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1. Overall Description:

CT 1 thanks MSF Protocol and Control WG for its LS on Service Invocation for Application Initiated Sessions. CT 1 discussed the LS. CT 1 understands the scenario that MSF has in mind as follows. The AS sets up two calls 

- 
1) One call from the AS to the served user on this call no service interaction with AS shall be done.

- 
2) A second call which is originated on the behalf served user. For this call the same services shall be applied as if the call was originated from the served user's terminal. 

Our understanding is that MSF is asking if the two calls are possible to do with present IMS. The requirements for the second call are possible to fulfil by IMS by adding the orig parameter to the route header entry for the S-CSCF for the served user and that the AS includes the served user identity in the P-Asserted identity header. Regarding the second requirement, which will allow the AS to send a call to a user without that any service interactions with AS will be performed. This is possible to do already today, When the AS sends first INVITE to party A, it is possible to define filter criteria in conjunction with the expected AS behavior such that terminating iFC may be skipped. However it is not possible to avoid the service interaction on explicit request from the AS as described in the LS.

On the last requirement it was commented with this possibility it may be possible to avoid some functionality like a call barring AS and legal intercept functionality. This raises then the question what shall be allowed by an AS. Another issue is also whether ASes can be outside the trust domain.

SA 2 has a study item where the enhancement on ISC has been discussed. Therefore CT 1 will also forward the LS to SA 2 to get their views on the scenario outlined in the LS.

If MSF wants to progress the requirement that an AS shall be able to indicate that the session shall not invoke any AS CT 1 see a need to get more firm and clearer requirements. Therefore if MSF wants the issue to progress CT 1 ask MSF to contribute through their 3GPP members on the requirements to SA 2 and CT 1 and protocol solution to CT 1.

2. Actions:

To SA 2 and MSF Protocol and Control WG.

ACTION: 
CT1 asks SA 2 to comment on the proposal in C1-080039.
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