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1. Overall Description:

CN1 is developing TS 24.229 that covers the stage 3 SIP and SDP procedures in IMS.

CN1 has received the attached CR (N1-022256). That CR proposes that during registration time, the P-CSCF checks the IP address that the UE populated in the Contact header of the REGISTER request. That IP address should match the source IP address in the IP packet.

It is believed that the requirement comes from TS 33.203, subclause 7.1:

The SIP application at the P‑CSCF shall check upon receipt of a protected REGISTER message that the source IP address in the packet header coincides with the UE’s IP address given in the contact header of the protected REGISTER message. If the contact header does not explicitly contain the UE’s IP address, but rather a symbolic name then the P‑CSCF shall first resolve the symbolic name by suitable means to obtain an IP address.

CN1 has some concerns about the above requirements:

CN1 believes that the P-CSCF should not check if the Contact header IP address matches the source IP address in the IP packet. CN1 believes that the UE has got a requirement to build a proper Contact header, whose IP address matches the source IP address in the IP packet. The P-CSCF does not need to do any checking. In the event that the UE fails to provide the same IP address in the Contact header and the source IP address, the UE will not be able to receive any incoming signalling, as the P-CSCF will not have a valid SA towards the IP address supplied in the Contact. Therefore, it is the solely requirement for the UE to provide the appropriate IP address in the Contact header.

2. Actions:

To SA3 group.

ACTION: 


CN1 kindly requests SA3 to review the above statements, and provide comments to the following:

1. In case SA3 agree to CN1s analysis, CN1 assumes that 33.203 will be updated by SA3.

2. If SA3 after considering CN1s concerns maintain its position, CN1 would like to get guidance from SA3 on the subject. It is not clear to CN1 what should be the stage-3 action the P-CSCF should take in case the UE fails to populate the Contact header with the same IP address as the source IP address in the IP packet. 

3. Date of Next TSG-CN1 Meetings:
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