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1. Overall Description:

3GPP TSG-CT WG1 (CT1) would like to thank i3Forum Technical WS for their LS, and would like to comment some points raised by the i3Forum within their LS. I3Forum Technical WS wrote:

2. i3 forum Technical WS assumes the Route header is applicable on the roaming leg only, i.e. between a visited network and a home network (could be originating leg, or terminating leg).

In fact, a 3GPP IMS compliant interconnection between the called user´s home network and the calling user`s home network also requires support of the SIP Route header (even when none of the users is roaming): According to 3GPP TS 24.229, both the P-CSCF and the S-CSCF serving the calling user will add themselves to the "Record-Route" SIP header within initial SIP INVITE Requests. As a result, when network hiding is not used, subsequent in-dialogue SIP Request (e.g. UPDATE, re-INVITE, BYE) will contain SIP Route headers with entries at least for the S-CSCF and P-CSCF serving the calling user when traversing the interconnection from the called user´s home network towards the calling user`s home network.

5. i3 forum Technical WS assumes no more than one entry in the Route header is needed. Therefore it is not expected that a carrier would ever receive multiple entries or multiple Route headers. It is welcome and highly appreciated if GSMA aligns the content of all their relevant deliverables to this principle.

In fact, a 3GPP IMS compliant interconnection needs to support a SIP Route header with multiple entries. 3GPP TS 24.229 describes several procedures that will lead to a SIP Route header with multiple entries being sent over an interconnection between several networks, for instance:
· As explained above, when network hiding is not used, in-dialogue SIP Request (e.g. UPDATE, re-INVITE, BYE) will contain SIP Route headers with entries at least for the S-CSCF and P-CSCF serving the calling user when traversing the interconnection from the called user´s home network towards the calling user`s home network.

· In case of network hiding, a Record-Route header field inserted by the IBCF (THIG) will always contain an entry for the IBCF followed by tokenized entry. As a consequence, subsequent requests will have two Route header entries

· When business trunking was defined, it was explicitly allowed that the Route header field could be provided by the attached enterprise, with the expectation that the remote enterprise would receive such Route header fields, in order to allow the ability to control onward routeing in the enterprise network..
CT1 invites i3F to describe the requirements and the technical constraints associated to the adoption of the Route header in their specification. 

2. Actions: 3GPP CT1 kindly asks i3F to take into consideration the above clarification and to provide the additional information requested.
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