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Lucent would like the following comments taken into account for the SUA Feasibility Study.

- Address Mapping Issue

Lucent would like the E.164, E.212, and E.214 examples reinstated. The Address Mapping Function is an important part of the introduction of SUA and these examples are necessary for a complete understanding. 

The AMF is not defined fully enough in the SUA internet draft. SIGTRAN still has to do more work on the AMF (at least as equivalent a definition to the GTT in SCCP Q.714 is required). E.164, E.214 and E.212 with GT type 4 are essential for UMTS.

There are differences in the address translations for SS7 between US and rest of world. Does your summary of the addressing apply globally, or are there differences? This needs clarifying.
- Impact on legacy SS7 systems:

It is stated in the document that with M3UA, two tables need to be maintained (Global Title->PointCode and PointCode->IP-address). The point is that the first table is already in place, so M3UA *adds* to existing implementations. In fact because M3UA adds to the existing implementation, M3UA can be realized by external equipment (i.e. outside the network entities, e.g. HLR) that does the PointCode->IP-address translation without needing to change the legacy system itself  . An operator may want to do the GT-translation more efficiently, to avoid the hop-to-hop (or PointCode-to-Pointcode) routing that SS7 networks normally do. This is different for SUA, that really impacts the existing functionality, instead of adding to it. This needs to be explained in the report.
- Interworking M3UA - SUA:

During the Puerto Rico meeting Lucent raised the concern that an operator moving to SUA would need to insure that it interworks with other networks (supporting only SS#7 or M3UA), and whether an operator that moved and and stuck to M3UA would need to constantly adapt its network to interwork with SUA-networks. This was put FFS, but I think an operator making the step to SUA, would need to make sure that interworking still exists towards M3UA/SS7 networks. This point has not been explained fully in the TR (it is only mentioned).

An interworking issue could occur because of message segmentation because the SS#7 world has segmentation on the SCCP layer and the IP-variants have segmentation on the SCTP layer. Has anybody thought of the possible problems because of this at the interworking level?
- Interaction with Mobile Number Portability:

MNP is still not explained in detail and a section needs to be devoted to it. The point is that the Signaling Relay Function for MNP (see 30.066) is implemented on the SCCP layer: The Donor HLR will change the Called Party Address (Pointcode, i.e. not global title) of the SCCP frame for an outported number/subscriber.  If the Donor HLR is an SUA entity, it will need to address the recipient network by an IP-address. Lucent would like to have this explained in an applicable section.
Lucent would like the above comments taken into account in the next draft of the SUA Feasibility Study TR.

