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Proposal

The present contribution proposes material for the conclusion of the TR 22.988 V0.4.0 (2011-03) “Study on Alternatives to E.164 for Machine-Type Communications”.

First change

9
Conclusion

Note: the goal would be to identify the list of TS/TRs that may potentially be impacted (need to be reviewed) to confirm that they support “IP only” M2M addressing (long term scenario).

Concerning the addressing aspect, a long term solution for E.164 number shortage for M2M is to only use of IPV6 addressing (or a combination of URI/URN and IPv6 addressing wherever applicable e.g. IMS public identities). For addressing, IPv6 should be considered in priority in light of the foreseen depletion of the IPv4 address space.

In this respect, the identification of a mobile terminal (instead of an E.164 number), should be based on transport-independent identity such as a URI since the use of IP addressing does not seem appropriate as it would require the use of a static address (associated with a unique Gateway).

End of change

