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1. Overall Description:

Issues were raised when discussing the attached CRs on Canonicalisation of Public Identities (which could not be agreed) and CT4 wish to raise these points with CT1 in order to come to a common understanding and alignment between the respective specifications.
It has been agreed previously within TS 29.228 that the HSS is required to perform the canonicalization of the Public Identity in a SIP URI or TEL URI form before using the identity for lookups in the HSS. This is done by:
· If the Public-Identity AVP contains a SIP URI, the HSS and SLF shall follow rules for conversion of SIP URI into canonical form as specified in IETF RFC 3261 [11] chapter 10.3

· If the Public-Identity AVP contains a Tel URI in E.164 format, the HSS and SLF shall remove visual separators and remove all URI parameters.
In the related specifications it is not clear how the HSS copes with the Identity in the SIP URI form but with the parameter “user=phone” appended. This represents a telephone number that needs to be handled.
From CT4’s point of view, if an IMPU represents a telephone number, the IMPU must be stored as a TEL URI in the HSS, for all SIP URIs are stored in the HSS without any parameters and there is no way to differentiate between two SIP URIs with the same userinfo and without any parameters when one represents a normal SIP URI and the other  one represents a telephone number.

It is the understanding of CT4 that the S-CSCF and the AS may want to keep the entire SIP URI PUID since there may be URI parameters needed, however it is the understanding of CT4 that the S-CSCF and the AS may also perform this canonalisation before sending requests to the HSS. Since some companies indicated that the fact that this function is included in the HSS may be interpreted so that the canonalisation will not be able to be implemented in S-CSCF and AS, the attached CRs were not agreed. As a result of that discussion further clarification is required from CT1. 
2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
Would CT1 consider the implications of the use of TEL URI and SIP URI on the Cx and Sh interface raised by this LS and give their considered opinion to clarify their use.
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