	
	



[image: image1.png]K ey




Third Generation Partnership Project
Draft MEETING REPORT v1.1.0

3GPP TSG-CT4#36bis
Kobe, JAPAN
8th – 12th October, 2007
Hosted by:

Japanese friends of 3GPP
CT4 Official:


Chairman:

Mr. Peter Schmitt, Nokia Siemens Networks.


Vice-Chairman:

Mr. Toshiyuki Tamura, NEC.

Vice-Chairman:

Mr. Peter Wild, Vodafone-D2.

MCC Support:

Mr. Kimmo Kymäläinen, ETSI MCC.

Table of contents

31
Opening of the meeting and approval of the agenda

1.1
IPR Call
3
2
Allocation of documents to agenda items
3
3
Meeting Reports
4
4
Input liaison statements
4
5
Work item management
4
6
Release 8
4
6.1
SAE/LTE
4
6.1.1
3GPP access
7
6.1.1.1
HSS (S6a)
11
6.1.2
Non 3GPP access
15
6.2
IMS
18
6.2.1
IMS restoration procedure
19
6.2.2
Nonce generation for Digest
24
6.2.3
Alias Public User Identities (Rel-7/8)
27
6.2.4
IMS Application Server Data descriptions
28
6.3
SIP-I on Nc Interface
29
6.4
Customized alerting tone (CAT)
38
6.5
AoB
41
7
AoB
41
8
Check of approved output documents
41
9
Closing of the meeting (16:00 Friday)
41
ANNEX A: OUTPUT MATERIAL
42
A.1
Output Liaisons
42
A.2
New TSs /TRs
42
A.2.1 For Approval at CT#38
42
A.2.2 For information at CT#38
42
A.2.3 The latest draft versions after the meeting
42
A.3
New and updated WIDs
42
A.3.1 New WID for Approval at CT#38
42
A.3.2 Updated CT4 WIDs
42
A.3.3 Endorsed WID
42
A.5 Agreed CRs for Approval at CT#38
43
ANNEX B: Participants
43


1
Opening of the meeting and approval of the agenda
Mr. Yuichiro Hamano of Fujitsu welcomed the delegates to Kobe on behalf of the host. Mr. Hamano also provided useful information regarding the meeting arrangement.
The meeting was chaired by Mr. Peter Schmitt, (Chairman, Nokia Siemens Networks). 
The Peter Wild (Vodafone) chaired the parallel sessions on Tuesday and drafting session on Wednesday. Mr David Hutton, Vodafone chaired the drafting session on Thursday.
Additional support was provided by Mr. Kimmo Kymäläinen (CT4 Secretary, MCC).
1.1
IPR Call

	The Chairman drew attention to Members' obligations under the 3GPP Partner Organizations' IPR policies.  Every Individual Member organization is obliged to declare to the Partner Organization or Organizations of which it is a member any IPR owned by the Individual Member or any other organization which is or is likely to become essential to the work of 3GPP.




1392
Preliminary agenda for CT4 #36bis

Type:

Agenda
Source: 
CT4 chairman

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1393
1393
Detailed agenda & time plan for CT4 #36bis: status at document deadline

Type:

Agenda
Source: 
CT4 chairman

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1394
1394
Detailed agenda & time plan for CT4 #36bis: status on eve of meeting

Type:

Agenda
Source: 
CT4 chairman

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
2
Allocation of documents to agenda items

1395
Proposed allocation of documents to agenda items for CT4 #36bis: status at document deadline

Type:

DAD
Source: 
CT4 chairman

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1396
1396
Proposed allocation of documents to agenda items for CT4 #36bis status on eve of meeting

Type:

DAD
Source: 
CT4 chairman

Background: 


Discussion:
Huawei: Some SA2 approved LSs are missing from the document allocation list.
Status:
Agreed
3
Meeting Reports

4
Input liaison statements

1515
LS Response on “SAE Interworking with Pre-REL8 system”

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to 6.1.1.1
1516
LS on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications 

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to  6.1
1517
Response to LS on Service Request for SAE/LTE

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2)

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to  6.1
1518
LS on TA list prediction

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to  6.1
5
Work item management

6
Release 8

6.1
SAE/LTE

1516
LS on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications 

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:
Vodafone proposed to discuss LS in the SA2 join session.
It was seen by the delegates that SA2 does not change the current working procedures but LS clarifies that there are no detailed descriptions of the individual parameters in stage 2.

LS is postponed to SA2 joint session on Wednesday 10th October

Status:
Noted
1585
Reply LS on Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications
Type:

LS out

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:

It was agreed to postpone the requests SA2 to aligning the message and parameter names with stage 2 specs and also across stage 3 specs.
Status:
Postponed
1517
Response to LS on Service Request for SAE/LTE

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2)

Background: 


Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Network: It should be kept in mind when the protocol is defined that there is also a proposal in SA2 for an S-TMSI to be larger than 40 bits. SA2 assume that the S-TMSI will become larger than 32 bits in the future.
Status:
Noted
1518
LS on TA list prediction

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:
LS shall be noted by CT4.
Status:
Noted
1521
LS on "Principles on Idle Mode Signalling Reduction"
Type:

LS in

Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1522
LS response to S2-073118/R3-71186 on "LS on IP Fragmentation"
Type:

LS in

Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 


Discussion:

Huawei: During the joint session with SA2 it's need to be clarified the requirement for proposed uplink behaviour.
Status:
Noted
1550
Reply LS on “SAE Interworking with Pre-REL8 system” 

Type:

LS in

Source: 
TSG SA WG3

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Noted
1551
Reply LS on “Service Request” 

Type:

LS in

Source: 
TSG SA WG3

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Noted
1397
Principles for parameters in TR 29.803

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


In the last SA2 meeting, one contribution using some stage 3 parameters name to represent the related stage 2 parameters is discussed which triggered the hot discussion on the relationship between stage 2 parameters and the stage 3 parameters. As a result, some principles on how to document the SAE stage 2 specifications are agreed and a LS is sent to the related stage 3 Working Groups. It can be seen that these stage 2 principles would also affect the related stage 3 specifications, so it is proposed to discuss this issue in CT4 and set some principles for the parameters in TR 29.803.

Discussion:

Motorola, Nokia Siemens Networks and Alcatel-Lucent indicates that it is not useful to have different parameter and message names in stage 2 and stage 3. This should be avoided because of mapping work for implementers become difficult. 
It was seen that the parameter name should be kept inline in stage 2 and stage 3.

Huawei clarified that there may be cases where the same parameter names cannot be used and the name should be independent.

It was proposed to change the second note based on the agreement in CT4 that the parameter name should be kept inline in stage 2 and stage 3.
The proposed editor's notes shall be introduced as general text.

Status:
Revised in 1524
1524
Principles for parameters in TR 29.803

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1398
IP fragmentation

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


In the current GTP version 1, the IP fragmentation issue is described in section 13.2 of TS 29.060. It is agreed that for Pre-R8 GTP, the maximum size of T-PDU is defined and all backbone links should have MTU values that exceeds the sum of this maximum value plus the size of the tunnel headers (IP header, UDP and GTP header) so that the fragmentation would not happen in MS, SGSN, GGSN, and the GPRS backbone.

Based on the principles from SA2, special mechanism is offered to ensure that the IP fragmentation will not happen in the uplink direction but it is possible to do IP fragmentation in the downlink direction. The core network user plane nodes (P-GW, S-GW and eNodeB) should deal with the IP packet that needs fragmentation/reassembly at the special link in which the size of this IP packet exceeds the configured MTU size.

Based on the text above, it can be seen that the principles for IP fragmentation of Rel8 GTP is different from that of Pre-Rel8 GTP. The related description is needed to be clarified for Rel8 GTP. So it is proposed to update TR 29.803 to include the key issue of IP fragmentation, discussion this key issue based on the LS from SA2 and add the possible conclusions based on the discussion.

Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent proposed that the requirements should be clarified by SA2 before the new section is needed. When the section is added it should be clarified what the section is for.
Huawei clarified that these are the issues which are relevant for 3GPP and non 3GPP access and not described in the other chapters of TR 29.803.

