SA WG2 Temporary Document

Page 2
-


3GPP TSG SA WG2 Services — SA2#56c 
S2-071876
23 – 27 April 2007
Beijing, China
Source:
Samsung
Title:
Use of CAMEL of call re-routing towards ICCF
Document for:
Discussion/Approval
Agenda Item: 
9.6.3
Work Item / Release:
IMS_CSC
Abstract of the contribution: The document proposes to improve the readability of the ICS specification by consolidating the message flow and text describing re-routing of CS calls towards the ICCF using CAMEL triggers
1
Introduction
SA2 has discussed a number of different solutions for the IMS Centralised Services TR 23.982 to cater for the provision of IMS services to users connected via the CS domain. All of the UE centric proposals envisage some use of a parallel IMS CS Control Channel (ICCC) for full configuration and control of services. One option for each of the ICCC for routing a CS call towards the IMS CS Control Function (ICCF) for subsequent provision of ICS is to use CAMEL triggering (as is the case for VCC). Due to the way the document is currently organised the text describing the CAMEL re-routing of CS calls towards the ICCF can be found in 3 different places. This is potentially confusing to the reader and the problem is compounded by the fact that the message flow and accompanying text descriptions are not consistent with each other, even though they need not differ other than in the editor’s notes that identify specific issues for further study relating to whether subsequent call processing uses ICCC-cs or ICCC-ps and potentially whether ICCF is implemented as an AS or an IA . This document looks at how the text describing use of CAMEL triggers for re-routing may be rationalised to improve the readability of the document.
2
Discussion
The text describing CAMEL re-routing of CS calls towards ICCF can be found in sections 6.1.6.1.1.2, 6.1.6.2.1.2 and 6.1.6.3.1.2. The message flows and text in sections 6.1.6.1.1.2 and 6.1.6.3.1.2 are broadly similar but with different editor’s notes. The message flow in section 6.1.6.2.1.1 describing use of CAMEL in conjunction with ICCC-cs and ICCCF implemented as an IMS Adaptor is completely different, but the actual procedure should be the same. 
There are a number of way in which the group could improve the consistency of the document and the readability. A few options are presented below.

Option1. Do nothing. It’s only a report and the engineers reading it will understand the differences. Remember TR 23.806? - That report was not easy to read and many who attempted readers were confused as a result.

Option 2. Do not change the format of the report (there is another proposal to do this), but make the message flow and text in section 6.1.6.2.1.2 consistent with the other two message flows and text. - That will make the TR more consistent, but will still lead to unnecessary repetition and poorer readability. It will however, enable ICCC solution specific text to be added easily where editor’s note have identified issues for further study. 
Option 3. Consolidate the CAMEL message flows and text in a separate section following section 6.1.6.3 using the figure and text from 6.1.6.1.1.2. Use different editor’s notes to identify issues for further study for each of the ICCC solutions. This will ensure consistency and remove unnecessary repetition. It may mean that ICCC solution specific text needs to be added in separate subsections following the CAMEL message flow, but will improve the readability and make it clear that the use of CAMEL triggers for call re-routing is essentially the same regardless of the ICCC solution used. Further it could cover the potential use of CAMEL to re-route CS calls from non-ICS capable UE towards the ICCF should that be deemed desirable (otherwise yet another section may be required).
3
Proposal

To improve document consistency and readability it is proposed that TR 23.892 in line with option 2 or options 3. Documents S2-071979 & S2-071980 contain the proposed changes for these options.
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