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Introduction

The current specification is not clear on what policies can be enforced and what actions are handled in IBCF in respect to supplementary services.

Discussion
The following is an example where action is required by the border elements when it relates to supplementary services.

For the MCID supplementary service it is specified that the AS sends an INFO request for calling party number when the AS does not receive the P-Asserted Identity header with a telephone number and the called subscriber has the MCID service.  

In ISUP there is a special procedure where it is possible to request the calling party number through a request response procedure for MCID.

In IMS we have the same procedure where it is possible to request the calling party number with an INFO request from the originator of the call. The calling party number is then transferred in an INFO request towards the terminating user.

It can also happen that the calling party number is not delivered when the call is routed via the IBCF. This could happen due to that the originating network is not allowed to provide the calling party number to the terminating network or no P-Asserted Identity is provided by the originating network. 

If we do not do any actions at the border elements it may happen that the request for the calling party number indicating MCID will be received on the originating access.

Therefore it is important that the border element in the terminating network will assure that the INFO to request the calling party number is not send from the terminating network  if it is not sure that the originating network understands the INFO request. 

How this is achieved is a stage 3 issue. However, the current SA2 requirements are not clear on the fact that different services may require different actions in the border function (IBCF).  

It should be noted that Stage 1 is clear that the interworking function shall be able to do service aware treatment (and include specific handling of different SS on the interconnect).
Proposal
It is proposed that a requirement is added to clarify that the IBCF may do actions dependent on whether agreement to use a supplementary service exist between operators or not. 
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