It was seen that the title is misleading and should be changed.

It was agreed to leave a document open until more information is provided by SA2.

Status:
Revised in 1606
1606
IP fragmentation

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:
"Key Issues" chapter shall be renamed as "General issues".
Status:
Revised in 1612
1612
IP fragmentation

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1571
LS response to C4-071522 / S2-073939 on “LS on IP Fragmentation”

Type:

LS out

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1576
1576
LS response to C4-071522 / S2-073939 on “LS on IP Fragmentation”

Type:

LS out

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Approved
6.1.1
3GPP access

1399
Protocol Version for Rel8 GTP

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Based on the current discussion in CT4, it is assumed that many interfaces should be based on GTP. Based on the current discussion in stage 2, many new features are added for EPS. So it can be foreseen that the current GTP should be extended to support these new features. On the other hand, before the stage 3 TS stage work starts, some key issues should be resolved. One of them is to decide whether to realize the Rel8 GTP based on the existing GTP version 1 or new GTP version 2. It can be foreseen that this issue would not only affect the vendors when developing the equipment but also affect the operators when deploying their networks. It is proposed to discuss this issue, analyse the key aspect to be considered and try to make a conclusion based on the analysis.
Extend GTP version 1

This method is to reuse the current GTP version 1 for Rel8 GTP. With this method, some messages and Information Elements can be reused for Rel8 GTP. The message format of Rel8 GTP is also as same as that of the GTP version 1. It is needed to extend GTP version 1 to add some new messages and Information Elements for the new features introduced by EPS.

GTP version 2

This method is to make a new GTP version 2 for Rel8 GTP. With this method, although some messages, Information Elements and the message format can refer those of GTP version 1, all the messages and the Information Elements are to be newly defined based on all the requirements on each Rel8 GTP based interfaces. The GTP message format may also newly defined to better fit the requirements for the protocol.

Compatibility issue

If interworking with Pre-Rel8 network is required, then interworking with Pre-Rel8 GTP protocol should be supported in MME and P-GW. When UE moves between E-UTRAN and the Pre-Rel8 UTRAN/GERAN, the compatibility issue needs to be handled.

For the method of extend GTP version 1, the compatibility issue is FFS.

For the method of GTP version 2, the compatibility issue is to be solved. Message mapping and Information Element mapping is needed. GTP version handling is needed.

Extensibility issue

Extensibility is very important to a protocol for supporting of some future features. The protocol should be designed to add some new messages and Information Elements to support the possible new requirement in the future.

For the method of extend GTP version 1, it is unsure whether there is enough available messages type code and Information Element type code for the current new features of EPS. And, after realizing all the current new features introduced by EPS, it is unsure whether there is enough available messages type code and Information Element type code left to support the possible future requirements. Or some other mechanism is needed, e.g. extending the message type and/or the Information Element type code.

For the method of GTP version 2, currently there is no effect foreseen.

Discussion:


Huawei: Before making a decision on which GTP version to use for Rel8 GTP, there are several key factors which should be analysis. The final decision should take these factors into account. It should be noted that the key factors may be not integrated and some other key factors may also be needed. For the method of extend GTP version 1, it should be evaluated whether it is extensible enough to support all of the new features. For the method of GTP version 2, currently there is no effect foreseen.

Status:
Revised in 1525
1525
Protocol Version for Rel8 GTP

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1573
1573
Protocol Version for Rel8 GTP

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1577
1577
Protocol Version for Rel8 GTP

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1610
1610
Protocol Version for Rel8 GTP

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Huawei, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:

It was clarified that eGTP is used as temporary name until CT4 has decided if enhanced GTPv1 or GTPv2 is used in Rel-8.
Status:
Agreed
1512
Discussion paper on GTP-C version for EPS

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Evolved GTP (eGTP) will be used in EPS across S1-U, S3, S4, S5, S8a, S10, S11 and S12 interfaces.

S1-U is under RAN3 responsibility, but it will be CT4, which defines the protocol. eGTP-U will be used not only across S1-U, but also across S4 (at least for user plane tunnel to R8 A/Gb mode SGSN), S5, S8a and S12 (for user plane tunnel to R8 UTRAN) interfaces.

Note: 
CT4 needs to coordinate work with RAN3 because eGTP-U will be used also across other interfaces than S1-U.

All eGTP-C interfaces are under CT4 responsibility.

CT4 has not decided yet if GTPv1 should be extended for EPS, or if GTPv2 should be designed.

Each option has pros and cons and this paper tries to address these issues. Defining eGTP-C requirements for EPS usage seems to be a prerequisite for making the decision.

The following requirements to eGTP-C seem relevant for EPS to legacy interworking:

1. Protocol shall be backward compatible with the existing GTPv1 implementations.

2. Protocol shall not support GTPv0 interworking.

3. Protocol should remove GTPv1 flaws without breaking backward compatibility.

4. Protocol should support S1-U interface features that will be defined by RAN3 (see TS 36.414). Note: RAN3 should coordinate the work with CT4. 

5. eGTP-C based interfaces between 3GPP R8 UTRAN/GERAN and EPS should be as close as possible to eGTP-C interfaces within EPS.

Discussion:


Nokia Siemens Networks: Introduction of GTPv2 looks simpler and more efficient way for solving the backward compatibility problem and for removing GTPv1 flaws from eGTP-C. Main point for GTPv2 is that in any case a eGTP capable entity needs to know with which flavour of protocol it can communicate with the peer. That is, implicit flavour/version negotiation is necessary. If so, it would be simpler and safer having an explicit version negotiation. If CT4 agrees to having GTPv2 as candidate protocol for EPS, Nokia Siemens Networks will provide necessary contributions to GTPv2 spec. GTPv2 could be specified either in TS 29.060, or a new spec number can be sought for it.

Nortel supports proposal to remove the support for GTPv0 from Rel-8 onwards. Nortel also supports the introduction of GTPv2.

Ericsson also agrees that GTPv0 support is not needed. 
Ericsson sees that Huawei proposal is a good starting point. Further discussion is needed before the final decision is made if the GTPv2 or extended GTPv1 shall be selected as a solution for EPS.

CT4 agreed that the interworking with GTPv0 is not supported from Rel-8 onwards. Further discussion is needed if the GTPv2 or extended GTPv1 shall be used.
The meeting agreed that the documents 1399 and 1512 shall be combined.

Status:
Noted (Combined with 1399 in 1525)
1400
Compatibility issue of parameter pairs of EPC and GPRS

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


This contribution discusses the compatibility issue of several parameter pairs in EPC and GPRS. It tries to identify the dependence between these outstanding issues and SAE work in CT4 and propose to take action to push the clarification and definition work for these parameters in other involved WGs.

Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1401
The inter eNodeB handover without CN node relocation procedure on CN interfaces

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


In the last CT4 meeting, a LS is sent from RAN3 CC to CT4 on the inter eNodeB handover without CN node relocation procedure. In this procedure, the S11 interface is used, so the CT4 work should be affected. But it is decided by SA2 that this procedure will be maintained by RAN3 and it will not be included in SA2 specification. So it is proposed to include this procedure in TR 29.803 based on the stage 2 requirement from RAN3.

Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1458
UE requested bearer resource allocation procedure

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Qualcomm

Background: 


At the last SA2 meeting, the UE requested bearer activation procedure has been agreed and included in TS 23.402. This document proposes to introduce the description of the signalling procedure between the UE and the MME which needs to be standardized in CT1.

Discussion:

It was agreed that "uplink TFT" shall be changed as "uplink and downlink TFT".
It was agreed that procedure description shall be added in section 4.

"Bearer QoS" shall be changed as "STF QoS".

Status:
Revise in 1526
1526
UE requested bearer resource allocation procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Qualcomm

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1513
Discussion on S11 interface

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


The paper proposes amendments to the analysis part of S11 interface for Create Default Bearer Request / Response messages. 

Subclause 6.1.7.1 “Requirements” don’t seem to be completely inline with TS 23.401v1.2.1 and also with subclause 6.1.7.3 “Analysis”. The analysis section misses the following IEs.

