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Abstract: This contribution provides another scenario for consideration as well as a few comments on another’s submitted contribution’s (S6-150218) scenarios.
Background
In SA1 when the requirements were drafted on “roaming” it quickly became apparent that the TS 22.179 requirements could not use “home” and “visited” to refer to MCPTT services because it would be confused with home and visited concept already in existence for PLMN roaming.  So SA1 agreed to a new naming of Primary and Partner MCPTT services, that would show the relationship of the MCPTT user (and UE) to its MCPTT service in combination with the roaming of the UE in PLMNs.

During the SA#2 a discussion of the possible “roaming” scenarios started for the intension of understanding the possibilities before an architecture was proposed.  

Scenarios have continued to be discussed on the SA6 e-mail and resulted in a proposed company contribution (S6-150218) that appears to address most of the concerns raised prior to SA6#3.

Purpose

This contribution proposes some additional (or updates to existing) scenarios using the same format and legend as contribution (S6-150218).  This contribution does not contain any of the architecture functional block diagrams in its even numbered slides.  In other words the drafting group would have to supply them, if these scenarios are accepted as additional scenarios.
1 New scenarios

1.1 Scenario X
Covers the possible case where UE4 has two primary MCPTT services, where one MCPTT service is in its home PLMN and the other in a PLMN, that is not UE4’s home PLMN.
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The difference between this scenario X and scenario 6 (of S6-150218) is that the Primary MCPTT services do not have any logical connection.  That is in scenario 6 (of S6-150218), UE4 is able to communicate with both UE1,2,3 and UEw,x,y,z because the Primary MCPTT services interwork and not because they have a Primary/Partner relationship with each other.

Suggest including this scenario, or document why it should be excluded for future reference.

1.2 Scenario X1
Covers the possible case where UE4 uses a Partner MCPTT service, which is not in UE4’s home PLMN.  
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This is similar to scenario 3 (of S6-150218), but different because UE4 has not roamed into a visited PLMN.
Suggest including this scenario, or document why it should be excluded for future reference.

2
New or modified scenarios

2.1
The new scenarios that may be modifications (or clarifications) of the existing scenario 3 and scenario 4 (S6-150218)
The difference as described in the titles of scenario 3 and scenario 4 is

-
Scenario 3 has no connection to Primary MCPTT server and

-
Scenario 4 has a connection to Primary MCPTT server.

What connection are the titles referring to? 

-
Blue physical connection is present in both scenarios. 

-
Red dashed logical connection is not present in either scenario.

Which can I assume? 

-
Scenario 3 should not have the blue physical connection (alternate proposal). OR

-
Scenario 4 is missing the red dashed logical connection (alternate proposal). OR
-
There are other scenarios that can be expanded from these two scenarios.

All four (two current and two alternate) scenarios are shown next.

Suggest that 

1) Current scenario 3 be updated as per its alternate proposal,

2) Current scenario 4 be updated as per its alternate proposal,

3) Alternate scenario 3 be added,

4) Alternate scenario 4 be added, or

5) Any combination of the above.

Current
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Where the “without connection to Primary MCPTT server” in the title refers to the red dashed logical MCPTT connection.




Alternate proposal (delete blue physical connection between PLMN home and visited)
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Where the “without connection to Primary MCPTT server” in the title refers to the blue physical connection.


Current
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Where the “with connection to Primary MCPTT server” in the title refers to the blue physical connection.


Alternate proposal (inserted red dashed logical MCPTT connection between MCPTT services)
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Where the “with connection to Primary MCPTT server” in the title refers to the red dashed logical MCPTT connection.

2.2
Scenario 8

The title of scenario 8 states that UE4 is in the same home PLMN using Partner MCPTT service with connection to Primary MCPTT server.

What connection is this title referring?

1) Is it referring to the fact that since Primary MCPTT service, Partner MCPTT service and UE4 are all on the same PLMN, that the connection exists?

2) Is it referring to a hidden physical connection between Primary MCPTT service and Partner MCPTT service?

3) Is it referring to a missing red dashed logical MCPTT connection (as shown in alternate proposal? OR
4) Is it referring to the hidden physical connection between UE4 and its Primary MCPTT service?

Suggest clarifying this by
1) Updating scenario 8, OR

2) Documenting this distinction

Current
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Where the “with connection to Primary MCPTT server” in the title refers to the hidden blue physical connection that is contained in the PLMN home.


Alternate proposal
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Where the “with connection to Primary MCPTT server” in the title refers a missing red dashed logical MCPTT connection with the Primary /Partner relationship.
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