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Abstract of the contribution: An MRF under AS control should be allocated within the HPLMN for the RAVEL home routing scenario.
Discussion

In the RAVEL home routing scenario, the signalling and media both flow to the HPLMN. In this scenario, there is little point in forcing placement in the VPLMN of a media resource under AS control, ostensibly to create a more efficient media path, when the media flows through the HPLMN anyway. Leaving the MRF in the HPLMN has the advantage of simplifying the signalling while having no detrimental effect on the efficiency of the media path.
Proposed addition to TR 23.849
First Change

2
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3GPP TR 21.905: "Vocabulary for 3GPP Specifications".
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3GPP TR 21.801: "Specification drafting rules"
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3GPP TR 23.850: “Study on Roaming Architecture for Voice over IMS 
with Local Breakout”.
Second Change

5.2.x
Optimal MRF placement for RAVEL home routing scenario
The Study on Roaming Architecture for Voice over IMS with Local Breakout (RAVEL) [xx] describes options for the home routing scenario.

In this alternative, when the RAVEL home routing scenario occurs, any required MRF under AS control is assigned within the HPLMN rather than the VPLMN.
Editor’s Note: The applicability of this alternative might depend on conclusions reached in the RAVEL study.

Editor’s Note: It is FFS how the MRF assignment procedure determines that the RAVEL home routing scenario applies to an originating request and that the MRF is to be assigned within the HPLMN. As an alternative, MRF assignment can be considered an AS issue not subject to normative specification.
Editor’s Note: It is FFS whether there are any additional MRF placement or charging considerations associated with 3rd party application servers.
In the RAVEL home routing scenario, the signalling and media both flow to the HPLMN. In this scenario, there is little point in forcing placement of a media resource under AS control within the VPLMN, ostensibly to create a more efficient media path, when the media flows through the HPLMN anyway. Leaving the MRF in the HPLMN has the added advantage of simplifying the MRF signalling flow (which no longer needs to flow between the HPLMN and VPLMN), while having no detrimental effect on the efficiency of the media path.

End of Change
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