Create Default Bearer Request message:

· MME Context ID (Attach and TAI procedures in 23.401)

· PDN Address Allocation (Attach procedure in 23.401)

· AMBR (attach procedure in 23.401)

· Bearer contexts (TAI procedure in 23.401)

In addition to the above IEs, SA2 is discussing if SGW may need also NSAPI(s) for handing over the default bearer to UTRAN.

Create Default Bearer Response message:

· Serving SAE GW Context ID (Attach procedure in 23.401)

At the same time, some IEs should not be included in the Create Default Bearer Response message:

· PDN GW Address for user plane

· S5/S8a TEID for user plane

· PDN GW Address for control plane

· S5/S8a TEID for control plane

Neither MME, nor eNB ever send user or control plane data to PDN GW.

Discussion:

Nortel: "bearer context" shall not be deleted for the message. It's not a part of create Default Bearer Request message.

Huawei challenge if "MME context ID" has a same context as "MME Address for Control Plane". This shall be checked offline.
Huawei: NSAPI is still under discussion in SA2 and should be removed.
Nokia Siemens Network clarifies that "NSAPI" is needed for legacy networks.

Parameters description shall be added.

After discussion it was agreed to delete both "bearer context" and "NSAPI" from the message.

Status:
Revised in 1527
1527
Discussion on S11 interface

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1613
1613
Discussion on S11 interface

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1514
Discussion on S3, S4 and S12 interfaces

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


S3, S4 and S12 interfaces, which are defined in TS 23.401v1.2.1 terminate at R8 UMTS network (SGSN or UTRAN). MME and PGW however need to communicate with pre-R8 SGSN and preR8 UTRAN across Gn and probably Gp interfaces. 

Currently it is not clear from TR 29.803v0.3.0, which version of GTP shall be used across these interfaces and how SGW/PGW would find out which interface to use. That is, can GTPv1 be reused across S3, S4 and S12 or eGTP would be necessary? eGTP related matters are addressed in a companion DISC paper (C4-071512).

If and only if CT4 decides that GTPv1 shall be used e.g. across S3, and if all respective messages are reused, then TR 29.803 should explicitly state that S3 interface is identical to Gn/Gp interface.

On the other hand, if new message types are introduced specifically for S3, then S3 becomes 3GPP R8 and onwards interface, which should be based on eGTP.

Discussion:


Nokia Siemens Networks: A document is presented information only. A discussion paper highlights some areas which are still open.

Status:
Noted
6.1.1.1
HSS (S6a)

1515
LS Response on “SAE Interworking with Pre-REL8 system”

Type:

LS in
Source: 
TSG SA WG2

Background: 

Discussion:

Ericsson believes that CT4 should study if there is more than one interworking function on the path between MME and HSS. It should be clarified in CT4/SA2 joint session how the detailed analysis shall be done.
T-Mobile was concerned how to handle subscription profile (QoS issues) between legacy and EPS. This shall be discussed also in SA2 and CT4 joint session.

The functionality of Rel-8 HSS has to be clarified in CT4 and SA2 joint session.
Status:

1402
Interworking with legacy MAP based reference points

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Networks clarifies that the discussion paper is misleading. MAP and diameter are still candidates for interworking, none of them was selected before this meeting. The discussion paper also proposes to study interfaces which are not yet defined by SA2. 
Nokia Siemens Networks does not see need for study item.
Status:
Noted
1403
FS for InterWorking Function (IWF) between core network internal protocols
Type:

WID
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


The objective of this study is to evaluate the complexity, the performance and the duality of an IWF based a concrete use case i.e. S6a/Gr interworking. Furthermore the study item can also provide recommendations on how to implement protocols in order to ensure less complexity and best performance for such IWF. Finally the outcome of this study should be taken into account when taking a final decision on the S6a protocol. 

The focus of this study is DIAMETER and MAP interworking use cases as MAP (Mobile Application Protocol) is widely used as a signalling protocol.
Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Networks: It should be clearly stated what shall be done.

Motorola proposed that the focus of study item is procedure and parameter mapping. Also the location of interworking function should be recommended.

Status:
Revised in 1528
1528
FS for InterWorking Function (IWF) between core network internal protocols

Type:

WID

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1574
1574
FS for InterWorking Function (IWF) between core network internal protocols

Type:

WID

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:
It was decided to postponed the WID until SA2 has clarified the interfaces.
TR will be numbered as 29.8xy-series.

Companies were requested to continue work on topic. It was reminded that it is possible to provide draft TR in CT4#37 even WID was postponed.

Status:
Postponed
1404
About the Interworking function 

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


In the last CT4 meeting, the vEPS, hPre-R8 interworking scenario was discussed and a LS was sent to SA2 for more stage 2 information. After a hot discussion, SA2 decided that an interworking function should be enabled not only for the vEPS, hPre-R8 interworking scenarios but also for the hEPS, vPre-R8 interworking scenarios. This paper is to discuss these scenarios, extend this discussion to solve more inter release interworking problems and try to find a way forward.
Discussion:
Telecom Italia and Nokia Siemens Networks disagreed with scenarios in figure 5 and 6.
Huawei clarified that scenarios in figure 5 and 6 are valid if operators network is based on UTRAN.

France Telecom does not see point to define multiple interworking functions.

Huawei clarified that the focus of the work is in figures 1 and 2. The other figures are provided for information.

Status:
Noted
1413
Addition of Authentication Info Retrieval Procedure to S6a

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


This contribution proposes to add the Authentication Information Retrieval Procedure to the S6a interface in TR 29.803.

In order to retrieve Authentication Information from the HSS, the MME sends a Send Authentication Info messages to the HSS. 

Upon receiving the Send Authentication Info message the HSS returns authentication information to the MME. For details see 3GPP TR 33.821.
Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1414
Protocol selection for S6a

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


This contribution compares the two S6a protocol candidates Diameter and MAP and concludes that MAP should be selected as protocol for S6a.
Discussion:


Huawei and Nortel: It should be waited until study is completed. The table is acceptable but it should not be added under the section "Conclusions".

Vodafone proposed to add the table in TR 29.803 under the "Analysis chapter".

CT4 agreed that the last sentence shall be removed.

Status:
Revised in 1529
1529
Protocol selection for S6a

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:

Chapter 6.1.4.3.3 title should be corrected by rapporteur during implementation. Should be "Comparison".

Status:
Agreed
1415
Introduction of an Interworking Function (IWF) for S6a <-> Gr interworking

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


In their LS response on “SAE Interworking with Pre-REL8 system” (S2-073917) SA2 ask CT4 to begin standardization work on an Interworking Function (IWF) that performs protocol conversion from the protocol for S6a (to be selected) to the protocol for Gr (MAP) and vice versa. This contribution proposes to add IWF requirements to TR 29.803. Furthermore it proposes to align S6a procedures with existing MAP procedures to allow the IWF to easily convert S6a to Gr and vice versa. This alignment is:

· Subscription Data are sent with Insert Subscriber Data (rather than Update Location Acknowledge) from HSS to MME;

· The Update Location Complete message is removed;

· All Update procedures make use of Update Location, Update Location Acknowledge, Cancel Location, Cancel Location Acknowledge, Insert Subscriber Data, and Insert Subscriber Data Acknowledge.

Discussion:
The content of the document was agreed and shall be added in TR 29.803.
Status:
Agreed
1488
Update Location Procedure for IWF

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


In SA2#59 meeting, it is agreed that an interworking function between S6a and Gr should be enabled by the procedures to support the interworking scenarios with Pre-Rel8 network. With this working assumption, this contribution is to discuss the message exchanging between MME and Pre-Rel8 HSS for the update location procedure with IWF involved.
Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1496
S6a/Gr Interworking function requirements and scenarios

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised to C4-071519
1519
S6a/Gr Interworking function requirements and scenarios

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Ericsson

Background: 


This contribution proposes to further look into the implications of the LS response from SA2, S2-073917, on the issue of using an inter-working function between S6a and Gr.

The answer provided to Question 2 in SA2’s LS response on the issue of connecting an MME and a pre-R8 HSS [‎1], SA2 states “SA WG2 believes an inter-working function should be enabled”. The answer also outlines some key points for this purpose. As a final action, SA2 requests CT4 to consider their conclusions when selecting the S6a protocol.

