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Abstract of the contribution: Proposes a prioritisation for IMS Service Continuity features in Rel-8. Also harmonization plan for Rel-9 is proposed. 
Introduction
In the current IMS Service Continuity WID, it was planned that SA2 would send the IMS_Cont TS (3GPP TS 23.237) to SA #40 for Information and to SA #41 for approval. However, this now puts SA2 at serious risk of progressing IMS_Cont TS in Rel-8 timeframe. In the case of IMS_Cont TS, it also should have similar progression with ICS because it has been decided to have cross reference. We therefore have two choices and should be taken this into account with ICS TS together:
1. Keep the delivery time if the ICS TS also decided to send TS to SA #41, in September

2. If ICS TS decided that prioritise the features of ICS so that we can keep the current schedule, the IMS_Cont TS also have to try to shift the plan earlier which means send TS to SA #40. 
In consideration of #1, we need to remember that this time limit was proposed on the basis that the CT WGs will need at least 6 months to complete their work, and given that SA #38 set a hard deadline of December 2008 for the end of Rel-8, SA #40 was the logical choice. Therefore if we shift the delivery time to SA #41 (September) we only give CT WGs 3 months to complete the necessary stage 3 work for ICS and IMS_Cont, which in essence is two meetings (taking into account CT WGs having one "normal" meeting and one "bis" meeting during those 3 months).

Thus, we should work to provide a stable ICS and IMS_Cont stage 2 in time for SA #40 in June 2008. The following proposes a prioritisation of IMS_Cont features to make this effort successful. 

And again we also can think about to have a ad-hoc meeting in a same date with SAE which is planned a week before SA2 #65 Prague meeting. But this should be discussed based on the progression in Jeju meeting. 
Prioritization
The different priorities are numbered as follows:

1. Definitely needs to be specified in Rel-8/before SA #40, cannot live without it for Rel-8
2. Would be nice to be specified in Rel-8/before SA #40, but can live without it for Rel-8
3. May be nice to have sometime in the future, but can be slipped beyond Rel-8

Therefore, none of the features of IMS_Cont are being ruled‑out, rather, they are just being put in preference for when they should be defined. Of course, should SA2 IMS SWG finish all priority 1 and 2 items, then work can commence on priority 3. However, we have to be realistic and accept that this is unlikely to happen, given the progress in past SA2 meetings.
	Priority
	Feature / Scenario
	Comments

	out of scope of SC Rel-8  (1) 
	PS – CS service continuity using the IMS Centralized Services (supporting Gm reference point for ICS UE )
	In my understanding this row deals with CS voice or CS voice+video so I guess it will be specified within TS 23.292

	out of scope of SC Rel-8  (1)
	PS – CS service continuity using the IMS Centralized Services (supporting MSC Server enhanced for ICS; single session voice call continuity only; i.e. no support of mid-call services or multiple media)
	In my understanding this row deals with CS voice or CS voice+video so I guess it will be specified within TS 23.292

	out of scope of SC Rel-8  (2)
	PS – CS service continuity using the IMS Centralized Services (supporting I1 reference point for ICS UE )
	In my understanding this row deals with CS voice or CS voice+video so I guess it will be specified within TS 23.292

	1 
	PS – PS service continuity 
	

	1 
	PS – PS service continuity in conjunction with PS-CS continuity (supporting Gm reference point for ICS UE )
	

	2
	PS – PS service continuity in conjunction with PS-CS continuity (supporting I1 reference point for ICS UE )
	

	3
	PS – PS service continuity in conjunction with PS-CS continuity (supporting MSC Server enhanced for ICS)
	This requires further studies on communication of MST information over CS signalling (w/o using Gm or I1 reference point).

	2
	Mobility of media components of a session between different terminals under the control of the same subscriber
	

	1 
	VCC work transfer
	

	1
	Operator policies and UE preferences, including working policies on top of Rel 7 principles
	[Question: Is this on top of the VCC work transfer? Then it should be formulated like proposed]

	
	
	

	1 (?)
	Co-located ICS and SC AS [SSMF for SC and ICS TS (whether to standardize separately in R8 and try to merge them in R9]
	Don't think this is a special issue on the same level as the others. Main point it that we assume in Rel 8 that ICS AS and SC AS are co-located, but otherwise all needed functionalities need to be specified in the respective TS.

	3
	UE transfer with keeping control signalling in the original UE
	see NTT DoCoMo paper

	out of scope of SC Rel-8  (1)
	Single Radio SC UE (voice-only)
	this should be 1 considering 23.206 is not propagated to Rel08; the SR-SC may be just for voice-only though in Rel-08
It’s fine to deal with voice-only in Rel-8. If it is so, in my understanding, the topic in this row will be specified within TS 23.216

	1
	ADS for SC AS
	Should be clarified in Jeju the general problem of ADS (related to co-location of ICS and SC AS: wheather specify or not all the interaction between the internal functional entities)

	3 
	All other open issues in MMSC TR not already mentioned in this table
	

	
	
	


Harmonization in Rel-9 between ICS and SC TS
Both ICS and SC TS get motivation from Rel-7 VCC; but each TS focuses on different aspects of VCC extension. Since now IMS-SWG has discussed how to document both aspect in Rel-8 and decided to have two different TS. One TS is for ICS which focuses on providing service consistency, and the other is for SC which focuses on providing service continuity. Even if IMS-SWG decided to have two separate TS in Rel-8, it is recommended to implement identified functionalities in a single AS which is called ICC (AS name t.b.d.) AS. 

Now IMS-SWG discusses prioritization in both TS and this means that several features shall be moved to Rel-9. 

As we’ve discussed before it would be beneficial if we can harmonize the ICS TS and the SC TS in Rel-9 as a single TS which is named ‘IMS Service Continuity and Consistency’ (name t.b.d.). 

Below figure shows how Rel-9 specification for both ICS TS and SC TS can be progressed. Hence is it proposed to discuss this harmonization issue together with prioritization one. 
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