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1. Overall Description:

3GPP CT1 would like to thank 3GPP SA1 and 3GPP SA5 for the LSs on the service identification for charging purposes in case of IMS Roaming.

1.1 On the IMS communication service identifier:

3GPP CT1 would like to inform the concerned groups that:

1)
the IMS communication service identifier asserted by the home network (i.e. S-CSCF) of terminating UE is provided to the terminating P-CSCF in the P-Asserted-Service header field, assuming that no trust domain boundaries are crossed before the terminating P-CSCF is reached, and no other entity along the call path reasserts the IMS communication service identifier;

2)
the IMS communication service identifier asserted by the home network (i.e. S-CSCF) of originating UE is not provided to the originating P-CSCF; the P-CSCF only sees a IMS communications service identifier (P-Preferred-Service header field) that the UE indicated it wished to use (if any), which is not asserted by any network entity. 

In accordance with the underlying RFC, asserted IMS communication service identifier of an INVITE request should be able to be reconstructed from the underlying media capabilities requested and other information in the INVITE request, however algorithm is not specified and depends on operator policy.
As per the current RFC the P-Asserted-Service header field can only be included in initial requests and is not allowed to be included in responses.

Note that there is no requirement for every network to use the same IMS communication service identifiers for a given call.

3GPP CT1 will work on solution for bullet 2) above and will inform the concerned groups if and when  anysolution is available. Such work is dependent on detailed requirements on which message the IMS communication service identifier is needed to be received by particular entities, and where in the scenarios (originating, terminating, etc.). Depending on the requirements, a solution is likely to result in contentious discussion in CT1.
1.2 On the IMS application identifier:

3GPP CT1 would like to point out that:

· the IARI has significance at the UE and the SIP AS behaving as SIP endpoints. 

· the IARI is not asserted by network.

· when used in Contact header field of INVITE request, the IARI indicates the supported application of the originating UE that applies for the dialog, if any.
· when used in Accept-Contact header field of INVITE request, the IARI indicates the application to which the request should be routed in the terminating UE

· when used in Contact header field of 2xx response to INVITE request, the IARI indicates the supported application of the terminating UE that applies for the dialog, if any.
· the IARI has minimal impact on the IMS core network entities - routeing at the home proxy of the terminating UE where IARI is used among other feature tags.

· in the current version of 24.229, P-CSCF forwards SIP messages containing IARI without inspecting IARI.

· the value in the IARI can be e.g. a proprietary vendor identifier of a proprietary vendor application
Some companies fear that inspecting IARI in P-CSCF can cause performance problems.
2. Actions:

To SA1, SA2, SA5, GSMA CPWP group.

ACTION: 
3GPP CT1 asks SA1, SA2, SA5, GSMA CPWP groups to take the information above into account.
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