This contribution will look at the how the key points listed by SA2 affect the S6a reference point under the assumption that an inter-working function in enabled between MME and pre-HSS.

Discussion:

After discussion it was seen that the contribution cannot be accepted because the interworking function is under study.
Status:
Withdrawn
1581
Protocol decision for S6a

Type:

Discussion

Source: 


Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Huawei, Orange, HP, TeliaSonera, Motorola, Nortel, Verizon Wireless, Alcatel Lucent, T-Mobile

Background: 


Based on the discussion within CT4#36bis it is seen by the sources of this contribution that a conclusion on the protocol should not be delayed so that the work can be started.

Discussion:

Based on SA2 assumption it was common understanding in CT4 that IWF will work Rel-8 supported HSS.

CT4#36bis meeting agreed that Diameter is the chosen protocol for S6a. 
To address the inter-operator roaming scenario where only SS7 based roaming agreements are in place, two IWFs need to be placed in the path between MME and HSS. The chosen protocol between the two IWFs is MAP. Messages already defined for MAP Gr shall be extended to allow a one to one back and forth mapping between DIAMETER (S6a) and MAP. MAP shall also be used between IWF and a "stand alone Rel-8 HLR" which is HSS without any Diameter interface.
Status:
Revised to C4-071616
1616
Protocol decision for S6a

Type:

Discussion

Source: 


Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, Huawei, Orange, HP, TeliaSonera, Motorola, Nortel, Verizon Wireless, Alcatel Lucent, T-Mobile

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
6.1.2
Non 3GPP access

1405
Discussion on the Interfaces related to PDN GW Address Registration Procedure

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


In order to support the handover between 3GPP and non-3GPP, PDN GW address UE used should be registered into HSS/AAA once the UE has established the connection with the PDN GW. In this contribution, it is discussed the interfaces related to PDN GW address registration procedure.
Discussion:
The second part overlaps with C4-071498.
After discussion it was seen that C4-071498 is more complete related to second change. The second change shall be removed.

NOTE regarding the content of PDN address shall be added.
Status:
Revised in 1531
1531
Discussion on the Interfaces related to PDN GW Address Registration Procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1591
1591
Discussion on the Interfaces related to PDN GW Address Registration Procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1498
S6c PDN GW update procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Ericsson

Background: 


This contribution proposes to add the PDN GW Update operation to the S6c reference point. 

The purpose of the Update PDN GW Address operation over S6c reference point is to allow the PDN GW to update the HSS/AAA with the in-use PDN GW address for a given UE so that the same PDN GW may be used by the UE if the UE performs inter-access mobility.

Discussion:
This discussion paper overlaps with Huawei contribution C4-071405.

Huawei: It needs to be clarified in stage 2 which separated addresses are allowed. S6a and S6c should be marked as FFS.
The second proposed General chapter shall be removed. The subclauses shall be re-numbered.

Status:
Revised in 1532
1532
S6c PDN GW update procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1406
Wm requirements

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 
This paper introduces some requirements for Wm* reference point.
Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1407
Interfaces related to Non-3GPP Access

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1424
S7a reference point and its required procedures

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1425
S7c reference point and its required procedures

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1459
MIPv4 initial attach procedure

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Qualcomm

Background: 


The initial attach procedure on S2a is defined in section 5.4.2.3.2 of TS 23.402. Section 6.2.1.1.1 provides already some requirements for the MIPv4 Registration request and Reply message. This contribution adds some more requirements on top of them. As the stage 2 procedure does not specify the details of how Mobile IP messages are authenticated, other parameters may be needed.
Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1476
PMIP procedures at the time of handover on S2b

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


The S2b reference point contains procedures where PMIP is expected to be used, according to the latest TS23.402 v1.2.1. Therefore, the subclauses of TR 29.803 describing the S2b reference point and where PMIP may be applied should include PMIP-related material.

This contribution proposes to add subclauses to the description of the S2b reference point in TR 29.803 so that the required capabilities will be described.
Discussion:

Huawei would like to see the clear clarification in chapter 6.2.2.2 that PMIPv6 is the only candidate for S2b. Deleting the editor's note is not enough.
Status:
Revised in 1533
1533
PMIP procedures at the time of handover on S2b

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1583
1583
PMIP procedures at the time of handover on S2b

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


Discussion:
The latest version (v6) should be used in reference.
Status:
Revised in 1617
1617
PMIP procedures at the time of handover on S2b

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1477
Proposal for removing the section of dedicated bearer procedures for S5(IETF based)

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


The latest TS23.402 v1.3.0  the IETF-based S5 reference point does not include the notion of dedicated bearers. The dedicated bearer related procedures are executed by PCC. In spite of this, the latest TR 29.803 v0.3.0 contains subclauses related to dedicated bearers in the description of the IETF-based S5 reference point description. This contribution proposes to remove these subclauses.
Discussion:

After discussion it was agreed that it needs to be clarified in SA2 joint session if S5 IEFT and GTP reference points should be handled together or independently.
Status:
Revised in 1534
1534
Proposal for removing the section of dedicated bearer procedures for S5(IETF based)

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1584
1584
Proposal for removing the section of dedicated bearer procedures for S5(IETF based)

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
NTT DoCoMo

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1478
Intersystem mobility between E-UTRAN and HRPD

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Motorola

Background: 


The study item "Improved Network Controlled Mobility between E-UTRAN and 3GPP2/Mobile WiMAX Radio Technologies" had been progressed in RAN2 – TR 36.938. In addition SA2 has made progress in providing call flows for Handover between E-UTRAN access and cdma2000 HRPD Access in TS23.402.

This contribution provides a place holder and overview of the procedures for the "Optimised Active Handover between E-UTRAN access and cdma2000 HRPD Access" in TR 29.803.
Discussion:
Huawei requested to check if the scope should be updated.
CT4 Chairman clarified that in SA Plenary 37 was decided following: Functions and procedures for SAE to support interoperation between LTE and legacy cellular PS accesses (LTE <-> 3GPP & 3GPP2 Radio Accesses) are essential for LTE/SAE.

Some editorial corrections are needed in the proposed text.

Status:
Revised in 1535
1535
Intersystem mobility between E-UTRAN and HRPD

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Motorola

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1497
Wx* related procedures

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Ericsson

Background: 


This contribution proposes to add related procedures to Wx* reference point currently missing from TR 29.803.

The contribution adds the following operations to Wx*, which are in turn based on existing Wx operations available in I-WLAN specifications [‎2] in order to achieve backwards compatibility:

· UE Registration Request/Response: this operation is backwards compatible with existing WLAN Registration Request/Response operation. The operation as such should consider additional parameters required by the different non-3GPP accesses taken into account by the EPS architecture; these parameters are FFS. In order to maintain backwards compatibility with I-WLAN, it is assumed that the UE Registration Request/Response is also used for UE de-registration procedures (triggered from 3GPP AAA as specified in [‎2]) and that user profile data can be returned as part of a UE Registration Response. It is FFS whether new Wx* separate procedures and operations are needed in R8 in order to handle de-registration and download of user data during access attach.

· Network Initiated Deregistration by HSS request: this operation is backwards compatible with existing WLAN Network Initiated Deregistration by HSS request. The operation triggers a UE deregistration sent from HSS to 3GPP AAA; it results in the UE being purged from the network.

· User Profile Update request: this operation is backwards compatible with existing WLAN User Profile Update request. The operation sends updated user profile data from HSS to 3GPP AAA.

Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1618
TR 29.803 v0.4.0

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Huawei

Background: 


Discussion:
TR will be available on CT4 reflector, Wednesday 17th October 2007 18:00 CET.

Status:
Agreed
6.2
IMS

1523
PEEM Diameter Application-ID and Command Code allocation proposal

Type:

LS in

Source: 
OMA

Background: 


OMA ARC would like to ask 3GPP TSG CT WG4 for agreement to use the 3GPP Vendor-ID for the PEEM Diameter application.

OMA ARC proposes then that 3GPP TSG CT WG4 allocates for OMA ARC use to address the PEEM Diameter application purposes.

