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1. Overall Description:

CN4 thank T2 for their LS on identifying MMS Enabled devices and MMS Capabilities of those devices.
CN4 would like to comment on the proposed CR attached to T2's LS (T2-030461) as follows:

The message flow providing an example for Legacy Terminal detection based on an IMEI query in Annex XX is base on standard MAP messages ATI (AnyTimeInterrogation) and PSI (ProvideSubscriberInfo). These messages can be used to retrieve the IMEI from the serving VLR or SGSN. It must be noted that by means of HLR configuration the MMSC address needs to be added to the HLR's internal table listing the nodes which are allowed to request information from the HLR with ATI. It must further be noted that the MAP messages ATI and PSI have originally been defined in the context of CAMEL. However, the subscriber addressed by the ATI and PSI messages is not required to subscribe to any CAMEL service.

CN4 have added comments to the CR 23.140 REL-6 on Legacy Terminal Detection. The commented revision is attached to this LS response.

Although the example mechanism specified in Annex XX is believed to be technically correct, CN4 identified the following deficiencies:

· the traffic load between MMSC, HLR, VLR/SGSN, and MS may increase significantly.

· it is not guaranteed that the retrieval of the IMEI by the MMSC is in all cases successful. If e.g. the serving VLR does not support PSI enhancements as specified for Rel-5, or the IMEI is not stored in the VLR and the MS is not reachable, the IMEI retrieval will be unsuccessful.

· Even if the IMEI could be successfully retrieved by the MMSC, the mapping onto terminal capabilities within the internal or external DB may be unsuccessful.

To this end CN4 makes no statement or recommendation as to the suitability of this solution over any other possible solutions.

2. Actions:

To T2

ACTION: 
T2 are asked to take the attached revised CR into consideration
3. Date of Next CN4 Meeting:
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