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1. Overall Description:

Issues were raised when discussing the attached CRs on Canonicalisation of Public Identities (which could not be agreed) and CT4 wish to raise these points with CT1 in order to come to a common understanding and alignment between the respective specifications.
It has been agreed previously within TS 29.228 that the HSS is required to perform the canonicalization of the Public Identity in a SIP URI or TEL URI form before using the identity for lookups in the HSS. This is done by:
· If the Public-Identity AVP contains a SIP URI, the HSS and SLF shall follow rules for conversion of SIP URI into canonical form as specified in IETF RFC 3261 [11] chapter 10.3

· If the Public-Identity AVP contains a Tel URI in E.164 format, the HSS and SLF shall remove visual separators and remove all URI parameters.
In the related specifications it is not defined how the HSS would cope with the Public Identity in the SIP URI form but with the parameter “user=phone” appended, representing therefore a telephone number. However it is not clear whether such HSS handling is needed at all.
In the CT4’s current understanding, if a telephone number is used as Public Identity represents a telephone number:
· this Public Identity must be stored as a TEL URI in the HSS
· Any SIP URI with the parameter "user=phone" would/should be translated (e.g. via DNS/ENUM) in a TEL URI before being used as Public Identity in a request sent to the HSS in order to enable identity lookups.
CT4 kindly requests CT1 to provide guidelines on the following points:

· Are the current CT4 assumptions correct?
· Would there be any specific case for which a SIP URI with the parameter "user=phone" would not be translated and the HSS would have to be therefore able to handle such a case?
In the case Cx request messages including Public Identity in the form of SIP URI with the parameter "user=phone" must be actually handled by the HSS, the additional canonicalization procedure described in the attached CRs will be incorporated in CT4 specifications.
However, if such canonicalization is performed and handled by the HSS, it would be no more possible for the HSS to know whether a given SIP URI contains a telephone number or not, as there is no specific indication without any user parameter.

Moreover, the following questions are raised:
· When the HSS replies to requests including a SIP URI with the parameter "user=phone", what format should the HSS use in the response to S-CSCF or AS?
· If it is a TEL URI, can the S-CSCF and AS understand it and use that identity as it was the SIP URI with the parameter "user=phone"? Will the S-CSCF or AS use this TEL URI instead of the initial SIP URI?

· When the HSS initiates requests to S-CSCF or AS, what format should the HSS use? If it is a TEL URI, can the S-CSCF and AS relate this identity to a SIP URI with parameter "user=phone" used previously?
These questions and maybe additional unsuspected issues should be solved before being able to go further on this topic. The proposed CRs do not only impact the HSS behaviour but also S-CSCF and AS, which may need clarifications in CT1 specification (TS 24.229).
CT4 could not agree to the changes in the attached CRs until a common understanding is reached with CT1 and TS 24.229 also adds the related clarification and were a revision of these CRs is required.

2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
Would CT1 consider the implications of the use of TEL URI and SIP URI on the Cx and Sh interfaces raised by this LS and give their considered opinion to clarify their use.
3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:

CT4#36
20th – 24th August 2007

Vienna, AUSTRIA

CT4#37
5th – 9th November 2007

Sophia Antipolis, FRANCE