Discussion:

Status:
Noted
1566
Reply LS on PEEM Diameter Application-ID and Command Code allocation proposal

Type:

LS out

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 

Discussion:

After discussion CT4 agreed that the decision should be made in Plenary level.

Status:
Revised in 1619
1619
LS on PEEM Diameter Application-ID and Command Code allocation proposal

Type:

LS out

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Some companies believe that it would be good for OMA, as a separate standards' organisation, to ask IANA for their own vendor ID and maintain this themselves. That will allow OMA to assign its own AVP codes without any need to liaise other standardization groups for this purpose and to request Diameter Application Ids and command codes independently to the IETF. A similar approach has been taken by TISPAN and CableLabs when developing their own delta-standard variants based on Diameter. This would be the most efficient way for OMA to get AVP codes.
Other companies however supported extending CT4's ToR to manage OMA's Diameter application identifiers, command codes, AVP codes and experimental result codes for PEEM as there may have to be some alignment between PEEM and SA5's charging AVPs.
It was pointed out that OMA can reuse the Diameter applications, commands and AVPs already defined in 3GPP whenever possible.
It was agreed to send LS directly only for OMA ARC.
It was agreed that if CT4 gets reply from OMA before CT4#37, that OMA still would like to ask 3GPP TSG CT WG4 for agreement to use the 3GPP Vendor-ID for the PEEM Diameter application, then a new LS shall be drafted and sent to CT and SA plenary for action.
Revised LS shall be sent for email approval,

Comments shall be raised until 16th October. Deadline for LS is 17th October.

Status:
Revised in 1632
1632
LS on PEEM Diameter Application-ID and Command Code allocation proposal

Type:

LS out

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Email approval
1420
Originating services after call diversion

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0385
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Currently when an incoming call/session is forwarded, the new address is not analysed e.g. for call barring etc, as service triggering is not applied to the forwarded leg. The services to be executed are the subset of originating (originating unregistered) services. To clearly identify what services are executed in this case a new SessionCase value is introduced.
Discussion:
Huawei requested to wait until stage 2 requirements are approved in CT1.
Vodafone proposed that CT4 should review if CR is technically correct. If CT1 change requirements then CR should be considered again.

France Telecom challenge if this is an optimisation of existing capability.
CT1 postponed the decision to the next meeting which affects also for CT4 decision.

Status:
Postponed
6.2.1
IMS restoration procedure

1408
Discussion on S-CSCF Service Restoration

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 
This document presents few possible solutions for the failure scenarios of the S-CSCF in section 5.2.
Discussion:
Ericsson has a document on same topic, C4-0701481.
It was agreed that the editor's note need to be added in those parts which needs to be checked by CT1.

After TR is nearly 60% ready, it will be sent to CT1 for pre-check.

Partly combined with 1481, 1428 and 1439 in C4-071536
Status:
Revised in 1536
1481
S-CSCF Service Interruption Improvements

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


As indicated in clause 5.2 of the Technical Report, a service interruption of the S-CSCF could cause the undesirable effect of losing terminating SIP requests while the user believes that everything should be working properly. In the last CT4#36 meeting, a discussion paper (C4-071026) was presented that suggested a solution to this problem based on the storage of S-CSCF information in the HSS. This contribution develops that solution and indicates how it would impact the current Cx procedures.

Discussion:
Partly combined with 1408, 1428 and 1439 in C4-071536
Status:
Revised in 1536
1428
TR 23.820 A Possible Solution for S-CSCF Failure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:
Partly combined with 1408, 1481 and 1439 in C4-071536
Status:
Revised in 1536
1439
S-CSCF Service interruption solutions

Type:

Info

Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:
Partly combined with 1408, 1481 and 1428 in C4-071536
Status:
Revised in 1536
1536
S-CSCF Service interruption solutions

Type:

Info

Source: 
Nortel, ZTE, Ericsson, Huawei
Background: 


Discussion:
Some of the NOTEs shall be changed as editor's notes.

Status:
Revised in 1593
1593
S-CSCF Service interruption solutions

Type:

Info

Source: 
Nortel, ZTE, Ericsson, Huawei

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1409
Discussion on SIP-AS Service Restoration

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


When the SIP-AS is in failure, the third part registration, the originating session from the subscriber and the terminating session to the subscriber will be affected, and the related service could not be provided to the subscriber. 

One possible solution is to configure more than one AS name or address in the initial Filter Criteria. These Application Servers could provide the same subscribed service to the user. They may share the service data by storing it in the HSS or by other ways. Then the S-CSCF could re-select an appropriate SIP-AS based on the matched Filter Criteria. 

If the Filter Criteria could contain more than one SIP-AS name or address with pre-configured priority order respectively,  then the S-CSCF is able to select one of the SIP Application Servers based on the matched Filter Criteria for the service request. When the selected high priority SIP-AS does not respond the service request or returns a failure response to the S-CSCF indicating no available resource, the S-CSCF may re-select a low priority SIP-AS, which could provide the same service to the user based on the matched Filter Criteria. The timer length and the re-selection times could be specified by the operator or the user.

This document presents a possible solution for the failure scenarios of the SIP-AS in section 5.5.

Discussion:

Vodafone: This is not preferred solution by operators because it increases a lot of administrative work.
Nortel believes this may overlap with SA2 work on Service broker.

Ericsson stated that currently we have only one AS name in the IFCs. A document proposes change the concept.

France Telecom: IFC is only one issue. Sh interface should also be considered.

Status:
Revised in 1538
1538
Discussion on SIP-AS Service Restoration

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1410
Discussion on P-CSCF Service Restoration

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Based on the failure scenarios in section 5.3, when the P-CSCF fails, the terminating requests to the user registered through the P-CSCF will fail and there will be no service for terminating requests until the user makes a new registration. The consequence of this can be seen as quite severe, and there is a need to try to improve the service availability in this case.

If the P-CSCF could add a second P-CSCF into the Path along with its own address when sending the register message to the S-CSCF. When the P-CSCF fails the S-CSCF may be able to send Notify to the UE to initiate a new register through the second P-CSCF by the UE’s subscription to the reg event package. For the second P-CSCF does not have the user data and security associations with the UE, it only needs to forward the Notify message to the UE without protected. When the UE receives the Notify not protected and even not from the P-CSCF it stored, but with the same subscription information such as CALL-ID it has, and because the subscription to the reg event package did is sent on the security association and no other entity could get this information, the UE could just trust it for this time and initiate a new registration. After the normal registration, the S-CSCF transfers the terminating call to the P-CSCF indicated in the Path.

Discussion:
Ericsson: The editor notes related to CT1 and SA3 issues shall be added.
Status:
Revised in 1539
1539
Discussion on P-CSCF Service Restoration

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1426
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for S-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1540
1540
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for S-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1595
1595
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for S-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1427
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for P-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


In the TR 23.820, some scenarios about P-CSCF interruption have been listed, but there are still some not mentioned.

In TS 23.228, it explained in some case an AS can directly communicate with P-CSCF, not including the S-CSCF in route path. Section 5.4.5 described the detail information as below: 

All SIP signalling to or from the UE traverses the P-CSCF. ...... All initial requests to or from the UE traverse the S-CSCF assigned to the UE. ...... If Application Servers under operator control guarantee the home control of the session, then it may not be required that all subsequent request traverse the S-CSCF. In such cases the operator may choose that the S-CSCF does not “record-route”. The detailed record-route behaviour is configured in the S-CSCF, e.g. on a per-service basis. The S-CSCF decides whether performs record-routing or not based on operator configuration in the S-CSCF.

In annex F of TS 23.228, the detailed information is clarified, as below:

On the other hand there are client-server base services, which may be offered by the home operator. An example of such service available today where the no record route principle is applied, is Presence, where notifications need not to go through the S-CSCF. Another example could be where the UE initiates a session to an Application Server (AS) in the home operator’s domain, e.g. video download. 

Thus, for some client-server base services, it might not be necessary to keep the S-CSCF in the path. It may be desirable for an operator to avoid the load in the S-CSCF and control the service from the AS. For such services “no record-routing in S-CSCF” may be configured together with the initial filter criteria, as defined in sub clause 5.4.5.3.

