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Introduction
At CT4#48 the meeting it was agreed to no longer continue analysis on MSC judged solution or other solutions using CIC/Call reference. It was also agreed that the GCR shall be used to signal the call leg to the BSS but further study was required on solutions for GCR only and GCR plus BSS Id. However, progress hit a stalemate as there were contributions proposing to evaluate basic call establishment options and basic handover cases independently of the selected call leg correlation method however it was not possible to describe these example flows without including specifics from a given call leg correlation solution. To this end it was not agreeable to all parties to use the GCR only proposal as the basis for this. 

Proposal

In order to make progress it is proposed then to define basic flows for GCR+BSSId and use this as the basis for basic LCLS call establishment and basic handover scenarios. These basic flows will be used to evaluate the different options for LCLS establishment which although fundamentally independent of the call leg correlation method will use the GCR+BSSId as the basis in order to provide a common platform to analyse such issues and options. The basic flows do not need to completely address all issues relating to the GCR+BSSId solution.
The TR will then include subsequent sections to evaluate in more detail and analyse the pros and cons for each of the following solutions: GCR only, GCR plus BSS Id optional and GCR plus BSS Id mandatory. Each solution shall be derived from the basic flows and define where differences and deviations from the basic flow are required. The basic flow section is not intended to depict all call scenarios, rather it is to define a baseline for the other specific solutions and also permit common agreement on the LCLS BSSAP signalling.
Despite the fact that it is proposed to define the basic flow to be based on the GCR+BSS Id this does not suggest any level of decision for agreeing this as the final solution for LCLS; such a decision shall be made independently after assessing the pros and cons of the alternatives and agreeing the chosen solution is technically stable.
Proposed TR structure (as an amendment to C4-100268)

It is proposed to restructure the following clauses as below:
13 Call Establishment and Handover Scenarios for each Call Leg Correlation Method 

13.1

General

<this contains general text to explain the chapter>
13.2 Call Establishment and LCLS negotiation solutions

13.2.1
Basic call establishment and LCLS negotiation solutions

<this contains example call flow based on GCR+BSSId and then any options for LCLS negotiation and related analysis for options not specific to call leg correlation>

13.2.2 Specific scenarios and analysis of call establishment and LCLS signalling for GCR plus mandatory support of BSS Id solution.

<this contains example call flows specific to GCR+BSSId mandatory, using the flow(s) in 13.2.1 as a basis, indicating any deviations. It contains an analysis of the specific aspects of this call leg correlation method with pros and cons. >

13.2.3 Specific scenarios and analysis of call establishment and LCLS signalling for GCR plus optional support of BSS Id solution.

<this contains example call flows specific to GCR+BSSId optional, using the flow(s) in 13.2.1 as a basis, indicating any deviations. It contains an analysis of the specific aspects of this call leg correlation method with pros and cons. >

13.2.4 Specific scenarios and analysis of call establishment and LCLS signalling for GCR only solution.

<this contains example call flows specific to GCR only, using the flow(s) in 13.2.1 as a basis, indicating any deviations. It contains an analysis of the specific aspects of this call leg correlation method with pros and cons. >
13.3 Handover Scenarios
13.3.1
Basic handover solutions

<this contains example handover flows based on GCR+BSSId and then any options for LCLS handover and related analysis for options not specific to call leg correlation>

13.3.2 Specific handover scenarios and analysis of GCR plus mandatory support of BSS Id solution.

<this contains example handover flows specific to GCR+BSSId mandatory, using the flow(s) in 13.3.1 as a basis, indicating any deviations. It contains an analysis of the specific aspects of this call leg correlation method with pros and cons. >

13.3.3 Specific handover scenarios and analysis of GCR plus optional support of BSS Id solution.

<this contains example handover flows specific to GCR+BSSId optional, using the flow(s) in 13.3.1 as a basis, indicating any deviations. It contains an analysis of the specific aspects of this call leg correlation method with pros and cons. >

13.3.4 Specific handover scenarios and analysis of GCR only solution.

<this contains example handover flows specific to GCR only, using the flow(s) in 13.3.1 as a basis, indicating any deviations. It contains an analysis of the specific aspects of this call leg correlation method with pros and cons. >
        13.4   Comparison and Conclusions on Call Establishment and Handover Scenarios 

Conclusions

The TR restructure P-CR in Tdoc C4-100268 should be updated to include the abovementioned structure. CT4 shall agree on the basic call flows and use this to analyse general LCLS aspects. The basic flows do not need to completely address all issues relating to the GCR+BSSId solution, i.e. any contentious issues specific to this solution should be addressed in the specific section(s). Contributions to the sub-sections for each call leg correlation solution shall be based on agreed basic call flows, highlighting the differences and any additions or deviations from this flow. The feasibility study shall allow contributions on the GCR only, GCR+BSSId Optional and GCR+BSSId Mandatory solutions to evaluate the differences and pros and cons; the fact that GCR+BSSId is agreed to be used in the example basic sequences is not any agreement at this stage to adopt this as the final solution. 
Sections for MSC-Judged solution and other such solutions are marked grey in the TR and the following statement added:

This section shall not be further progressed or analysed. The contents herein may not be technically correct or complete.

