected to a communication service increases with the number of users ("Metcalf's Law"). This is the basic observation, which provides the rationale as to why customers/users of ISPs and WISPs should also be able to use IMS services, i.e. they will be able to communicate with customers/users of mobile operators. The basic assumption is: the more IMS domains, the more users, the greater value, and the more traffic.  

The rationale for allowing ISP/WISP to set up their own IMS domains is to guarantee that they will be able to offer the IMS domain services to all its customers. Also treating these other companies as peers may increase their interest in the IMS technology, especially if considerations are given to the fact that (W)ISPs do not in general support 3GPP legacy mechanisms.
From a standardization point of view, embracing the "fixed" community may increase the chance of having one SIP related charging architecture for the mobile community and the fixed one.
19.2
Conclusion and summary of new requirements
[To be included based on the scenarios in the TR]

19.3
Conclusion and summary of subscription requirements
[To be included based on the scenarios; particular attention to be paid to aspect impacting relation/separation, type and munber of subscriptions]
19.4 Conclusion and summary of existing IMS high-level requirements

[Conclusions about current IMS high-level requirements' relationship to the scenarios, identified contentious issues due to differences in interpretation of the existing high-level IMS requirements.] 
19.5
Issues for stage 2/3 technical studies
[To be included based on the selected scenarios]
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