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Introduction

On the list of URNs maintained by CT WG1 at http://www.3gpp.org/specifications-groups/ct/ct1-mm-cc-sm-lu/home/19-specifications-groups/34-uniform-resource-name-urn-list, there are some issues that may need a correction.

Proposals

1. Table headings
Currently there are two rows with table headings.
	URN
	Description
	Reference
	Contact
	Remarks

	URN-value (Note 1)
	Brief overview of the functionality associated with this NSS.
	Related specification(s) if appropriate
	Person requesting the URN assignment.
	 


Proposed replaced with:

	URN

URN-value (Note 1).
	Description

Brief overview of the functionality associated with this NSS.
	Reference

Related specification(s) if appropriate.
	Contact

Person requesting the URN assignment.
	.Remarks

Additional comments.


2. Empty rows

Proposed removed

3. Content of the “Contact” cell

The cell does in some cases contain additional text
	This email address is being protected from spambots. You need JavaScript enabled to view it. 
">

 HYPERLINK "mailto:eric.turcotte@ericsson.com" Eric Turcotte


· The text is proposed replaced with the name & email address of the relevant person (as with most other cells).
· Mr., Ms. and Mrs. removed for alignment purposes.
· Contact name aligned written in lower case.
4. Linkage to draft specifications and versions
It is probably not CT1s responsibility to do any follow up on this, but should we check that the draft version can be removed and that the draft TS is completed, e.g. in the registrations below?

As an alternative, should we hold the registration until the referenced specification is no longer a draft version?
	urn:urn-7:3gpp-service.ims.icsi.iptv
	Extract from TS 183 063 clause 5.6.1: " This URN indicates that the device supports the IMS IPTV Service"
	ETSI TS 183 063 v2.1.0
	Ms Sonia Compans [image: image2.png]



	No
	 

	urn:urn-7:3gpp-service.ims.icsi.ra
	Extract from TS 185 010 (draft only) clause A.3: " This URN indicates that the device supports the IMS Remote Access Service"
	ETSI TS 185 010 draft file 05019-ngn-r2vxxx.pdf where xxx represents the latest version number
	Ms Sonia Compans [image: image3.png]



	No
	 


5. Are the registered URNs correct?
Should the URN be “urn:org:3gpp:applications:ims-pss-mbms-service-discovery”?
	urn:org:3gpp:applications:ims-pss-mbms-service-discovery
	name of appids parameter for the ua-profile event package for the retrieval of service attachment from the SDF
	3GPP TS 26.237
	Eric Turcotte [image: image4.png]



	 


Should the URN be “urn:urn-7:3gpp-service.ims.icsi.omapush”?

	urn:3gpp-service.ims.icsi.omapush
	This ICSI value is associated with OMA Push services. The OMA Push 2.2 enabler release, which is in Candidate status in the OMA, includes support for SIP Push. SIP Push extends the OMA Push enabler, which is widely deployed and fundamental to many mobile data services, with the ability to operate over SIP-based networks such as 3GPP IMS. The OMA Push ICSI enables SIP transactions that are related to the OMA Push service to be identified, so that messages can be properly handled by the SIP/IP Core Network functions and OMA Push service entities. Support for SIP Push will be fundamental to the evolution of mobile data services in an LTE environment, as OMA Push service entities can provide seamless evolution for OMA service enablers from dependence upon the SMS-based WAP Push transport, transparently delivering the same service-specific data over SIP Push.
	OMA Push 2.2
	Mr Bryan Sullivan [image: image5.png]



	No
	 


Should the URN be “urn:urn-7: 3gpp-service.ims.icsi.oma.cab_1.1”?

	3gpp-service.ims.icsi.oma.cab_1.1
	Used to identify and route contact subscription invitation requests, using a SIP MESSAGE between two network entities (e.g. cross-domain OMA CAB 1.1 Servers) as defined in OMA CAB 1.1.
	OMA-TS-CAB-V1_1
	Suresh Chitturi [image: image6.png]



	No
	 


While CT1 should not police the registrations, CT1 should ensure that a URN has the correct format.
6. Feature tags in the ICSI table

Should these entries be in a separate table and/or are more information in the Remarks column useful?
	+g.oma.sip-im
	IM feature tag used in the Contact header of the SIP REGISTER request to indicate support for OMA SIMPLE IM, and in the Accept-Contact header of:

· SIP INVITE for SIMPLE IM chat sessions, file transfer, Large Message Mode and deferred delivery of messages, and of

· SIP MESSAGE containing a SIMPLE IM Pager Mode Message.
	OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V2_0
	Mrs. Cristina Badulescu [image: image7.png]



	No
	 

	+g.oma.sip-im.system-message
	IM feature tag used in the Contact header of the SIP REGISTER request to indicate that a IM client supports System Message, and in the SIP MESSAGE requests to distinguish system messages from normal user message.
	OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V2_0
	Mrs. Cristina Badulescu [image: image8.png]



	No
	 

	+g.oma.sip-im.large-message
	IM feature tag used in the Contact header of the SIP REGISTER request to indicate that a IM client supports Large Message session, and in SIP INVITE to determine that the request is a Large IM Message.
	OMA-TS-SIMPLE_IM-V2_0
	Mrs. Cristina Badulescu [image: image9.png]



	No
	 




While CT1 should not police the registrations, CT1 should ensure that there are separate tables with different sort of entries.
