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Abstract of the contribution: It is suggested to keep 33.107/33.108 for legacy services with but with the same transport mechanism as in 33.127/33.128
This document shall serve as a baseline for discussion on SA3LI’s strategy on its deliverables TS 33.107, TS 33.108 and TS 33.127, TS 33.128. SA3LI is requested to discuss and decide the future of TS 33.107 and TS 33.108.

Should TS 33.107 and TS 33.108 be replaced by TS 33.127 and TS 33.128?
In order to make the older standards historical at some point in time, it would be necessary to transfer all of its functionalities into the newer standards. This would either mean a complete redesign for all legacy services (which should be avoided) or a simple copy messing up the new standards (which should be avoided).

Otherwise CSP would have to deal with two different handover standards in parallel. This could cause trouble with LEAs, e.g. when intercepted 4G voice/data is sent using 33.128 via IP from CSP to the LEA, but after radio type change the intercepted 2G voice/data requires a 33.108 FTP/ROSE/TDM handover. For LEAs these voice calls or data sessions are only one “communication product” – as they are for the end users involved in these communications.

Should TS 33.107 and TS 33.108 be maintained in parallel to TS 33.127 and TS 33.128?
Yes, because it avoids some of the issues mentioned above. Anyhow some adoptions are necessary to unify the handover interface towards the LEA in an all IP one. Suggestion is therefore to refrain from making 33.107/33.108 historical but maintain it in the long term and replace all FTP/ROSE/TDM interfaces by IP.

To do so, the default (and later only) mechanism to hand over IRI and CC should be encapsulating it into ETSI TS 102 232-7 using ETSI TS 102 232-1’s transport in the same way as already defined in 33.127/33.128.
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Benefits:

· Clear strategy for further updates

· Unified transport mechanism

· No need to migrate functionality from 33.108 to 33.128, no mess up of the latter

· CSFB/SRVCC: IMS interception could be handled according to 33.128 with circuit switched interception still from 33.108. Backwards compatibility back to 2G.

Conclusion after discussion:
· 33.107 and 33.108 will not be entirely replaced by 33.127/33.128.
· ETSI TS 102 232-7/-1 as an additional transport mechanism to provide a single handover towards the LEA is agreed.

· 33.107/108 has not been developed for operation in virtualized environments. Such warnings should be added to 33.107/33.108, advising use of 33.127/33.128.
· Pre 5G technologies in 33.107/33.108 such as 4G EPC which will be implemented in virtualized environments will be added to 33.127/33.128, referring to 33.107/33.108 as necessary while describing all necessary adoptions (e.g. changes in architecture) to prevent re-inventing the wheel. 33.127/33.128 will provide a security overlay for combined 4G/5G and standalone 4G deployments while utilizing the core functionality of 33.107/33.108.
· Main goal is to minimize the amount of text and ASN.1 definitions copied from 33.107/33.108 to 33.127/33.128 and to avoid redefining triggering events. However, non access aware services may be ported completely if necessary (e.g. IMS).
