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1. Overall Description:

According to Section 6.2.1 of 23.167, the P-CSCF is required to:

Handle registration requests with an emergency Public User Identifier like any other registration requests except that the registration expiration. P‑CSCF may set the proposed registration expiration time according to the local policy and change the expiration value in the REGISTER requests, and then forward the request to the IBCF or I‑CSCF in the user's home network.
Three alternative solutions were presented to the CT1 WG on how the emergency registration duration is determined by S-CSCF.

In all the three alternatives, the UE populates the desired duration of emergency registration in the REGISTER message.

The first alternative (C1-071201) provides a mechanism for the S-CSCF to determine the registration duration based only on local policy and the value received in REGISTER message. The S-CSCF is required to be aware of visited network specific policies if those are part of roaming agreements. The P-CSCF does not modify the value proposed by the UE as this would be contrary to IETF. However this solution is not compatible with the currently existing stage 2 requirements. 

The second (C1-071216) and the third (C1-071217) alternatives conform to the existing stage 2 requirements. The P-CSCF inserts its preferred value for the emergency registration duration in the REGISTER message it sends to S-CSCF. These two solutions differ only in how this information is carried. The second alternative introduces a new parameter in the P-Visited-Network-ID header and the third alternative uses the 3GPP IM CN subsystem XML body to carry this value. Both of these alternatives would require additional work in IETF, a task unlikely to be aligned with 3GPP Release 7 schedule.

During the discussion, a fourth alternative was mentioned where the P-CSCF modifies the Expires header in the REGISTER request before forwarding this to the S-CSCF, but this was not discussed further. As a fifth option, the introduction of a new SIP header conveying this information was mentioned as well.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 asks SA2 to provide guidance on the criteria for selecting a solution.
To CT group.

ACTION: CT1 asks CT plenary to take note of this issue when handling the exceptions to Rel-7.
3. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:

CT1#48
20th -24th August 2007

Vienna, Austria

CT1#49
8th -12th October 2007

Japan

