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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank SA2 for their LS S2-050954 on protocol aspects for CSI and the description of the current CSI architecture outlined in TS 23.279.

CT1 has discussed both the technical architecture and also the question in the Editor’s Note outlined in the LS S2-050954.  Some concerns have been raised with regards to the capability exchange mechanism.  CT1 therefore, kindly request the clarifications outlined below.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

CT1 would like to answer SA2’s questions from a CT1 perspective:

For the following Editor’s Note:

It shall be possible for a UE to request the OPTIONS request to be sent to any other registered UE. E.g. in case there is an ongoing CS call between UE-A and UE-B, the requirement would make it possible for UE-A to retrieve the UE capability information from UE-B.

Editor’s Note: The feasibility from a stage 3 perspective of the requirement above paragraph needs to be evaluated by 3GPP CT1

CT1 sees problems in the usage of the OPTIONS request, especially when it comes to forking of the OPTIONS requests. Also it was indicated by IETF that the OPTIONS request shall not be used to transfer capabilities of a UE, only the OPTIONS 200 (OK) response is used for capability transfer. It was also discussed whether the OPTIONS request in IMS will only be used for the CSI capabilities exchange or also for other capabilities/services. Therefore CT1 requests SA2 to give more guidance on the functional requirements for the capability exchange for CSI, so that CT1 can discuss and work on a technical solution.

CT1 also requests a response to the following issue:

CT1 discussed a possible problem if the Tel-URI that a user has in their IMS subscription is different from the MSISDN for the user’s CS subscription. If such a case exists, then the SIP routing of an OPTIONS request with an MSISDN from one UE to the other cannot be guaranteed.
ACTION: 

CT1 kindly asks SA2 to take the above issues into account when discussing CSI and also to provide feedback on the questions from CT1.  CT1 also asks to be kept updated with any information resulting from further SA2 investigations related to CSI.
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