According to the description above, it can be deduced that AS may directly send message to P-CSCF. So if the  P-CSCF fail, the communication will also fail.
Discussion:
Some editorial clean up needs to be done.
Status:
Revised in 1558
1558
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for P-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Revised in 1596
1596
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for P-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Revised in 1620
1620
TR 23.820 v0.2.0, Some Scenarios for P-CSCF Service Interruption

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1438
S-CSCF Service interruption scenarios

Type:

Info
Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


The current structure in 3GPP TR 23.820 on "Study of IMS Restoration Procedures" indicates that the consequences of a service interruption of each node should be analyzed before going into the solution. This contribution contains an analysis of the impacts of  S-CSCF failure.
Discussion:
The title of figure 5.2.2.2 shall be changed.
Ericsson believes the added bullet in 5.2.2 is already covered in the second bullet point.

The proposed addition in section 5.2.2 was not agreed, but the second bullet shall be enhanced.

It was seen that the last change is acceptable but it should be introduced in different section.

Status:
Revised in 1556
1556
S-CSCF Service interruption scenarios

Type:

Info

Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Revised in 1597
1597
S-CSCF Service interruption scenarios

Type:

Info

Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1482
P-CSCF Service Interruption Improvements

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


As indicated in clause 5.3 of the Technical Report, a service interruption of the P-CSCF could cause the undesirable effect of losing terminating SIP requests while the user believes that everything should be working properly. This contribution proposes three alternative solutions that aim to reduce the impact of this problem.
Discussion:
Reference shall be added in the reference section.
Status:
Revised in 1559
1559
P-CSCF Service Interruption Improvements

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1483
HSS Service Interruption Improvements

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


As indicated in clause 5.7.4 of the Technical Report, loss of temporary data in the HSS could cause the undesirable effect of losing terminating SIP requests while the user believes that everything should be working properly. One of solutions that are proposed be applied for this problem was already presented in CT4#36 (C4-071014). This contribution also introduces some new procedures that could be used to overcome this situation.
Discussion:

It was discussed if this is a good solution for HSS Service Interruption Improvements. A document was agreed but the section may be revised if the better solution is provided in the future meetings.
Status:
Revised in 1562
1562
HSS Service Interruption Improvements

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1599
1599
HSS Service Interruption Improvements

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1621
TR 29.820 v0.3.0

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:
TR will be available on CT4 reflector, Wednesday 17th October 2007 18:00 CET.
Status:
Agreed
6.2.2
Nonce generation for Digest

1570
LS on Status of Common IMS transfer (NASS-IMS bundled authentication)

Type:

Input LS

Source: 
SA3, TISPAN WG7

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1586
LS on Mutual Authentication of Non-REGISTER Messages

Type:

Input LS

Source: 
SA3

Background: 
LSs was sent to CT1, not to CT4. It was noted without presentation.
Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1587
LS Reply to LS Reply on Digest and TLS Procedures (C4-071372)
Type:

Input LS

Source: 
SA3

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1417
Discussion SIP Digest Password change

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


During the discussion on where to generate the nonce for IMS SIP Digest Authentication in CT1’s and CT4’s joint meeting (Vienna 21st August)  it has been argued that the password may change at any time in the HSS, therefore there was a need for the S-CSCF to contact the HSS anyhow whenever the password (H(A1)) is needed, and as a result the response that was to be sent anyway could also carry the nonce. Furthermore it was argued that additional Cx load could be avoided by sending a batch of nonces within one message.
Discussion:


Nokia Siemens Network proposes to standardize a password push mechanism independently from the chosen solution for nonce generation. The existing Cx command PPR is proposed to be extended with the SIP-Auth-Data-Item AVP and the HSS is proposed to send PPR with this AVP whenever a password change occurred.
Ericsson believes RTR solution is more preferred solution than changing PPR. The implementation for RTR solution already exists.

Status:
Noted
1418
SIP Digest password push

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0384
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1419
SIP Digest password push

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.229 0134
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1453
Discussion of Digest for the HSS and Cx interface

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1454
Updates to 29.228 for Digest on the Cx interface

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0376r3
Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 

Discussion:
Revised before presentation
Status:
Revised in 1530
1530
Updates to 29.228 for Digest on the Cx interface

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0376r4

Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Based on the decision made in SA3, SIP Digest is an additional authentication mechanism. This change presents the HSS related changes to support this feature.
Discussion:

Ericsson, Huawei, France Telecom: The detailed descriptions is needed how the HSS shall handle the new value "Unknown" in Authentication Schema.
After discussion is was agreed to remove "Unknown".

"Digest" shall be named as "SIP-Digest".

Telecom Italia 2 different values in Authentication Schema should be allowed e.g. if different UE is used.
Ericsson: The new parameter in 7.9.8.6 should be removed because there are no function for it.
France Telecom: It need to be clarified in stage 2 or in stage 3 what happens if the information in S-CSCF and HSS differ.

It was agreed that a new figure is not needed but the existing one shall be updated.
Status:
Revised in 1582
1582
Updates to 29.228 for Digest on the Cx interface

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0376r5

Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Discussion:
Editorial correction is needed.
Status:
Revised in 1611
1611
Updates to 29.228 for Digest on the Cx interface

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0376r5

Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1455
Updates to 29.229 for Digest on the Cx interface

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.229 0130r3
Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Based on the decision made in SA3, SIP Digest is an additional authentication mechanism. This change presents the HSS related changes to support this feature.
Discussion:


It was discussed if [Digest-Auth-Param] is needed because currently it's not used. After discussion it was agreed to remove the parameter.

Status:
Revised in 1589
1589
Updates to 29.229 for Digest on the Cx interface

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.229 0130r4

Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1456
AVP assignments to support SIP Digest Authentication

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.230 0101r4
Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Support for SIP Digest Authentication requires one new Grouped AVP for the Cx interface that requires a new 3GPP AVP assignments.
Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1457
Updates to 23.008 for Digest

Type:

CR Rel-8 23.008 0214r4
Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 
This CR adds the IMS subscriber data required for SIP Digest Authentication.
Discussion:
"Digest Password" is not needed. Description shall be deleted.
Status:
Revised in 1590
1590
Updates to 23.008 for Digest

Type:

CR Rel-8 23.008 0214r5

Source: 
CableLabs

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1484
SIP Digest Authentication Method

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.228 0386
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:
Withdrawn after LS C4-071587 was discussed.
Status:
Withdrawn
1485
SIP Digest Authentication Method

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.229 0135
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:
Withdrawn after LS C4-071587 was discussed.
Status:
Withdrawn
1486
SIP Digest Authentication Method

Type:

CR Rel-8 23.008 0218
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:
Withdrawn after LS C4-071587 was discussed.
Status:
Withdrawn
1509
SIP Digest - Nonce generation at S-CSCF

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
6.2.3
Alias Public User Identities (Rel-7/8)

1437
Explicit versus Implicit Indication over Cx

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


CT4 have received a LS (C4-071137) clarifying the Rel-7 definition of alias identities. During CT4#36, C4-071330 (without explicit indication) and C4-071009 (with explicit indication) with two contrasting views were presented.

This discussion paper contains an analysis of the two options (sending or not sending an explicit indication) listing advantages and disadvantages of each of them and proposes one decision.
Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent and Nokia Siemens Networks: CT1 has decided not to change Rel-6 and Rel-7 Cx interface. CT4 has to follow the same procedure. This is not an essential correction for frozen release.
Huawei reminded that issue was discussed when Rel-7 was not frozen. This should not be used as an argument when the decision is made.
Alcatel-Lucent reminded that more than one user case is needed. If there are no user cases it is difficult to accept the proposed changes in Rel-7.
France Telecom: There are no reason to make changes in stage 3 Cx interface if stage 2 TS 24.229 does not change.

Huawei clarified that CT1 indicated that they are not willing to change anything in Rel-6 definition of alias identities, but Rel-7 was left open.

