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1. Overall Description:
SA2 would like to thank CT4 for their LS requesting clarification for Public Service Identity (PSI) and would like to bring the following answers to CT4 on the different issues raised:

Question 1: 


"CT4 ask SA2 to clarify if an explicit registration of a PSI using a SIP-REGISTER shall be considered as a requirement, or if only the case of terminating call to a PSI shall be considered to assign a S-CSCF for a PSI."

SA2 Response: SA2 would like to clarify that explicit registration of a PSI using a SIP REGISTER shall not be considered. As specified in section 5.7.6 of TS 23.228, only terminating call to the PSI allows assignment of an S-CSCF for the PSI. The other option in Release 6 to assign an S-CSCF is via O&M mechanisms.

For originating call from the AS hosting the PSI, if there is no S-CSCF already assigned, no S-CSCF should be assigned and the AS should use direct routing to route the SIP-INVITE.

Question 2: 


"CT4 asks SA2 if CT4 has to consider a new requirement for the Sh interface release 6 to enable the creation of distinct PSI on the HSS by using the Sh interface from an AS, or if the interpretation of CT4 such as the "creation" means storage of distinct PSI as transparent data in the HSS."

SA2 Response: SA2 would like to clarify that the user will not be able to really create new distinct PSIs via the Ut interface but rather select among a pre-defined range of distinct PSIs. The AS will then activate those already statically pre-defined distinct PSI (e.g. via O&M) in the HSS via Sh interface. An example of theneed to activate a pre-defined distinct PSI in the HSS can be seen in section 5.7.5 & 5.7.6 of TS 23.228. SA2 also understands that this is a new Sh functionality for Release 6 and 
the storage of distinct PSI as transparent data does not fulfil such requirement.

SA2 will modify the text in section in 23.228 to align with this clarification.
Question 3:

"The other following text of TS 23.228 is also confusing for CT4: 

Further functional requirements such as how S‑CSCF is provisioned with the PSI data need to be studied.

Since there is no provisioning of user data in a S-CSCF but only a mechanism the download the user data from the HSS within the Cx interface, CT4 thinks that the above text can be removed from the TS 23.228.CT4 kindly asks SA2 to consider the CT4 analysis of the TS 23.228 text and to provide clarification or updating of the text."

SA2 Response: As this is not complete work, SA2 will take action in removing the statement.

Question 4:

"CT4 kindly asks SA2 and CT1 to give a guideline on bullet 3."
SA2 Response: SA2 understanding of the issue with wildcarded PSI can be summarised as follows:

1- HSS is able to recognize that the distinct PSI sent in the request matches a wildcarded PSI.

2- Should the S-CSCF be also able to know that the PSI is part of a wildcarded PSI ?

CT4 recommendation is that the HSS SAA (Server Assignment Answer) should contain the wildcarded PSI, so that the S-CSCF knows the PSI is part of a wildcarded PSI, and can then (or have the option to) use that information to optimise certain operations towards HSS (i.e. avoiding downloading the service profile from the HSS for every PSI that would match the wildcarded PSI). 

SA2 believes that the CT4 approach is an acceptable way forward.

Question 5:

"CT4 asks SA2 and CT1 to provide clarification as to the behaviour of an originating S-CSCF receiving a SIP-INVITE from a user that is Unregistered."

SA2 Response: Section 5.6.5 in TS 23.228 explains the general behaviour. One aspect that may be further clarified is that when the AS receives indication that no S-CSCF is assigned for that user, if the AS is not configured to use direct routing, the session initiation will be terminated.
SA2 would also like to clarify that for Rel-6, no originating unregistered filter criteria is defined. As such, if the S-CSCF receives an originating request for an unregistered user the S-CSCF should forward the request directly without any filtering. SA2 may decide to specify originating unregistered filter criteria for Rel-7. In such case, SA2 will keep CT4 informed.
2. Actions:

To CT4 and CT1:

ACTION 1: SA2 kindly requests CT4 and CT1 to take into account SA2 clarifications and recommendations.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings:




SA2#48

5th – 9th September 2005
Sophia-Antipolis, France

SA2#49

7th – 11th November 2005
Asia

