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1 Introduction

Section B.1.3 recorded a number of open issues that were captured during the production of the first end-end call flow.  This contribution attempts to resolve this list.

2 Open Issues List, and Resolution

The list of open issues, and the resolution of each:

· The structure of the called party identity is not considered in the flow.

Section 4.3.3 “Identification of Users” is currently an empty section, but should contain this information.  There is no need to repeat the issue here.

· The mechanism by which the P-CSCF determines the next hop address (which in this case is the S-CSCF) requires further study.

This is being resolved by CN1.  No further action by SA2 is required.

· S-CSCF#1 needs the ability to examine from whom the INVITE was sent (the calling party).

This is described in the section on Caller-ID Supplemental Service, currently in Annex E.

· S-CSCF#2 needs the ability to determine the destination of the INVITE message.

This is being resolved by CN1.  No further action by SA2 is required.

· I-CSCF needs the ability to determine the address of the HSS.

This is described in Annex F.

· S-CSCF#2 needs the ability to examine from whom the INVITE was sent (the calling party)

This is described in the section on Caller-ID Supplemental Service, currently in Annex E.

· S-CSCF#2 needs the ability to determine the destination of the INVITE message.

This is being resolved by CN1.  No further action by SA2 is required.

· The mechanism by which S-CSCF#2 remembers the P-CSCF identity for the Called Party (discovered in the Registration process) requires further study.

This is being resolved by CN1.  No further action by SA2 is required.

· The mechanism by which P-CSCF#2 remembers the identity of the Called Party (discovered in the registration process) requires further study.

This is being resolved by CN1.  No further action by SA2 is required.

· It is assumed that S-CSCF#1 and S-CSCF#2 have the ability to carry out whatever service control is necessary

The functional roles of the Serving CSCF is described in 4.6.3.  Session Control is listed.

· Authentication of the INVITE message is for further study

Security is listed as “For Further Study” in section 4.6.3.  There is no need to repeat the issue here.

· Security is not shown in the flow

Security is listed as “For Further Study” in section 4.6.3.  There is no need to repeat the issue here.

3 Proposal

It is proposed that Section B.1.3 be deleted.

