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1. Introduction
This P-CR is submitted in order to collect all final changes to TR 24.837, especially to reflect the decisions taken during CT1#69 and CT1#70 meetings on which alternatives to take forward. After this CR has been agreed, TR 24.837 will be closed.

2. Reason for Change

The work on Rel-10 IUT enhancements is planned to be finished by March 2011 plenary. Therfore all solutions which are agreed upon, must be incorporated to TS 24.237. TR 24.837 can be closed after decisions on all alternatives have been taken. This CR reflects all decisions taken during the CT1#69 and CT1#70 meetings. 
3. Conclusions

See below.
4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 24.837 (in the initial version this CR proposes no changes). 
5
Protocol evaluation 

5.1
General

Editor's Note: If for one or more of the functionalities described in this TR several different protocol proposals exist, the related evaluation on which of the different protocols to use will be done in this subclause. 

5.2
Evaluation of solutions for inter-UE transfer and collaborative session procedures for UEs belonging to different IMS subscriptions under the same operator
5.2.1
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclause 4.2.2.1 will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
5.3
Discovery of UEs of different IMS subscriptions which can participate in collaborative sessions
5.3.1
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that no specific additional procedures need to be described in Rel-10 for the discovery of UEs of different IMS subscriptions which can participate in collaborative sessions. 

5.4
Evaluation of solutions for establishment of collaborative session upon session setup
5.4.0
Conclusion
1) Originating Case

	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.4.2.1.1.1
	1A – controllee UE SIP URI in SDP / Media Negotiation with remote party first 
	
	
	

	4.4.2.1.1.2
	1B – controller UE SIP URI in SDP / Media Negotiation with controllee UE first
	
	
	tdoc C1-110658

	4.4.2.1.2
	2 – tunneled REFER / multipart/related Content-Type parameter
	
	
	tdoc C1-110532

	4.4.2.1.3
	3 – controller UE SIP URI in SDP using P-Asserted-Identity / a-line
	
	
	tdoc C1-110656

	4.4.2.1.3A
	3 – controller UE SIP URI in SDP using P-Asserted-Identity / c-line
	
	
	tdoc C1-110655

	4.4.2.1.4
	4 – REFER including recipient list
	
	
	tdoc C1-110526


For the originating case, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the originating case, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
2) Terminating Case
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.4.2.2.1
	1 – 183 (Session Progress)
	
	
	

	4.4.2.2.2
	2 – tunneled REFER / 
multipart/related Content-Type parameter
	
	
	tdoc C1-110532

	4.4.2.2.3
	3 – REFER before 200 OK response
	
	
	

	4.4.2.2.4
	4 – 300 (Multiple Choices)
	
	
	


For the terinating case, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the terminating case, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
****************** NEXT CHANGE ****************************

5.5
Evaluation of solutions for transfer of control of a collaborative session

5.5.1
Conclusion
1) Indication whether controller capable UE wants to be controller

	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.5.2.1.1
	1 – iut-controller feature tag
	
	
	

	4.5.2.1.2.2
	2A – XML body / SIP INFO
	
	
	

	4.5.2.1.2.3
	2B – XML body / transfer request
	
	
	

	4.5.2.1.3
	3 – new media feature tag
	
	
	


For the indication whether a controller capable UE wants to be a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the indication whether a controller capable UE wants to be a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
2) Indication that other UE is requested to become controller UE
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.5.2.2.1
	1 – REFER with method=REFER
	
	
	

	4.5.2.2.2.2
	2A – XML body / SIP INFO
	
	
	

	4.5.2.2.2.3
	2B – XML body / event package
	
	
	

	4.5.2.2.2.4
	2C – XML body / in Refer-To URI
	
	
	

	4.5.2.2.3
	3 – SIP header field
	
	
	

	4.5.2.2.4
	4 – media feature tag in Accept-Contact in Refer-To URI
	
	
	


For the indication that other UE is requested to become a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the indication that other UE is requested to become a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
3) Indication to another UE that it is requested to become controller UE
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.5.2.3.2.2
	1A – XML body / SIP INFO
	
	
	

	4.5.2.3.2.3
	1B – XML body / event package
	
	
	

	4.5.2.3.2.4
	1C – XML body / as MIME type in request
	
	
	

	4.5.2.3.3
	2 – SIP header field
	
	
	

	4.5.2.3.4
	3 – media feature tag in Accept-Contact in Refer-To URI
	
	
	


