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1. Overall Description:

3GPP WG CT1 thanks GSMA IREG PACKET for its liaison statement: Reply LS to 3GPP TSG WG2 LS on “Requirements on E.164 Routing”, sent on 6/11/2006. 

3GPP WG CT1 would like to identify that any new additional proxy functionality between the networks should be an instance of the IBCF and follow the rules for the IBCF, or be the transit functionality in annex I of 24.229, and follow the rules identified in that annex.

3GPP WG CT1 is aware that SA2 communicated changes to BGCF functionality in S2-063454 in a previous reply liaison on this topic. 

3GPP WG CT1 would like to provide further clarification on the protocol changes. CT1 agreed a related CR in C1-062440, which clarifies that a BGCF that is able to forward a request to the next hop and leave the received Request-URI unmodified. CT1 further clarified in document C1-070139 that the S-CSCF can determine whether to forward a request to a BGCF based on database lookup, not only using ENUM/DNS translation. As a result, requests may exit the originating IMS network with a tel URI in the request URI. 

Within the main body of 3GPP TS 24.229, routing functionality other than ENUM/DNS translation of tel URI to globally routeable SIP URI is all purposely contained in a single entity, the BGCF. However, the BGCF is a logical entity and does not contain physical implementation. 
3GPP specifications also allow for transit functionality (Annex I of 3GPP TS 24.229), which provides additional routing functions that may reside in the S-CSCF, as clarified in C1-070459. While transit functions were intended to provide request forwarding for a client originating network, or request termination in a network that has a mixture of IMS and CS subscribers, the specification does allow considerable flexibility. It may be appropriate to document the scenarios identified in the liaison from GSMA as part of Annex I.
2. Actions:

To GSMA IREG PACKET group.

ACTION:
CT1 invites GSMA IREG PACKET to consider whether the IMS routing functionality highlighted in this liaison meets its requirements
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