Nortel: proposed to allocate a joint session with CT1 to solve a issue if TS 24.229 needs to be changed.
Huawei believes that no changes are needed in CT1 specifications except a NOTE should be added or modified to clarify the situation.
Afterwards CT1 Chairman clarified that CT1 uses receiving aliases via Cx interface. It is CT4 issue to solve how do to it. CT1 Chairman believes CT1/CT4 joint session would not solve the problem.
After discussion CT4 could not find an agreement if implicit or explicit indication solution should be selected. 
It was seen that voting may be needed in next CT4 WG meeting in Sophia Antipolis or in CT#38. 
The majority of the meeting excluding Nokia Siemens Networks and Alcatel-Lucent prefers the explicit indication solution.

Status:
Noted
1416
Indication of Alias Public User Identities

Type:

CR Rel-7 29.228 0383
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1489
Addition of Alias Public User Identities

Type:

CR Rel-7 23.008 0219
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1490
Indication of Alias Public User Identities

Type:

CR Rel-7 29.228 0370r2
Source: 
HUAWEI, Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1605
1605
Indication of Alias Public User Identities

Type:

CR Rel-7 29.228 0370r3

Source: 
HUAWEI, Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Networks believes that when HSS has to reformat the schema when the data is sent to S-CSCF in Pre Rel-7. This causes backward compatibility problems.
Ericsson the backward compatibility can be avoided if the feature is made mandatory in Rel-7 S-CSCF.

It was decided to postponed the decision to CT4#37. If CT4 meeting can't find the solution, the decision shall be made by voting the preferred solution in CT#38.

Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1491
Add alias as a new feature

Type:

CR Rel-7 29.229 0132r1
Source: 
HUAWEI, Nortel

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
6.2.4
IMS Application Server Data descriptions

1429
Discussion on mechanism for transfer of defined service data over Sh interface

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
ZTE,Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1440
AS service data schema requirements

Type:

Info
Source: 
Nortel

Background: 


This contribution tries to highlight the operator requirements and the list some of the benefits of having a standardised AS service schema for network management and service configuration.

This contribution provides an initial list of requirements.
Discussion:

Nortel clarified that it is not clear if one or multiple schemas are needed to facilitates ease of Application Server interoperability in a multi-vendor network.
Status:
Agreed
1473
Baseline for AS Service Data Description for AS Interoperability

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 
The first draft of TR 29.864.
Discussion:

It was agreed to change the scope that it focus in 3GPP telephony application server as defined in TS 22.173.

Status:
Noted
1474
TR 29.864 Defined Features

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Features are described that will require data. This contribution provides an enumeration of the defined features. These are proposed to be added to section 5 of the TR.
Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Networks: In case all the listed features are covered in TS 24.173 the reference might be enough. Also TISPAN requirements should be covered by reference to TS 22.173.
Status:
Revised in 1552
1552
TR 29.864 Defined Features

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1475
TR 29.864 Defined Data

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Data is described here that will support each of the defined features within this service data description. The data defined herein applies specifically to the subscriber. Other data defined per service or per location, e.g. CF No Answer timer, is beyond the scope of this definition.

This contribution provides data for some of the listed features for section 6 of the TR and adds appropriate references in section 2.
Discussion:
Nokia Siemens Networks reminded that the references should be 3GPP based.

All the data associated with 3GPP2 shall be removed.
Status:
Revised in 1553
1553
TR 29.864 Defined Data

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:

ETSI TISPAN references shall be change to 3GPP ones when TISPAN specification are transferred to 3GPP.
Status:
Agreed
1554
TT 29.864 v0.1.0
Type:

draft TR

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 

Discussion:
TR will be available on CT4 reflector, Wednesday 17th October 2007 18:00 CET.
Status:
Agreed
6.3
SIP-I on Nc Interface

1421
23.231 MGW Selection/Bearer Establishment Models in SIP-I

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1422
Bearer Redirection in SIP-I

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1555
1555
Bearer Redirection in SIP-I

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1423
Codec Negotiation for SIP-I

Type:

CR Rel-8 23.153 0101
Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1557
1557
Codec Negotiation for SIP-I

Type:

CR Rel-8 23.153 0101r1

Source: 
LM Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:

Nokia Siemens Networks proposed that the final decision should not make in the current meeting. The technical content of CR was basically agreed but Nokia Siemens Networks would like to check if TS 23153 is the correct place to input the changes or should it be done in TS 23.231.

CR was seen as a good starting point to find the final solution in CT4#37.

Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1430
Impacts on Call Hold

Type:

Discussion 29.802
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1431
Impacts on Call Forwarding Services

Type:

Discussion 29.802
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1560
1560
Impacts on Call Forwarding Services

Type:

Discussion 29.802

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1609
1609
Impacts on Call Forwarding Services

Type:

Discussion 29.802

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:
I

It was seen that document is not related to correct specification. The mistakes shall be corrected in CT4#37.

Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1432
Impacts on call waiting

Type:

Discussion 29.802
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1433
Impacts on GSM Fax

Type:

Discussion 29.802
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1434
Impacts on Play Announcement/Send Tone

Type:

Discussion 29.802
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1561
1561
Impacts on Play Announcement/Send Tone

Type:

Discussion 29.802

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1623
1623
Impacts on Play Announcement/Send Tone

Type:

Discussion 29.802

Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1435
Adding RFC 4032 IN The reference list

Type:

CR Rel-8 29.802 0015
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1436
DISC: Impact on overlap address

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
ZTE

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1445
Messages between (G)MSC servers

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1446
TS 23.231 - Messages/Procedures & their content

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1447
23.321 Multiple IP realms

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1564
1564
23.321 Multiple IP realms

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1448
23.321 SIP/Rel-URI identities

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1563
1563
23.321 SIP/Rel-URI identities

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1449
23.321 DTMF

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1450
23.321 SIP session timer

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1451
23.321 SIP session timer

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1452
23.321 Signalling Transport

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1460
Basic Mobile Originating Call Establishment

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1541
1541
Basic Mobile Originating Call Establishment

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1567
1567
Basic Mobile Originating Call Establishment
Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:

It was agreed that the last 2 sentences of chapter 6.1.1.1 shall be inserted in editor's note. More study is needed on topic before the final statement can be done.
Status:
Revised in 1627
1627
Basic Mobile Originating Call Establishment
Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1462
Basic Mobile Terminating Call Establishment

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1543
1543
Basic Mobile Terminating Call Establishment

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1568
1568
Basic Mobile Terminating Call Establishment

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:
Same rule applies to Section 6.2.1.1 as in C4-071567. Editor's note is needed.
Status:
Revised in 1628
1628
Basic Mobile Terminating Call Establishment

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Agreed
1463
Terminating Call Establishment For Iu Interface on IP

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1544
1544
Terminating Call Establishment For Iu Interface on IP

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1464
Network Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1545
1545
Network Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1604
1604
Network Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1465
User Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1546
1546
User Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone, Nokia Siemens Networks
Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed
1466
(G)MSC server Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1547
1547
(G)MSC server Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed

1467
MGW Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1548
1548
MGW Initiated Call Clearing

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed
1468
Call Clearing for Iu Interface on IP

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1549
1549
Call Clearing for Iu Interface on IP

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed
1469
UMTS to UMTS Handover/Relocation

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1470
UMTS to GSM Handover/Relocation

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1471
GSM to UMTS Handover/Relocation

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1472
GSM to GSM Handover/Relocation

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1487
Referencing 3GPP TS 23.205

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1492
Call Establishment in SIP-I based CS network

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:
A document is covered in 1460 and 1403.
Status:
Noted
1493
Identities in SIP-I based CS network

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1608
1608
Identities in SIP-I based CS network

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1629
1629
Identities in SIP-I based CS network

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1494
DISC on support of bearer data reliable transport in SIP-I based CS network

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Withdrawn
1499
OoBTC Indicator

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1569
1569
OoBTC Indicator

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1630
1630
OoBTC Indicator

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1500
IANA Registration of OoBTC Indicator

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1588
1588
IANA Registration of OoBTC Indicator

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1501
References

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1502
Mc Procedures: General considerations

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1592
1592
Mc Procedures: General considerations

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1503
23.205 Mc Procedures applicable without modifications

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1594
1594
23.205 Mc Procedures applicable without modifications

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1504
Mc Procedures towards IP terminations

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1505
Reserve IP connection point Mc Procedure

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1598
1598
Reserve IP connection point Mc Procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1506
Configure IP resources Mc Procedure

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1600
1600
Configure IP resources Mc Procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1507
Reserve IP Connection point and configure remote resources Mc Procedure

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1601
1601
Reserve IP Connection point and configure remote resources Mc Procedure

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed
1508
Invite without SDP

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Noted
1510
[CR 29.231] RFC 3264 endorsement

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent: A document overlaps with 23.153 CR which was approved earlier. The redundant text should be removed and TS 23.153 should be referred.

