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BACKGROUND

In SA 2 progress has been made regarding the identification of services in IMS. In subclause 4.13 of TS 23.228 v 7.3.0 two different identifiers are specified.


-
IMS Communication Service Identifier 


-
Application reference.
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Figure 1 Principles for service identifier

To our understanding this means that the two identifiers are a part of Release 7.

I

In the last two CT 1 meetings proposal has been made which information element that shall carry the IMS Communication Service Identifier. The proposal was to use the feature tag element. However no agreement was reached. The main argument for the proposal was that the feature tag fulfilled the requirements set in TS 23.228 and that the release 7 time frame did not allow any definition of new information element. The main objection against the proposal was that it may not be aligned with IETF definition of the feature tag.

A discussion has taken place on the IETF SIPPING list based on the requirements outlined in TS 23.228. The main conclusion from that discussion was that IETF did not seem to understand the concept outlined in TS 23.228.

As a consequence of this Ericsson has decided to provide an IETF draft s on the use of the communication service identifier, see amended annexes, which includes more elaborated requirements more suitable for IETF and a proposal for a solution.  
The following principle shall apply for the inclusion of the two service identifiers in CT specifications in CT groups and the IETF work.

1)
The CT 1 specification shall be based on the IETF drafts. The target deadline for the IETF work should be September, to make sure 3GPP CT groups can get it into all other relevant 3GPP R7 specifications (e.g. PCC, Charging, etc). 

Note
A possible outcome could be that IETF states that the Feature Tag RFC(s) is enough as a solution. 

 

2)
If IETF does not  respond with a solution that fulfills the 3GPP requirements, then 3GPP CT groups based on a CT1 decision agree on a solution themselves based on existing information elements in order to get it included in R7 (December 2006).
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