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Abstract of the contribution: This document proposes some reduction of the scope of eWebRTCi for Rel-13.
1. Introduction - Discussion
The amount of time left for ewebRTCi is described in SP-150014-SA2_report_to_SA_67-06.ppt is as follows
	WI 
	Work Item 
	WP 
	Spent
Total
	Remaining Time Budget

	eWebRTCi 
	Enhancements to WEBRTC interoperability 
	45 => 55%
	8 
	1 => 3 

	eWebRTCi 
	Normative (Other Track) 
	0%
	0 
	3


We are left with 6 slots of meeting time spread onto 2 meetings: SA2 108 and SA2 109.

The topics on which we need to work are (none has get any conclusion)
· WebRTC support of IMS subscriptions corresponding to users managed by third parties (§5 of the TR)
-
Need to choose between solution 1-4, 2 and 3-5
-
Then to discuss whether a decomposed architecture provides benefit to support of IMS subscriptions corresponding to users managed by third parties

· Third-party realization of communication services (§6 of the TR)
-
Need to choose between solution 1 and 2. 
-
it seems risky to look for conclusions at this meeting considering the amount of effort spent on this item that would have required more thorough analysis.
· Interworking of Rel-12 or earlier IMS services with WebRTC (§7 of the TR) that actually corresponds to multiple key issues
-
WebRTC service control: one solution

-
Avoiding SRVCC false trigger: multiple solutions.
-
WebRTC with SMSMI: Browsers based applications generally use different chat capabilities than SMS. This feature may not be urgent.

-
WebRTC with Inter-UE Transfer (IUT): This is not an urgent feature that can wait for IUT to first take on with regular IMS.
· Architectural aspects for minimizing the need for bearer level protocol conversion (§8 of the TR)
-
Need to choose between solution 1 and 2

Comparing the amount of work that still needs to be done and the amount of  time that is left and considering the relative interest of the features the following is proposed

2. Proposal

To modify the TR as follows (revision marks)

10
Conclusion

· WebRTC support of IMS subscriptions corresponding to users managed by third parties (§5 of the TR)
-
Conclusions are expressed in sub-clause 5.4
· Third-party realization of communication services (§6 of the TR)
-
Work on this item is stopped: there will be no normative work on this topic for Rel13  

· Interworking of Rel-12 or earlier IMS services with WebRTC (§7 of the TR) that actually corresponds to multiple key issues
-
WebRTC service control: Conclusions are expressed in sub-clause 7.4

-
Avoiding SRVCC false trigger: Conclusions are expressed in sub-clause 7.4

-
WebRTC with SMSMI: Work on this item is stopped: there will be no normative work on this topic for Rel13  
-
WebRTC with Inter-UE Transfer (IUT): Conclusions are expressed in sub-clause 7.4 
· Architectural aspects for minimizing the need for bearer level protocol conversion (§8 of the TR)
-
Conclusions are expressed in sub-clause 8.4

· Architectural aspects to support for end to end WebRTC security
-
This topic is under responsibility of SA3. Potential further SA2 work on this item/key issue would be based on SA3 request.
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