Status:
Revised in 1602
1602
[CR 29.231] RFC 3264 endorsement

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:

The comments are requested to be provided for the source. New revision shall be provided in CT4#37.
Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1511
[CR 23.231] General (G)MSC server-MGW Procedures

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1603
1603
[CR 23.231] General (G)MSC server-MGW Procedures

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Revised in 1614
1614
[CR 23.231] General (G)MSC server-MGW Procedures

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Nokia Siemens Networks

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Agreed

1624
TS 23.231 v0.1.0

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Vodafone

Background: 


Discussion:
TS will be available on CT4 reflector, Wednesday 17th October 2007 18:00 CET.
Status:
Agreed
1625
TS 29.231 v0.1.0

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Ericsson

Background: 


Discussion:
TS will be available on CT4 reflector, Wednesday 17th October 2007 18:00 CET.
Status:
Agreed
6.4
Customized alerting tone (CAT)

1441
TR 29.882 draft skeleton, Customized Alerting Tones in 3GPP CS domain

Type:

3GPP draft TR
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 
This contribution proposes the skeleton for the new TR 29.882.
The present document provides a study into providing a Customized Alerting Tones in the 3GPP CS domain. The document covers the functional description, network architecture and protocol definition to support CAT in the 3GPP CS domain for speech and multimedia calls.
Discussion:
Huawei provides an alternative proposal for skeleton in C4-071495.
If the architecture leads for different alternative these will be covered in subsections.
Status:
Revised in 1575
1575
TR 29.882 draft skeleton, Customized Alerting Tones in 3GPP CS domain

Type:

3GPP draft TR

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 
This contribution proposes the skeleton for the new TR 29.882.

Discussion:
Status:
Revised in 1615
1615
TR 29.882 draft skeleton, Customized Alerting Tones in 3GPP CS domain

Type:

3GPP draft TR

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 

Discussion:
Status:
Agreed
1495
Proposed Skeleton for TR 29.882

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 
TR is an alternative proposal for TR skeleton.
Discussion:
TR shall be partly incorporated in C4-071575.
Status:
Noted
1411
Overview of CAT service requirements

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


A Study Item is approved in CT#37 (CP-070518) for Support CAT (Customised Alerting Tone) in 3G CS domain. This document proposes an overview of the service requirement to provide the CAT service in 3G CS domain.
Discussion:

It was seen that it's up to operator to decide which media is supported This should not be mandated. Audio, video and combination of audio and video Customized Alerting Tone may be supported.
Status:
Revised in 1607
1607
Overview of CAT service requirements

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent: the first requirements should be removed because this is not architectural requirement.
Status:
Postponed
1442
Overview of CAT service requirements in the 3GPP CS domain

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:
It was discussed to have 3 different lists:
1. Supported service requirements

2. Not supported service requirements

3. Service requirements which are under further study

Ericsson believes that the bulleted list of stage 1 basic service requirement which are studied should be added in TR, not only to refer stage 1 specifications.

The service requirements based on TS 22.182 was discussed but because of different interpretations it was agreed to send LS to SA1 to clarify CAT service requirements. See C4-071631.
Status:
Postponed
1578
LS on CAT service requirements

Type:

LS out

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Revised in 1622
1622
LS on CAT service requirements

Type:

LS out

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Revised in 1631
1631
LS on CAT service requirements

Type:

LS out

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:

Status:
Approved
1412
Network architecture and call scenarios for CAT service

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 

This document proposes a network model and service triggering to provision the CAT service in 3G CS domain.
Discussion:

Alcatel-Lucent: The rules of logical function definitions needs to be clarified. The requirements should be clear before detailed description is presented.
It needs to be clarified why the logical split is needed.

Status:
Revised in 1580
1580
Network architecture and call scenarios for CAT service

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
HUAWEI

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1443
Network architecture for CAT in the 3GPP CS domain 

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:

Ericsson would like to see which functionalities are in interfaces. It's open which protocols are used until study is finished.
It was agreed that only the interfaces shall be described in the figure, the protocols shall be removed.
Status:
Revised in 1579
1579
Network architecture for CAT in the 3GPP CS domain 

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:

It was proposed to add a picture in TR as a starting point because it was seen as beneficial by some companies to use same terminology when documents are drafted to CT4#37.
Huawei can not accept the figure in the document because the user plan and the control plan are not separated.
Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1444
Nominal call scenarios for CAT in the 3GPP CS domain

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
Alcatel-Lucent

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1480
Transit solution for called party generated video-based CAT

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
China mobile

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1520
CAT service scenarios for voice and video call in CS domain

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
SK Telecom

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1479
Call scenarios for call forwarding

Type:

Discussion
Source: 
China mobile

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Postponed to CT4#37
1626
TR 29.882 v0.1.0

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
China Mobile

Background: 


Discussion:
TR will be available on CT4 reflector, Wednesday 17th October 2007 18:00 CET.
Status:
Agreed
7
AoB

8
Check of approved output documents

1633
Output documents

Type:

Discussion

Source: 
Chairman

Background: 


Discussion:


Status:
Noted
9
Closing of the meeting (16:17 Friday)

Chairman thanked the hosts, the Japanese Friends of 3GPP, for the meeting arrangements and social event on Wednesday evening. He also thanked the delegates for their hard work and the attendees for their co-operation and hard work in demanding sessions. 
The next meeting (CT4#37) will be held in Sophia Antipolis, FRANCE from 5th to 9th November 2007.
Meeting was closed on Friday 12th October 16:17.
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	LS response to C4-071522 / S2-073939 on “LS on IP Fragmentation”
	TSG SA WG2
	TSG CT WG1, TSG RAN WG2, TSG RAN WG3
	

	C4-071631
	LS on CATservice requirements
	TSG SA WG1
	TSG SA WG2
	

	*C4-071632
	Reply LS on PEEM Diameter Application-ID and Command Code allocation proposal
	OMA ARC
	
	


* email approval deadline 17th October
A.2
New TSs /TRs

None

A.2.1 For Approval at CT#38
None

A.2.2 For information at CT#38
None

A.2.3 The latest draft versions after the meeting

	Tdoc

#C4-07
	Tdoc Title
	Source

	1618
	TR 29.803 v0.4.0
	Huawei

	1626
	TR 29.882 v0.1.0
	China Mobile

	1624
	TS 23.231 v0.1.0
	Vodafone

	1625
	TS 29.231 v0.1.0
	Ericsson

	1554
	TR 29.864 v0.1.0
	Alcatel-Lucent

	1621
	TR 29.820 v0.3.0
	Ericsson


A.3
New and updated WIDs

A.3.1 New WID for Approval at CT#38
None

A.3.2 Updated CT4 WIDs
None

A.3.3 Endorsed WID

None

A.5 Agreed CRs for Approval at CT#38
	C4 Tdoc
	Title
	Spec
	CR
	R
	Cat
	Version_old
	Work Item
	Rel

	C4-071590
	Updates to 23.008 for Digest
	23.008
	0214
	5
	B
	7.6.0
	PktCbl-Sec
	Rel-8

	C4-071611
	Updates to 29.228 for Digest on the Cx interface
	29.228
	0376
	6
	B
	7.7.0
	PktCbl-Sec
	Rel-8

	C4-071589
	Updates to 29.229 for Digest on the Cx interface
	29.229
	0130
	4
	B
	7.6.0
	PktCbl-Sec
	Rel-8

	C4-071456
	AVP assignments to support SIP Digest Authentication
	29.230
	0101
	4
	B
	
	PktCbl-Sec
	Rel-8


ANNEX B: Participants

See attached file: "Annex_B.zip"
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