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1. Overall Description:

WG CN1 thanks SA2 for their liaison statement N1-040108 / S2-040439 on the SIP NOTIFY message carrying the reason for deregistration.

WG CN1 is constrained in the information that can be carried to the UE in this case by the contents of the IETF RFCs, primarily draft-ietf-sipping-reg-event-00 which is currently approved and in the RFC editor's queue awaiting publication. As this document is a release 5 dependency, we would not like to address comments to this document at this stage, and it is unlikely that there is sufficient time to progress a new extension RFC on this subject within the timescales of Release 6.

Within this liaison statement, we therefore comment on what is possible within the constraints of draft-ietf-sipping-reg-event-00.

For any contact address, draft-ietf-sipping-reg-event-00 allows two parameters to be carried. These are:

· state, with values "init", "active" and "terminated".

· event, with values "registered", "created", "refreshed", "shortened", "expired", "deactivated", "probation", "unregistered", "rejected".

3GPP TS 24.229, subclause 5.4.1.5 mandates the setting of the values here by the S-CSCF such that:

set the event attribute within the <contact> element to "deactivated" if the S-CSCF expects the UE to reregister or "rejected" if the S-CSCF does not expect the UE to reregister

3GPP TS 24.229, subclause 5.1.1.5.2, and 5.1.1.7 specify various actions with respect to reregistration or future registration actions at the UE.

If the purpose of sending this reason value is to determine future behaviour with respect to reregistration, then we would investigate the provision of normative requirements mapping reason codes received over the Cx interface into event elements with appropriate values, such that existing terminals will exhibit the correct reregistration behaviour.

Provision of behaviour based on the reception of additional event element values at the UE could be envisaged, but will have compatibility issues with implementations complying with existing versions of the specification, and would therefore be a less attractive change. Beyond the existing control of registration at the UE, we currently see no justification for sending the reason to the UE, as no specific behaviour would be triggered at the UE.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CN1 asks SA2 to identify whether the suggested enhancements would meet the requirements identified in the incoming liaison statement, and clearly identify whether CN1 should make such a change to their specifications.


If the reason code is expected to cause other functionality at the UE, SA2 is asked to inform CN1 of the expected functionality, to allow further investigation.

3. Date of Next TSG-CN1 Meetings:




CN1_33
16th – 20th February 2004
Atlanta, USA (NA friends of 3GPP)

CN1_34
10th – 14th May 2004
Zagreb, Croatia (EF3)
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