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S2 would like to thank S1 for taking time to present their report 23.976 v 1.4.0 to S2.  During this presentation, S2 identified the following suggested changes.

1. S1 needs to add the definition of Emergency Services and distinguish this clearly from Emergency call.  Then ensure that the distinct requirements for the services provided by CS Domain, GPRS and IM subsystem are given.

2. In section 4.8, point 17 required explanation.  It is suggested that “e.g. optimal routing” be added for clarification.

3. In section 7.6, 2nd paragraph, S2 requests that “VPLMN” is replaced by “serving network”.  As VPLMN implies the architectural solution.

Based on this presentation S2 ask that S1 provides further clarification by answering the questions below.

Questions:

1. What is meant by Personal Service management in section 6.2?  S2 asks that S1 elaborate on the details.

2. In section 7, is it S1’s understanding that the IM subsystem subscription requires the GPRS subscription or are they separate, independent subscriptions? Does S1 foresee the need to support a subscriber being subscribed to one service provider for GPRS and another for IM services?  

3. Does a IM subscriber have to have a GPRS subscription or can they just use IM subsystem on another bearer network? What business relationships does S1 want to allow? 

4. In section 7.2, bullet 3, it is not clear what the intention behind the requirement.  The use of the word service is ambiguous.  Is this a service such as voice or a service in the VHE? 

5. In section 7.6, the requirements are open to interpretation.  For example, S2 could chose for a user from a R99 network to only receive voice through the CS domain.  Hence if the visited R00 network only supports PS services, then the user would not be supported.  Is this acceptable?  Please provide more details on this and the motivations behind the requirements.

6. S2 are unclear on the requirements for seamless roaming between different access networks e.g. Hyperlan.  S2 would welcome further input on this requirement.

7. In section 7.6,  first bullet “Optimized call routing”: Does optimized apply to all calls or just to international calls.  Does optimized mean signaling and bearer traffic?

8. Section 7.7.1, notes to table 2. What are the service definitions that the call is under for service continuity? Does this imply that the charging models and the service definitions are the same between the CS domain and the IM Subsystem?

S2-99200.doc


