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Abstract of the contribution: This paper proposes to remove two Editor’s Notes from the conclusions section. 
1. Introduction






	
	
	
	

	
	




	

	


	
	

	


	


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	





CONCLUSION OF KEY ISSUE #4: Local Number Translation and Routing
The captured solution states:
-
Solution #2 Local Number Translation captured in Section 6.2 is the selected solution.

Editor’s Note: This conclusion may be challenged in SA2#114 if it can be shown that the solution does not meet requirements for key issue #4.
Solution #2 is based on UE provided Network Location Information which is forwarded to AS in the HPLMN. The details of how the AS will do this translation is determined between the HPLMN and the VPLMN and is typically not described in standards. The VPLMN could provide information for the desired granularity of local number translation. 
Proposal-2: Remove the editor’s note under evaluation for Key Issue #4.

2. Proposal
************************ FIRST CHANGE *********************************

8
Conclusions

For Key Issue 1a (How to handle UE's IMS emergency registration) and Key Issue 1b (How to support PSAP callback):

-
Solution #5 captured in clause 6.5 is the selected solution, pending an analysis of its security aspects by SA3.
Editor’s note:
This conclusion is a working assumption and may be challenged in SA2#114 if it can be shown that that there is a solution to key issue #1a and #1b that is more efficient and has less impact on the system compared to solution #5.
For Key Issue 2 - Handling of non UE detectable Emergency Session:

-
Solution #1 with option c) (possibly as described in Solution #1a: How P-CSCF can detect emergency numbers in a VPLMN”) for inter-operator database query is selected. This can be complemented with local configuration as in option a), with a limited number of roaming partners (e.g. bordering countries) and where option c is not used for these cases.
For Key Issue 3 - Determination of the ID of the visited PLMN at IMS Entities in HPLMN:
-
Solution #6 as captured in Section 6.6 is the selected solution.
Editor’s note:
This conclusion may be challenged in SA2#114 if it can be shown that the solution does not meet requirements for key issue #3 or it can be shown that there is strong need for multiple solution.
For Key Issue 4 - Local Number Translation and Routing:

-
Solution #2 Local Number Translation captured in Section 6.2 is the selected solution.
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