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1. Introduction
It's proposed to include the g.3gpp.iut-focus media feature tag in the procedure. 
2. Reason for Change
The existing Rel-9 procedures for IUT and collaborative session for UEs belonging to different IMS subscriptions  under the same operator should be same with Rel-10 procedures, except that there may be two SCC ASs. It's already concluded that the SCC AS in the home network of the controller UE takes full control of the collaborative session. It's needed to send a indication to the SCC AS in the home network of the controllee UE from the SCC AS of the controller UE. 

3. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 24.837 v0.4.0.
* * * First Change * * * *
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* * * Next Change * * * *

4.2.2.1
Extension of existing Rel-9 procedures for inter-UE transfer and collaborative session for UEs belonging to different IMS subscriptions under the same operator

There are no changes needed to existing Rel-9 procedures.
Before sending the inter-UE transfer request towards the remote party, the SCC AS serving the collaborative session, shall act as follows:

1) if the Contact header field containing the address of SCC AS, insert the media feature tag g.3gpp.iut-focus as described in subclause 6.2 into the Contact header field; or

2) if the Contact header field not containing the address of SCC AS, insert the media feature tag g.3gpp.iut-focus into the Record-Route header field as described in IETF draft-holmberg-sipcore-proxy-feature [x].
Editor's note:
The insertion of the g.3gpp.atcf media feature tag is inline with the current solution in the draft-holmberg-sipcore-proxy-feature [x]. The actual solution needs to align with the IETF accepted solution.
When the SCC AS in the home network of the controllee UE recievies the inter-UE transfer request containing the media feature tag g.3gpp.iut-focus, it will forward the inter-UE transfer request to the controllee UE without applying inter-UE transfer functionality.
NOTE:
The SCC AS in the home network of the controller UE takes full control of the collaborative session. Further SCC AS added in the home networks of controllee UEs do not influence the collaborative session call flows in a way which would cause additional signalling from/to the SCC AS in the home network of the controller UE. The SCC AS in the home network of the controller UE therefore does not need to distinguish whether a request is sent to / received from a controllee UE directly or via an SCC AS in the controllee UEs home network. 
* * * Next Change * * * *

4.2.3
Identified issues 

(Closed) Issue 4.2.3-1:
For call flows in all other sections it needs to be decided base on which type of flows the comparison of the different solutions should be done, i.e.

-
either one subscription

-
or two subscriptions.

In the end all flows should be of the same nature, before selecting a protocol solution.

Issue closed – the SCC AS of the controller UE takes full control of the collaborative session. The SCC AS of the controller UE cannot be aware whether there are additional SCC AS added in the home networks of controllee UEs. Therefore the signalling between the SCC AS of the controller UE and the controllee UE is not influenced by the presence or absence of an additional SCC AS.

(Closed) Issue 4.2.3-2:
It needs to be clarified (maybe for every individual sub-feature) whether the call flows and state machines for the cases when AS1 and AS2 are split or when there is only one AS are straight forward to be aligned.

Issue closed – a split is not needed. See reason for closing Issue 4.2.3-1

Issue 4.2.3-3:
In the case when there are two or more AS's and a MRF is in the flow, can only the AS which anchors the collaborative session control the MRF or can the MRF be located in a different network?

(Closed)Issue 4.2.3-4:
Within the messages between the two AS's, is there a protocol indication needed, which indicates which of the two AS's is anchoring the session? If yes, how should this indication be transported / look like?
Issue closed- The media feature tag g.3gpp.iut-focus is defined to indicate that one of the ASs has the control of the collaborative session. See the definition in subclause 6.2
Issue 4.2.3-5:
Is it necessary for the controller UE or the SCC AS1 to discover the address of SCC AS2 and if yes, how could this be done?
Issue 4.2.3-6:
It must be possible in all scenarios for UEs to address SIP requests to a SCC AS (which takes the controlling role) which is assigned to a controller UE under a different subscription.
* * * Next Change * * * *

5.2
Evaluation of solutions for inter-UE transfer and collaborative session procedures for UEs belonging to different IMS subscriptions under the same operator

5.2.1
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclause 4.2.2.1 will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
