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This contribution has been sent to CN1,3 and 4.

This contribution aims to raise some initial questions that can be presented to SA2 for clarification during the CN1/SA2 joint session in Madrid.

The stage 2 Architecture for Presence service is defined in 23.841 is as shown in the diagram below which is taken from 23.841.
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Questions proposed to be sent to SA2, and to be shared with other CN groups.

1. The Peu, Pw and Pi reference points are assumed to be CN1 responsibility. 

2. Peu and Pw are stated to have data format according to CPIM, but no transport/protocol is specified e.g. SIP. CN1 SIP call control already includes some of the methods required to support Presence (i.e. SUSCRIBE/NOTIFY). Are there other SIP methods that must be considered to support Presence e.g. SIP DATA as defined in draft-stucker-sipping-publish-00.txt ?

3. Pi reference point is assumed to be ISC, and therefore, as it is SIP compliant, all Presence methods are implicitly already supported. What additional work, if any, is envisaged for this reference point ?

4. The Pk  reference point is assumed to be CN3 responsibility. Which protocol is assumed for this interface (the note in the diagram is not clear on this) ?

5. The Ph, Pc, Pg, Pl and Px reference points are assumed to be CN4 responsibility. Is there an assumption that the existing functions and procedures are adequate for Presence, and if not what are the enhancements or areas of work that have been identified ? 

6. It is assumed that the protocols envisaged for each of the CN4 reference points is as follows – Ph (Cx interface), Pc (MAP), Pg (MAP), Pl and Px (MAP).

7. Pen and Pex are not required to be standardised ?

Proposal

It is proposed that these questions are forwarded to SA2, and a co-ordinated CN1,3,4 paper is presented based on the discussions of this paper in the three groups during the Fort Lauderdale meeting.
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