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It is expected the S-CSCFs within a network may have different capabilities. CN4 has agreed in principle that the HSS should send the I-CSCF a ‘S-CSCF Capabilities information element’ to assist the I-CSCF in the selection of a S-CSCF for a certain user. It is proposed that this new information element will contain an operator specific encoding of the capabilities required for the subscriber and/or a list of Operator Preferred S-CSCF names. 

At present it is suggested that the matching criteria used in the I-CSCF to determine the actual S-CSCF to allocate is not standardised. However, a concern was raised that without any guidelines at all this could result in a multi-vendor interworking issues. CN4 will investigate this issue further. 

Two other issues related to this subject which CN4 will be investigating further are:

1. What should happen if no S-CSCF is available which meets the capability requirements requested by the HSS? Is there a requirement to standardise a mechanism, which enables the HSS to indicate whether a service is optional or mandatory? However, if a S-CSCF is allocated to a subscriber which cannot meet all the service requirements then is there a requirement to indicate to the subscriber which services are available?

2. How should the I-CSCF maintain a correct view of the capabilities of the available S-CSCFs in the network? Should this be a vendor specific mechanism or should a mechanism be standardised to assist multi-vendor interworking in this respect?

Since these issues can be considered to have architectural and network management impact, SA2 and SA5 are invited to provide any guidance that they would like to give.  However it should be noted that CN4 will continue with the definition of solutions to these issues in the absence of any guidance. 

2. Actions: 
To SA 2 group.

ACTION:  SA2 are asked to provide guidance to CN4 if they have any strong opinions of the issues raised in this liaison. 

To SA 5 group.

ACTION:  SA5 are asked to comment on whether they see a need to standardise a mechanism to assist ensuring the I-CSCF has a correct view of the capabilities of available S-CSCF in a multi-vendor networks.  
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