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1. Overall Description:

3GPP-CT6 would like to make CT4, SA1 and SA2 aware of a potential issue regarding the handling of IMS Public Identities (IMPUs) in the ISIM.
TS 31.103 defines the ISIM file EFIMPU as a linear fixed file containing one or more public identities that are assigned by the Network Operator and used to route SIP signaling for IMS sessions.  Different IMPUs may be associated with different IMS services or service profiles.  As currently specified, however, there appears to be no standardized way to associate records within EFIMPU with a particular IMS service or service profile.  

We can see at least two possible approaches to mapping IMPUs to services:

1. Static Assignment:  Assume that Record 1 in EFIMPU is the default Public ID based on MSISDN, then sequentially assign subsequent records to specific, predefined IMS services or service profiles
2. Dynamic Assignment:  Create a mapping between IMS services and IMPU’s which is defined by the network operator during assignment of the public identities 
The apparent problem with Option 1 is that as new IMS services are envisioned there will need to be CRs issued to 31.103 to define the EFIMPU record associated with that service, and also it is not clear that service profiles may or should be standardised.  

Option 2 is a bit more complex and may require either the addition of ISIM files that contain a mapping between services and IMPU’s and/or modifications to specifications that are outside the scope of CT6.  As an example of the latter, a feature tag sent to the IMS network during SIP setup, which is unique to each service, could be used to tell the ISIM which service is associated with which IMPU.

CT6 seek guidance from the addressed committees regarding our interpretation of this issue and the best way forward.

2. Actions:

To:
CT4, SA1 and SA2
ACTION:
Please advise as to whether or not a mapping between public identities stored in the ISIM and IMS service types or service profiles is required.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT6 Meetings:

TSG-CT6 Meeting #37
7 – 10 November 2005     Sophia Antipolis, France.

TSG-CT6 Meeting #38
31 January – 3 February 2006
TBD.

