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1. Introduction
The evaluation of solutions for establishment of collaborative session upon originating session setup is added. 
2. Reason for Change
The evaluation of solutions for establishment of collaborative session upon originating session setup is added. 
3. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 24.837 v0.4.0.
* * * First Change * * * *

 5.4
 Evaluation of solutions for establishment of collaborative session upon session setup

5.4.1
Evaluation of solutions for establishment of collaborative session upon originating session setup
5.4.1.1
Pros and cons of alternative1- indicating collaborative session establishment by providing controllee UE SIP URI in SDP
Advantages:

-
Low overhead in terms of message size; and
-
Media information is kept in one place; 
Disadvantages:

-
Depends on personal IETF draft, which might not be aligned with the SDP semantics; and
-
The impact to PCC is FFS. 
5.4.1.2
Pros and cons of alternative2- indicating collaborative session establishment by by tunneled SIP REFER request
Advantages:

Disadvantages:

-
Overhead in terms of message size;
-
Requires new IETF standardisation work in order to indicate to the SCC AS that the SIP INVITE request contains included an embeded SIP REFER request that triggers the establishment of a collaborative session; 
-
It is FFS how much extra parsing of initial SIP INVITE requests is needed in order to determine the request to trigger a collaborative session; and

-
Forking impacts are FFS.
5.4.1.3
Pros and cons of alternative 3 – indicating collaborative session establishment by providing controllee UE SIP URI in SDP using P-Asserted-Identity
Advantages:

-
Low overhead in terms of message size; and
-
Media information is kept in one place;
Disadvantages:

-
Depends on personal IETF draft, which might not be aligned with the SDP semantics; and
-
The impact to PCC is FFS.
5.4.2.2
Evaluation of procedures for establishment of collaborative session upon terminating IMS session setup

5.4.2.2.1
Pros and Cons of Alternative 1 – indicating collaborative session establishment by providing controllee UE SIP URI in SDP
Advantages:

-
Low overhead in terms of message size; and

-
Media information is kept in one place.
Disadvantages:

-
depends on personal IETF draft, which might not be aligned with current SDP; and
-
The impact to PCC is FFS.
5.4.2.2.2
Pros and Cons of Alternative 2 – indicating collaborative session establishment by tunneled SIP REFER request

Advantages:

Disadvantages:

-
Overhead in terms of message size;
-
Requires new IETF standardisation work in order to indicate to the SCC AS that the SIP INVITE request contains included an embeded SIP REFER request that triggers the establishment of a collaborative session; and
-
It is FFS how much extra parsing of initial SIP INVITE requests is needed in order to determine the request to trigger a collaborative session.
5.4.2.2.3
Pros and Cons of Alternative 3 – indicating collaborative session establishment by SIP REFER request before SIP 200 (OK) response

Advantages:

-
Does not require IETF standardisation.
Disadvantages:

-
Overhead in terms of message size.
5.4.2.2.4
Pros and Cons of Alternative 4 – Using SIP 300 (Multiple Choices) response
Advantages:

-
Does not require IETF standardisation.
Disadvantages:

-
Overhead in terms of message size.
