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Introduction

This contribution includes a table (Table 1), which gives a high level overview of progress to date on 24.228. The purpose of this table is to highlight areas where future contributions are required. Additionally, it is suggested that this table could be used as a mechanism to improve co-ordination amongst companies intending to bring 24.228 contributions to future meetings.

Note that the table and description are currently maintained in a separate ad-hoc document (see attachment).

Description 

Table 1 lists the current status of 24.228. The purpose of this table is to highlight the areas that need further contributions and to communicate amongst interested companies, who are working on which areas for the next meeting. The intention is to maintain this document as a living document throughout the standardization cycle.  The objective is to increase the speed at which the specification may be developed by avoiding unnecessary duplication in contributions and offer an opportunity for collaboration before meetings etc. 

However, it should be pointed out that this is only an indication of intention and participation is totally voluntary. It does not preclude any company from bringing in contributions against any area of the document, especially where there are alternative views.    

Additionally, just because a company indicates their intention to bring in contributions against a particular section does not require them to do so. 
Discussion points

1. Does the group believe that this is a worth-while process? Initial feedback from trial (for CN1/SA2 SIP#4) was positive. Any suggestions on how it might be further improved? 

2. Any suggestions where to store the attached document? The document needs to be easily updated on an on-going basis and readily accessible to all. It is prefarable not to send an email to the CN1 reflector for each small update.
Table 1: 24.228 Gap Analysis

	Clause 
	~ % complete
	Company
	Possible Contributions
	P
	A

	1) Scope
	90%
	
	
	
	Y

	2) References 
	20%
	
	Send any suggetsions to the rapporteur (mailto:qcor190@email.mot.com)
	
	Y

	3) Definitions, symbols, and abbreviations 
	0%
	
	Send any suggetsions to the rapporteur (mailto:qcor190@email.mot.com)
	
	Y

	4) Methodology 
	40%
	
	Send any suggetsions to the rapporteur (qcor190@email.mot.com)

Rapporteur to clean up at next revision
	
	Y

	5) Sig Flows for Error Handling 
	10%
	
	Provision of IP Connectivity


	
	Y

	
	
	Mot

Mot

Mot

Mot
	Registration

· Re-Registration Failure – previous S-CSCF no longer available 

· Registration Failure – Cx-Profile Transaction Failure

· Registration Failure – Cx-Location Failure

· Registration Failure – Roaming not allowed
	
	Y

	
	
	
	Session Initiation
	
	

	
	
	ATT
	[Bill Marshall – 26 March]

I'd also like to suggest that the error handling procedures are placed in 24.228 after the "normal case" procedures - it seems much easier to describe an error case by starting "at step #27 in section x.y, .." (and not having x.y be a forward reference in the document).
	
	Y

	6) Sig Flows for provision of IP connectivity
	0% (?)
	
	
	
	Y

	
	
	
	
	
	Y

	
	
	
	
	
	Y

	7) Registration
	70%
	Mot

Mot

NOK
	All remaining editor notes need to be resolved

Needs to be moved to the main body

· Mobile initiated deregistration

· Updates/Corrections to Registration

[Gabor – 26 March]

About contribution N1-010442, I thought that some steps from the contribution are also necessary to include in 24.228 as well:

section 7.2, step 5; it is not stated when the I-CSCF adds anything in the PATH header (i.e. when hiding is required). step 9: the I-CSCF shall not translate the S-CSCF name found in the PATH header always. Only when hiding is required. step 10: there are 3 actions listed (remove own name, store PATH, remove PATH) but the 4th one (reverses the order before store) is not mentioned. Do you think these changes should be done? If yes, does it worth  contribution?
	
	Y

	8) Session Init
	70% 
	LU

LU

LU

ATT
	All remaining editor notes need to be resolved

Needs to be moved to the main body

· Enhancement to signalling flows for session initiation to allow multimedia establishment

· Signalling flows for addition of another media to an existing session
· Signalling flow for session establish reject by called UA (busy here)
[Bill Marshall – 26 March]

I plan to bring in contributions addressing some of the Editor's notes in section 8, Session Hold and Resume, Anonymous session establishment, Codec negotiation, and Caller-ID blocking (included in the Anonymous session establishment). Session redirection procedures and Session Transfer procedures are possible (but not likely) for next week.

	
	Y

	9) Session Term
	0%
	? LU
	General Notes:

This section needs to be added

· considering some release flows
	
	Y

	10) Procedures to enable enhanced multimedia services 
	0%
	ATT
	Session Hold and Resume Procedures

[Bill Marshall – 26 March]

I view "Adding media to an existing session" as a special case of codec re-negotiation, and is covered in 10.3.  In fact, I'd suggest that all of the notes in section 8 about needing to represent how a CSCF takes part in media negotiation be references to section 10.3.

	
	Y

	
	
	
	Procedures for anonymous session establishment
	
	Y

	
	
	
	Procedures for codec and media flow negotiations
	
	Y

	
	
	
	Caller-ID procedures 
	
	Y

	
	
	
	Session Redirection Procedures
	
	Y

	
	
	
	Session Transfer Procedures 
	
	Y

	
	
	
	
	
	Y

	TBD
	
	
	
	
	

	General 
	
	
	
	
	

	Notes:

1) The intention is that the information in this table be maintained and added-to, on an on-going basis.

Legend:

Clause:                                Aligns with Clause of 24.228

~% Complete:                     Approximate % complete of Clause

Company:                            Indicates company that has intention of bringing in contributions as listed in next column. 

?:                                         Indicates company is still considering contributions in this area.

Possible Contributions:        Lists details of possible upcoming contributions and which sub-clause they apply to.

P:                                         Priority – indicates relative priority of clauses and sub-clauses 

A:                                         Indicates if clause//sub-clause is required to be completed for Approval 

	








