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1.
Introduction

At CT#67, a project plan proposal on Rel-13 MCPTT was presented in CP-150184 [1] by the SA2 Chairman, and feedback was solicited from CT. Some concerns were expressed about whether the stage 3 schedule could be met with only 3 CT1 WG meetings (August, October and November 2015) and it was noted that preliminary interactions between SA6 and CT1 may be beneficial. As recorded in the CT meeting report, the CT1 Chairman suggested having input documents at CT1#91 outlining the issues that CT1 should focus on.

The purpose of this document is to give a brief overview of the Rel-13 MCPTT WI status in SA6, to identify the items on which SA6 needs feedback from CT1 to progress, and conversely to identify the items on which CT1 will need feedback from SA6 to get started.
2.
Rel-13 MCPTT WI status in SA6
The first SA6 official meeting was held in Sorrento in January 2015. During a joint session with SA2, it was decided that the responsibility for TR 23.779 [2] on application architecture to support MCPTT over LTE services would be handed over from SA2 to SA6. SA6 agreed a number of contributions to update this TR during SA6#1 as well as during SA6#2 (February 2015). The status of the work after SA6#2 is as follows:

· There are three candidate solutions documented in the TR for Off Network Operations (see subclauses 5.1.1, 5.1.2 and 5.1.3)

· There is one IMS-based candidate solution for On Network Operations documented in the TR (see subclause 5.2.1)

· There are two non-IMS-based candidate solutions for On Network Operations documented in the TR (see subclauses 5.2.2 and 5.2.3) 

According to the latest Rel-13 SA MCPTT WID approved at SA#67 in SP-150164 [3], TR 23.779 [2] is scheduled to be sent to SA to information and approval at SA#68 (June 2015). This means SA6 will need to complete the selection of the solutions by SA6#4 (May 2015), which leaves only 2 more SA6 WG meetings to achieve this.
3.
Items on which SA6 needs feedback from CT1
In order to be able to complete solution selection by SA6#4 (May 2015) and proceed with normative work, it would be beneficial for SA6 to get feedback from CT1 on the following points:

· IMS-based solution vs non-IM-based solution
One of the main points of dicussion in SA6 has been whether to select an IMS-based solution, or a non-IMS-based solution, for On Network Operations. It is to note that all the candidate solutions for On Network Operations included in TR 23.779 [2] use the SIP protocol. Since the corresponding stage 3 will eventually need to be developed by CT1, it would be beneficial for SA6 to get feedback from CT1 on the pros and cons of a SIP core with IMS as compared to a SIP core without IMS, so that it could be taken into account in the decision. Given that the stage 3 schedule is very aggressive (only 3 WG meetings), CT1’s feedback should include not only technical considerations but also an estimate of the time required to specify each type of solution.
· IMS changes required to meet MCPTT requirements in case of IMS-based solution
Another point discussed in SA6 has been which changes, if any, would be required in IMS to meet MCPTT requirements, if an IMS solution is selected for On Network Operations. In particular, it was unclear whether requirements related to MCPTT performance, MCPTT identities, and floor control, would require any changes or can be met with the existing IMS architecture and protocols.
· “Profile” of IMS capabilities required to Meet MCPTT requirements in case of IMS-based solutions
In case meeting MCPTT requirements only requires a subset of existing IMS capabilities at the UE and the network sides, it would also be helpful for CT1 to provide some input on what these capabilities would be, in order to compile a “profile” of what woud be needed to support MCPTT services. 
· Existing Floor Control protocols that can be re-used for MCPTT
Receiving feedback from CT1 about existing Floor Control protocols that could be used as a starting point for MCPTT Floor Control during On Network and Off Network operation would help SA6 determine what is needed in the MCPTT Architecture to enable Floor Control.
4.
Items on which CT1 will need feedback from SA6
In order to ensure that stage 3 work on Rel-13 MCPTT can start without delay at CT1#93 (August 2015) and be completed by CT1#95 (November 2015), it would be beneficial for CT1 to get some information from SA6 on the following points:

· Work split between CT1 and SA6
According to SA LS CP-150090 [4], “Detailed work on protocols will be done jointly between SA6 and CT working groups (in particular protocol work within the ToR of 3GPP TSG CT will be undertaken by the relevant CT working groups). Responsibility for particular protocol aspects will be further refined on a case by case basis as work progresses”. Getting early feedback on which specific protocol aspects for MCPTT are under the responsibility of CT1 will ensure CT1 can scope out the work accurately and avoid any duplication or overlap.
· Work split between SA2 and SA6
According to SA LS CP-150090 [4], SA6 will do the architecture work “in co-operation with SA2”. In order to enable CT1 to know which group to liaise with in case of an open architecture question, it would be helpful to have a clear delimitation of which items within the MCPTT architecture are within SA6’s remit, and which ones are within SA2’s remit.

· MCPTT call flows
According to SA LS CP-150090 [4], “SA6 will develop stage-2 technical specification of the application level functional elements and interfaces (e.g. allocation of functions, generating information flows, etc.) which will drive the stage 3 work.” In order for CT1 work to be able to start at CT1#93 (August 2015), complete functional entity definition and information flows should be available prior to the meeting.
5.
Proposal
It is proposed to discuss the items listed in sections 3 and 4 above, and to send an LS with the outcome of the discussion to SA6 at the end of CT1#91 (see draft LS in C1-151188).
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