TSG-SA WG1 #29
S1-050758
Povoa de Varzim, Portugal,  11th to 15th July 2005
Agenda Item:  

3GPP TSG-SA WG2#47


Tdoc S2-051869

Montreal, Canada, June 27, 2005 – July 1,2005.

Title:
LS on Same MSISDN for CS and IMS subscriptions for CSI.

Release:
7

Work Item:
CSI

Source:
SA2

To:
SA1

Cc:
CT1, CT1 joint meeting with SA2 (Sophia Antipolis, July 14, 2005)

Contact Person: 



Name:
Peter Hedman

E-mail Address:
peter.hedman@ericsson.com

Attachments:
S2-051683

1. Overall Description:

SA2 has addressed during the Montreal meeting #47 the issue raised by a CT1 LS S2-051048, and a solution was proposed in S2-051683.

Specifically, in LS S2-051048, CT1 has notified SA2 that.

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

S2-051683 includes the following summary:
“The following issues and open questions has been found when using separate MSISDNs for CS and IMS:

· Assuming speech (or video) is to be used on CS, the interworking of a SIP session to CS would probably not be useful in many cases e.g. when the SIP request imply messaging with MSRP, OPTIONS etc.

· If interworking from SIP to CS is performed there is a major risk that additional CS call cannot be answered by the remote end, since multicall capability is optional

· Adding CS MSISDN in ENUM adds extra burden on operator provisioning, and IMS as such doesn’t need a separate MSISDN

· UE-B, in the examples above, may not be able to correlate the CS call with the SIP request, unless both CS and IMS MSISDNs are included in the SIP requests (an issue for S-CSCF to add CS MSISDN and perhaps an issue if P-Asserted-Identity is to be used)

It is evident that for CSI phase 1 there are major advantages to use the same MSISDN for CS and IMS. Using the same MSISDN would increase the probability to successfully setup a CSI session”
In view of this, SA2 would like to ask SA1 for advice on whether service requirements would make the constraint of using the same MSISDN for CS and IMS for CSI phase 1 acceptable.

2. Actions:

To SA1 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 asks SA1 to provide advice on whether it is acceptable to constrain the MSISDN for IMS and CS subscriptions to be the same, and to report the result of this assessment to SA2 and the Joint meeting with CT1 to take place on the 14th of July in Sophia Antipolis, France.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:

TSG CT WG1- TSG SA WG2 ad hoc 14th July 2005
Sophia Antipolis, France

TSG SA WG2#48 5th – 9th September 2005
Sophia Antipolis, France
