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1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks SA3 for their LS (S3-080248) on NAT deployment of early IMS. CT1 has discussed the concerns about the proposed solution listed in the LS. The following are the conclusion to the concerns:
1) Concern 2：Interface standardization between the P-CSCF and NAT device

The interfaces between P-CSCFs and NATs are not standardized currently, but most of the current commercial NAT devices have implemented the IP address mapping information query interface needed in this proposed solution based on standardized protocol (e.g., SNMP), this worry can be mitigated. Whether this interface needs to be standardized by CT1 can be FFS after SA3 choose the final solution. 
2) Concern 3：Deviation from standard SIP routing procedures defined by IETF
In the proposed solution the P-CSCF does not include “received” parameter in some cases in the presence of a NAT. In TS 24.229, it’s stated that “ The P-CSCF shall add the "received" and "rport" parameters to the Via header set to the source IP address and port in the packet header as defined in RFC 3261 and RFC 3581.” So when NAT exists, the proposed solution should be further enhanced to align with the usage of “received” parameter in TS 24.229.
2. Actions:

To SA3 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA3 group to consider the response above when discussing the NAT deployment of early IMS. 
3. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:

CT1#53
5th - 9th May 2008

Cape Town, South Africa
CT1#54
23th - 27th June 2008
Zagreb, Croatia
