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S2 would like to thank S1 on their LS on the Prioritisation of VHE Service Capability Features  (TSG S1 (99)1037 / S2-000059). 

MMS and VHE

S2 is aware of the fact that MMS specifications will not make use of these OSA capabilities. Separate LS (S2-000231) elaborates the issue.

CAMEL 3

In their LS S1 informs that due to limited scope of the CAMEL phase 3, several call handling operations are not possible to realised using CAMEL. 

S2 has already noted the reduction of the functionality of CAMEL phase 3. Modifications to 23.127 (discussed in Tdoc S2-000188) limiting  the functionality provided by all control service capability features to the operations supported by CAMEL phase 3 were accepted in S2#11 (24-28 January 2000). The agreed modifications will be reflected in the 23.127 version 1.2.0.

Prioritisation of R99 service capability features

In their LS, S1 categorises service capability features as those which are required for R99, and those where S1 does not insist on finalisation for R99. S2 thanks S1 for this valuable information.

The categorisation is reflected in the table below, which also describes the current status of each service capability feature in 23.127.

Priority for R'99
Service Capability Feature
Status

Required
Security/Privacy service capability features
Open Issue (note 1)

Required
Address Translation service capability features
See note 2

Required
User Location service capability features
A solution for network location SCF is agreed in S2 and will be incorporated into 23.127 v.1.2.0

A solution for geographical location SCF has also been proposed, but its review for inclusion into 23.127 is pending on the progress of the LCS specification. 

Required
User Status service capability features
A solution is agreed in S2 and will be incorporated into 23.127 v.1.2.0

Required
Terminal Capabilities service capability features
A solution is agreed in S2 and will be incorporated into 23.127 v.1.2.0

Required
User Profile Management service capability features
Open Issue (note 1)

Required
Charging service capability features
A solution is agreed in S2 for call related charging SCF and will be incorporated into 23.127 v.1.2.0

Charging service SCF for GPRS and SMS are not defined (note 1)

Low priority
Session Control service capability features


A solution is agreed in S2 and will be incorporated into 23.127 v.1.2.0

Low priority
Message Transfer service capability features


A solution is agreed in S2 and will be incorporated into 23.127 v.1.2.0

Note 1: S2 has identified these as open issues and S2 will address these issues in the forthcoming meetings.

Note 2: The OSA CN ad hoc has sent LS (NP-OSA-99026) proposing the removal of the Address Translation service capability feature from OSA R'99 due to fact that there it can not be implemented as there does not exist corresponding functionality in the core network that can support these requirements. S2 agrees with the LS and has concluded that the Address Translation service capability feature should not be included to OSA R'99.  

User profile

S1 highlights that issues related to user profile handling are not properly handled in 23.127.

S2 agrees with S1 that user profile handling is an essential part of OSA specification and that urgent action is required from S2. Therefore, an interim VHE/OSA drafting session will be organised on 23-24 February 2000. One of the objectives of this drafting session is to complete the user profile handling description and security/privacy service capability features in 23.127.

Naming of Non-Framework SCF

S2 takes the opportunity to inform S1 on the view of S2 on the naming of Non-Framework service capability features. The Non-Framework service capability features, which provides the most essential functionality for applications should not be characterised with attribute non. Thus, S2 proposes that the name of the Non-Framework service capability features should be changed into Network Service Capability Features in 22.121 and 23.127. 

S2 hopes that if S1 agrees with this re-naming, it will endorse this modification in the next version of 22.121. The new naming will be reflected in 23.127 version 1.2.0.

