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BACKGROUND

This document proposes an administration procedure, if the feature tag is selected, as a bearer of the IMS communication service identifier. 
Subclause6 below describes the result from the SA 2 discussion regarding the administration of the IMS communication service identifier. However as already been noted by SA 2 this issue is a stage 3..

6
Administrative procedures for the IMS communication service identifier

6.1
Requirements on the administrative procedures for the IMS communication service identifier

In order to support the industry to use the IMS in a suitable manner, an efficient means to administer a communication service identifier is required. This section outlines some of the requirements on the administration of a communication service identifier.

The requirements on the administration of a communication service identifier are:

-
The communication service identifier shall be globally unique.

-
Organisations producing specifications or recommendations utilising the IMS shall be able to obtain a communication service identifier for a communication service they define.

-
When a standardisation organisation is allocated a communication service identifier, the reference to the specifications describing communication service shall be recorded.

-
For IMS communication services that have related presence attributes the description containing the IMS communication service identifier shall contain a reference to the related presence attributes and specification.

Editors Note:
The requirements on the administration of propitiatory communication service identifiers is FFS.

6.2
Administrative procedures for the IMS communication service identifier

The final details for the administration of the IMS communication service identifier is a stage 3 issue.  This section describes a few of the possible approaches that could be adopted.

The means to administer an IMS communication service identifier is also dependant upon the final stage 3 solution.  If a stage 3 solution re-uses and existing IETF SIP mechanism or parameter such as the feature tag, then 3GPP should consider to take out a range and administer the IMS communication service identifiers from within that range.

For the values that 3GPP is to administer, then the following non-exhaustive list of approaches have been identified:

· Include an annex in an existing specification (such as TS 24.229 or TS 23.003) where the agreed IMS communication service identifiers can be listed.  It would be preferable that the additions and deletions to this list were agreed at the CT plenary meeting.

· Establish a web page where the agreed values are taken.  This approach would require to create a set of criteria to that must be fulfilled in order to have an IMS communication service identifier allocated, and would require e.g. MCC support for this approach.  This approach seems to remove the possibility for discussing the validity of a request for an IMS communication service identifier.
Alternatively, an additional approach is that the administrative procedure for the IMS communication service identifier utilizes RFC2506 [1], where a well defined registration with Internet Assigned Number Authority (IANA) is documented to ensure globally unique of the IMS communication service identifier.
NOTE:  
There maybe IMS communication service identifiers that are not administered by the above means. 

Proposal
Looking at the proposals we think the one which make use of the RFC 2506 defined registration procedure should be the preferred solution. However we still think that 3GPP should allocate a range of values starting +g.3gpp.ims. xxxxx. When a service is defined 3GPP CT 1 register the value at IANA.

The main reason for the choice is to make the IMS service available to other IP services.






