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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution analyzes possible way forwards and contentious issues to IMS Service Continuity TS.
Introduction
During offline discussions on the way forward to IMS Service Continuity TS, several contentious issues have been identified. These include following issues: 
· C1. ‘Work Transfer’ vs. ‘Migration’
· C2. Where to standardize SSMF function
· C3. Priority scenarios
· C4. Standardize place for information flows

This paper tries to list out several contentious issues and analyzes to provide proper way forward standardizing IMS Service Continuity. 
C1. ‘Work Transfer’ vs. ‘Migration’ 

	
	OPTION 1: Work Transfer from related TS/TR to IMS Service Continuity TS
	OPTION 2: Migration from TS 23.206

	Description
	- Refer S2-08xxxx

- Create proper IMS Service Continuity TS skeleton and take proper contents from existing service continuity related TS/TR (Rel-7 TS 23.206, Rel-8 TR 23.892, TR 23.893)
	- Refer S2-08xxxx

- Use Rel-7 TS 23.206 as the baseline for IMS Service Continuity and try to update to capture enhanced service continuity features. 

	Advantages
	- Easy to incorporate enhance feature and existing Rel-7 feature
- Can provide more stable specification compare to Rel-7 specification
	- Provide high readability to whom familiar with TS 23.206 specification
- High backward compatibilities

	Disadvantages
	- Has to consider backward compatibilities
- Low readability to whom familiar with TS 23.206 specification
	- Hard to incorporate enhance features

- Re-open most MMSC discussions

	Proposed way forward
	- It is clear that IMS_Cont should capture following features. 
- encompassing Rel-7 TS 23.206 VCC 

- MMSC features

- ICS related service continuity feature

- It is inevitable that review existing contents in both TS 23.206 and TR 23.893 to capture enhanced MMSC features and have backward compatibility. 

- Hence it is recommended to take following proposed steps: 

Step 1. Firstly agree on the IMS_Cont skeleton
Step 2. Add high level temporary description addressing features that need to be included for each section
Step 3. Take related contents from both TS 23.206 and TR 23.893 and put them into IMS_Cont TS. 

(For example take DTF from TS 23.206 and STF from TR 23.893. And put them into Section for Session Transfer Function in IMS_Cont TS.)
Step 4: Compare and revise the contents to have backward compatibility and capture enhance features without duplication. 

	Decision
	


C2. Where to standardize SSMF function
	
	OPTION 1: Separate standardization
	OPTION 2: Mainly in TS 23.282 and additions in TS 23.283

	Description
	- Refer S2-08xxxx

- Split and Merge function is different feature in both ICS and IMS_Cont TS. Hence proposing to have separate standardization.
	- Refer S2-08xxxx

- Conceptually split and merge function is same to both ICS and IMS_Cont TS. Hence proposing to standardize mainly in TS 23.292 and add additional features in TS 23.293.

	Advantages
	- Easy to understand and standardize

- Possible to describe specific split and merge function properly 
	- possible to minimize duplicated sentences

	Disadvantages
	- May have some duplicated sentences
	- difficult to understand and low readability

	Proposed way forward
	- The real issue is whether split and merge function required from both ICS and IMS_Cont is identical or not. 
- If the required features are identical, we better take option 2, otherwise option 1 is proper way forward. 

	Decision
	


C3. Priority scenarios
	
	OPTION 1: Consider all identified MMSC scenarios
	OPTION 2: Give high priority to PS-PS session continuity and PS-PS in conjunction with PS-CS session continuity

	Description
	- Try to standardize all the identified MMSC scenarios

- PS-PS session continuity

- PS-PS session continuity in conjunction with PS-CS session continuity 

- PS-CS session continuity

- UE Transfer
	- Give higher priority to the followings: 

- PS-PS session continuity

- PS-PS session continuity in conjunction with PS-CS session continuity 

- Consider other identified scenarios after standardizing above scenarios 

	Advantages
	- Can meet original intention of study.

- Can handle all the identified scenarios within same proposed framework
	- Minimize risk not to meet Rel-8 time schedule

	Disadvantages
	- Risk not to meet Rel-8 time schedule
	- Possible to give impact later when standardize remaining scenarios

	Proposed way forward
	- The real issue is whether each scenario require different solutions or any specific architectural requirements. 
- If any specific architectural requirements or different solutions are required, we better take option 2, otherwise option 1 is proper way forward. 

	Decision
	


C4. Standardize place for information flows (Registration, Origination/Termination)
	
	OPTION 1: Standardize addressed information flows to both TS
	OPTION 2: Standardize in ICS TS and reference it from IMS_Cont TS

	Description
	- Try to standardize all the information flow to both ICS and IMS_Cont TS. 
- In the case of IMS_Cont TS, ICS provide routing method from CS to PS. Hence ICS is described as transparently. 
	- Standardize above addressed information flows only in ICS TS. 
- In the case of IMS_Cont TS, add reference text to ICS TS.

	Advantages
	- Possible to address specific features for ICS and Service continuity
	- Minimize possible redundancies

	Disadvantages
	- May have some redundancies
	- Hard to describe if there is any specific features that need to be addressed in Service Continuity
- Low readabilities

	Proposed way forward
	- The real issue is whether above addressed information flows need to include some service continuity specific features and these information flows are different from basic ICS one. 

- If any specific features or steps are required, we better take option 1, otherwise option 2 is proper way forward.

	Decision
	


Proposal

According to above analysis, it is proposed to discuss and decide how to progress standardization of IMS Service Continuity TS.
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