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1. Overall Description:

SA5 would like to thank CN1 for their reply LS concerning the Subscriber and Equipment Trace impacts.

1.1 Response to technical issues raised by CN1

SA5 would like to provide the following information as a response to the request of clarification in the CN1 LS (Liaison statement on Trace, N1-031313/ S5-038546):

1. SA5 re-confirms that 

a. SA5 is aware of the need to involve IETF in case of SIP changes 

b. SA5 has decided not to include the propagation of trace information across the S-CSCF/P-CSCF interface in TS 32.422 (Rel-6) until it has received confirmation from CN1 that a solution for this would be available within Release 6 timeframe.

2. With the information provided by CN1, SA5 has come to the conclusion that subscriber identification in IMS should be based on Private user Identity instead of Public user Identity (as currently specified in TS 32.421 v6.1.0). SA5 will implement the necessary changes with CRs against TS 32.421 in SA5#36 in November. 

3. The granularity of trace activation in S-CSCF and P-CSCF is on the level of SIP methods. So, for example, it is enough to trace the SUBSCRIBE related activity of the user; there is no need to look into the content of the SUBSCRIBE request for tracing only those SUBSCRIBE requests that are related to certain activities (e.g. presence related communication). 

The following tables contain the updated information concerning triggering events in S-CSCF and P-CSCF. The information was originally in section 1.9.1 in the SA5 LS to CN1 (N1-031008/S5-038444, July 2003).

	S-CSCF:

	
	Start triggering events
	Stop triggering events

	SIP INVITE method
	Reception of the initial SIP INVITE request 
	Sending of the SIP response to the SIP BYE request (sending or receiving) or any other error response

	SIP REGISTER methods
	Reception of SIP REGISTER request 
	Sending the SIP response to the SIP REGISTER request

	SIP MESSAGE method
	Reception of SIP MESSAGE request
	Sending the SIP response to the SIP MESSAGE request

	SIP SUBSCRIBE method
	Reception of SIP SUBSCRIBE request
	Sending the SIP response to the final SIP NOTIFY request

	other SIP methods
	Reception of any other SIP requests (e.g. OPTIONS, REFER, INFO)
	Sending the SIP response to the appropriate SIP request


	P-CSCF:

	
	Start triggering events
	Stop triggering events

	SIP INVITE method
	Reception of the initial SIP INVITE request 
	Sending of the SIP response to the SIP BYE request (sending or receiving) or any other error response

	SIP REGISTER method
	Reception of SIP REGISTER request 
	Sending the SIP response to the SIP REGISTER request

	SIP MESSAGE method
	Reception of SIP MESSAGE request
	Sending the SIP response to the SIP MESSAGE request

	SIP SUBSCRIBE method
	Reception of SIP SUBSCRIBE request
	Sending the SIP response to the final SIP NOTIFY request

	other SIP methods
	Reception of any other SIP requests (e.g. OPTIONS, REFER, INFO)
	Sending the SIP response to the appropriate SIP request


1.2 Response to work-split implications

Concerning the work-split implications that were discussed in the CN1 LS (Liaison statement on Trace, N1-031313/ S5-038546) SA5 would like to note the following:

a) SA5 kindly asks that communication concerning Trace impacts to the CN would also in the future be copied to all groups involved, i.e. to CN1, CN4 and SA5, independently of whether the communication concerns CN1 issues or CN4 issues.

b) On the issue whether one CN WG (CN4) should take the primary responsibility regarding enhancement of further protocol requirements for the Trace functionality SA5 does not have any strong opinion. However, SA5 thinks that it would be beneficial to ensure that the Trace activation specification for the interface between the HSS and the IMS nodes gets done at the earliest possible time.

1.3 Question for clarification

SA5 has the understanding that IMEI and IMEISV are not available in S-CSCF and P-CSCF for use of MS identification for equipment trace and would like to have CN1’s confirmation on this. If IMEI and IMEISV are not available in S-CSCF and P-CSCF, then SA5 would study possible impacts of equipment Trace to the IMS NEs and interfaces.

2. Actions:

To CN1 group.

ACTION: 
SA5 asks CN1 to take into account the issues presented above, to confirm the proposed communication procedures, and to provide clarification on the issue in section 1.3 above.

To CN4 group.

ACTION: 
SA5 asks CN4 to take into account the issues presented above and to confirm the proposed communication procedures.
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