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Background

In Tdoc C1-082214 includes an LS from SA2 where they indicate that SA 2 sees big advantages to not use emergency IMPU to indicate in a REGISTER request to say that the registration is an emergency registration. Therefore, they havaasked CT 1 

(1) Please consider eliminating the use of the E-IMPU and instead using an emergency indicator in the registration request. If the indicator can be defined within a short period, then SA2 will adopt this solution.

ALTERNATIVES

A new header

In this case a new header is defined where it is possible to indicate which type of registration the REGISTER request includes. In this particular case it will indicate that this is an emergency registration. This means that a new header needs to be defined inside the Rel-7 framework. If the header is a P-header it may go quicker through-IETF- However, since IETF is also works on emergency in the ECRIT working group it can take some time before such a header may be worked on.

A new ICSI value

From the definition of the communication service it says that it a communication service is defines where the allowed media is limited to certain medias and that special service logic (supplementary services) are applicable for the communication service. In the definition in TS 22.228 for emergency there is a limited set to medias that can be used for an emergency call and that certain supplementary services shall not be used for a emergency call of those defined for MMTEL. 

In addition, there is also a requirement that it shall be possible to indicate a call back from a PSAP where the same mechanism can be used.

CONCLUSION

Our own analysis think that the solution using a new communication service identity (ICSI) value will suit our purpose as long as we do not put higher requirements on the solution than we put on the existing solution.

The other solution, where no proposal  exists, will mean that we need to develop a new solution in ECRIT before we can include in our solution. At least we feel that this will not fulfil the SA 2 requirements.

PROPOSAL

We therefore proposal that a new communication service value for emergency is defined.  In practice it means

· When an UE make an emergency registration it will include the emergency ICSI value in the contact header.

· When the UE makes an emergency call it includes in the P-Preferred Service with emergency value.

· The S-CSCF uses the emergency ICSI value in the Contact header and the P-Preferred-Service header to trigger the specific behaviour in the S-CSCF for emergency that is required for the S-CSCF.

· The E-CSCF includes the emergency ICSI value in the P-Asserted-Service header when it send the initial request to an IBCF.