For the indication to another UE that it is requested to become a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the indication to another UE that it is requested to become a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
4) Indication of acceptance of becoming a controller
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.5.2.4.1.2
	1A – XML body / in 200 (OK) 
	
	
	

	4.5.2.3.1.3
	1B – XML body / in SIP INFO
	
	
	

	4.5.2.4.2
	2 – SIP header field
	
	
	

	4.5.2.4.3
	3 – new feature tag
	
	
	


For the indication of acceptance of becoming a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the indication of acceptance of becoming a controller, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
5) Indication that another UE has become controller UE
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.5.2.5.1.2
	1A – XML body / SIP INFO
	
	
	

	4.5.2.5.1.3
	1B – XML body / event package
	
	
	

	4.5.2.5.2
	2 – SIP header field
	
	
	

	4.5.2.5.3.1
	3A – sipfrag / XML body
	
	
	

	4.5.2.5.3.2
	3B – sipfrag / new header field
	
	
	

	4.5.2.5.3.3
	3C – sipfrag / feature tag in Contact header
	
	
	


For the indication that another UE has become controller UE, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the indication that another UE has become controller UE, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
****************** NEXT CHANGE ****************************

5.6
Evaluation of solutions for media flows transfer

5.6.0
Conclusion
1) Media flows transfer initiated by a UE not participating in the ongoing collaborative session


	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.6.2.1.1.1
	1 – REFER with feature tag
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.1.2
	2 – REFER with methdo=REFER
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.1.3
	3 – SIP INVITE
	
	
	


For the media flows transfer initiated by a UE not participating in the ongoing collaborative session, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the media flows transfer initiated by a UE not participating in the ongoing collaborative session, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
2) Media flow transfer initiated by a UE not participating in the ongoing collaborative session - media on controllee UE


	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.6.2.1.1a.1
	1 – REFER with feature tag
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.1a.2
	2 – REFER with methdo=REFER
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.1a.3
	3 – SIP INVITE
	
	
	


For the media flows transfer initiated by a UE not participating in the ongoing collaborative session - media on controllee UE, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the media flows transfer initiated by a UE not participating in the ongoing collaborative session - media on controllee UE, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
3) Media flows transfer initiated when no collaborative session has been established

	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.6.2.1.2.1
	1 – REFER with feature tag
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.2.2
	2 – REFER with methdo=REFER
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.2.3
	3 – SIP INVITE
	
	
	


For the media flows transfer initiated when no collaborative session has been established, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the media flows transfer initiated when no collaborative session has been established, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
4) Media flows transfer initiated by a controllee UE of an ongoing collaborative session
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.6.2.1.3.1
	1 – REFER with feature tag
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.3.2
	2 – REFER with methdo=REFER
	
	
	

	4.6.2.1.3.3
	3 – SIP INVITE
	
	
	


For the media flows transfer initiated by a controllee UE of an ongoing collaborative session, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the media flows transfer initiated by a controllee UE of an ongoing collaborative session, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
6) Controllee UE initiated addition of media to another controllee UE
	Subclause
	Alternative
	Pro
	Dropped?
	Comments

	4.6.2.2.2.1
	1 – REFER with feature tag
	
	
	

	4.6.2.2.2.2
	2 – REFER with methdo=REFER
	
	
	


For the controllee UE initiated addition of media to another controllee UE, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will NOT be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
For the controllee UE initiated addition of media to another controllee UE, the decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclauses $$$ will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
****************** NEXT CHANGE ****************************

5.8
Inter-UE transfer between UEs connected to the IMS and UEs in the CS domain
5.8.0
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that no specific additional procedures need to be described in Rel-10 for the inter-UE transfer between UEs connected to the IMS and UEs in the CS domain. 
****************** NEXT CHANGE ****************************

5.10
Collaborative session handling upon loss of collaborative session control
5.10.0
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclause 4.10.2.1 and subclause 4.10.2..2 will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
5.11
Media Modification
5.11.0
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that the procedures as described in subclause 4.11.2.1 and subclause 4.11.2..2 will be specified in normative specifications in release 10. 
5.12
Collaborative session profile
5.12.0
Conclusion
The decision of the CT1 working group is that no specific additional procedures need to be described in Rel-10 for the collaborative session profile. 
****************** NEXT CHANGE ****************************

5.14
Evaluation of solutions for execution of supplementary services

5.14.0
Conclusion

The decision of the CT1 working group is that the alternative 1 (as described in subclause 4.13.2.1.1.1) will be specified in normative specifications in release 10.
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