3GPP TSG CT WG4 Meeting #37 
C4-071917
Sophia Antipolis, FRANCE, 5th – 9th November 2007
Title:
reply LS on on CAT service requirements
Response to:
LS (S1-071806) on Response LS on CAT service requirements from SA1
Release:
Release 8
Work Item:
Customized Alerting Tones in 3GPP CS domain
Source:
CT4
To:
SA1
Cc:
SA2
Contact Person:


Name:
Zhao yuyi
Tel. Number:
+86 13901009967
E-mail Address:
zhaoyuyi@chinamobile.com
Attachments:
None
1. Overall Description:

CT4 would like to thank SA1 for the timely response on the CAT service requirements.
CT4 reviewed and discussed the responses from SA1 and comes to following comments:
1) With regard to S1-071674, it is CT4’s assumption that if the calling party is in the CS domain, when the called party answers the call the CAT shall stop and the CAT may be composed of music, voice, video, regardless of which domain the called party is located. It is CAT server’s implementation to identify which domain the calling party is located.

This is related to the item 1.1 and 1.2 in previous LS.

2) The question raised by SA1 in item 2.2 in previous LS:

“SA1 asks if the requirement below would be a feasible CS CAT requirement?
-
When the CAT is playing, the calling party shall be able to stop it, then he shall experience the operator’s default CAT from the CAT service for the duration of the call establishment. 
”
CT4 had a discussion about this issue and considered the following answer.

To fulfil this requirement, two-way connection between UE and CAT server is required which can be achieved in ISUP/BICC network. And this requirement is not guaranteed if there is any other network except ISUP/BICC.

3) Is CAT service aiming to be a supplementary service, which means the standard way for service provision needs to be done in UE like the traditional supplementary service, e.g. call forwarding?

This is related to the item 2.4 in previous LS.

4) With regard to S1-071677, the reason of change states “for this reason the Rel-8 CAT will be restricted to sharing of CAT within a PLMN”. The change in TS states “The calling user may have the possibility to copy the CAT of a called user as his own CAT provided the called user has enabled CAT sharing for that instance of CAT.”
Does this “may” means this feature is only optional when the two parties are in different PLMN, or this feature is optional in any case?

During the discussion, CT4 identified two kinds of CAT copy, online copy and offline copy. Online copy means the CAT content is copied directly between CAT servers with a notification from user. Offline copy means the calling party recording the CAT content in his UE and uploading it in another session. It is CT4’s assumption that online copy is required.

With regard to the statement “The calling user may have the possibility to copy the CAT of a called user as his own CAT provided the called user has enabled CAT sharing for that instance of CAT” in S1-071677, it is CT4’s assumption that configuration of CAT sharing from called party is a implement in service level, core network is not impacted.
This is related to the item 2.5 in previous LS.

5) S1-071678 stated that the CAT set by calling CAT service subscriber is only applicable when the calling party in HPLMN. S1-071679 stated that the configuration of the priority between the CAT set by calling party and called party is limited to IMS domain. But the requirement about the relationship between the CAT set by calling and called party is still not clear, when the calling party is not roaming in CS domain. Further clarification is needed on this scenario.
This is related to the item 2.6 and 2.7 in previous LS.

6) With regard to item 3.1 in previous LS, it is CT4’s assumption that the table of different CAT scenarios is normative and will be placed somewhere in TS 22.182.
CT4 kindly ask SA1 to take in account the comments provided by CT4, confirm the assumption made by CT4 and provide any further comments on all those points. To not delay the overall work in CT4, CT4 would highly appreciate receiving an answer during the CT4#38 meeting (28th January– 1st February 2008).
2. Actions:

To S1 group.

ACTION: 
CT4 kindly ask SA1 to take in account the comments provided by CT4, confirm the assumption made by CT4 and provide any further comments on all those points. To not delay the overall work in CT4, CT4 would highly appreciate receiving an answer during the CT4#38 meeting (28th January– 1st February 2008).
3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:

CT4#38
28th January– 1st February 2008
Puerto Vallarta, Mexico

