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This conference call should help us to reach consensus about the solution and guarantee the progress of USSI work (finalisation in REl-11 timeframe). 
Conference Call Date: Wednesday 18. Jan. 2012 at 15:00 CEST (= 14:00 UTC); last approximately 1,5 hours.
Participants were:

Alcatel-Lucent (Keith, Milo), Intel (Frank), Ericsson (Christer, Jan), Nokia Siemens Networks (Peter), Qualcomm (Supra), Huawei (Georg), Deutsche Telekom (Reinhard) (Pardon me, if I have forgotten to list your company and name).
Agenda:

-
Analysis of the existing Solutions, based on the TR V0.5.0.
-
Compare solutions: Formal problems, technical issues, which can/not be finalized (at the next meeting). 

Which solution(s) is(are) not applicable for an operator deployment.

-
Conclusions - How to progress at the next CT1 Meeting

Related Documents:
· TR 24.390v0.5.0

· C1-120028 Reply LS from CT3 on Impact of USSD SIP dialogue on PCC (C3-111924)

· Advantages of the INVITE based solution for converged IMS deployments (Deutsche Telekom/Reinhard)
· Pseudo-CR on flow for MESSAGE based USSI solution using In-Reply-To header field (Intel/Frank)

Highlights of the discussion:
· TR 24.390v0.5.0: On the e-Mail list there were some comments about editorial improvements and therefore Lili will submit a new version of the TR for the CT1#76 meeting.
· CT3 reply LS: Set port to 0 is an already used mechanism which can be re-used for USSI. Media part is REMOVED and this shall prevent media resource reservation. Therefore signalling between P-CSCF and PRCF is needed. An open issue (not only for USSI) is, whether this solution will have impacts on charging. If necessary a reply LS to CT3 is needed.
· On charging there are no specific USSD charging requirements: USSD is not charged by USSD request or response and/or data amount, but by the whole USSD dialog belonging to the connected application/feature. Keith will submit a contribution to point out possible problems.
· Deutsch Telekom has still major concerns on the MESSAGE solution because it cannot be guaranteed that all USSD requests and responses belonging to the same dialog can be routed to the same AS and back to the originated UE (GRUU is not a practical way forward because GRUU is not part of the IR.92 profile). Also correlation of charging records is not possible. 
· To solve the routing problems with the MESSAGE based solution, Intel proposes an optimized MESSAGE based solution where the In-Reply Header field is used. This will work in theory, but support of the In-Reply Header is optional and it cannot be guaranteed that the CallID could be modified between end points.
· It was discussed, that there is no need to include the transaction layer part of the USSD MAP message  into the MIME body, because the mapping SIP to MAP end-to-end (UE to legacy USSD server) is anyhow not applicable. How the AS will process the USSD is out of scope of the WID. If an operator implementation requires to forward the USSD component information via MAP to a legacy USSD server, the IMS USSD AS have to establish the transaction layer parts to the legacy USSD server. NSN: Only the INVITE solution is independent of the MAP transaction layer part and the MESSAGE based solution probably needs the TransactionID to correlate the messages.

· Deutsch Telekom pointes out the advantages in a converged fixed-mobile IMS core when using a similar handling for SIP user configuration (TS 24.238) as for USSD (TS 24.390). Mobile/Fixed Terminals can show their desired behaviour in the initial INVITE by using same dial stings:
e.g. prepaid account query with same Dial Sting in USSD range (e.g. *101#): 
- Dial string for 3GPP UEs in MIME body (USSD TS 24.390) -> USSD text based response.
- Dial sting in header for fixed UEs (TS 24.238) -> announcement as response.
How to progress at the next CT1 Meeting:

· INVITE based solution is nearly finalized - Huawei and Ericsson will submit contributions to the next meeting. The MESSAGE based solutions have to be progressed and therefore Intel will submit contributions to the next meeting.
· Chairman and Rapporteur: Informative show of hands (one vote/company) could help to conclude on one solution (at least we can agree to reduce the solution candidates from 3 to 2). If we cannot achieve consensus at the CT1#76 meeting and as we have to finalize the work in Rel-11, the only way forward is to go for a formal voting at CT1#77 meeting.

