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1. Introduction
This contribution proposes a comparison table for the Sol-B.
2. Reason for Change

This contribution proposes a comparison table for the Sol-B.
4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree on this new alternative to be included in 3GPP TR 29.806.
* * * First Change * * *

7.1.X
Sol-B Alternative P-CSCF and PCRF based Restoration
Following table summarizes comparison criteria fulfilment for this alternative. Objective compliance is grey shaded.

Table 7.1.X/1 :
	Alternative P-CSCF and PCRF based Restoration

	Criteria
	Fulfilment
	Evaluation

	Avoid massive signalling
	Fully compliant 
	Since the proposed P-CSCF recovery procedure is triggered only when an associated P-CSCF receives incoming IMS call.

	Improve reliability
	Fully compliant
	Since the proposed P-CSCF recovery procedure is triggered only when an associated P-CSCF receives incoming IMS call.

	Do not impact existing GSMA compliant UE
	Fully compliant
	No specific UE procedures required.

Both release 8 based UE and release 9 based UE can be handled based on operator configuration.

	Service availability
	Fully compliant
	Recovery is not dependent on massive signally that overloads the system and delays re-registration.



	Minimize H-PLMN resource usage to provide visited P-CSCF recovery
	Fully compliant
	No impact to the HPLMN for the IMS service to roaming users.

	Applicability
	Compliant
	3GPP accesses and Non-3GPP accesses only when PCC is deployed.

	Impacted elements
	4
	S-CSCF/ATCF/IBCF, P-CSCF, PCRF and P-GW/GGSN

	Impacted interfaces
	2
	Rx and Gx

	Complexity
	Medium
	Impacts on an alternative P-CSCF could be considered as medium impacts since alternative P-CSCF has to receive and treat a SIP INVITE message that has no UE context in the P-CSCF.
Impacts on Rx could be considered as medium impacts since STR command must be sent without session ID. 

	Performance impact
	Very Low
	Very low impacts since restoration triggering is done on per UE need basis and node behaviour complexity is low.

	Roaming considerations
	No (Yes, only if explicit indication is needed)
	This alternative works within a single operator domain.
If explicit indication needs to be added in the SIP INVITE message that is sent from S-CSCF to alternative P-CSCF, both HPLMN and VPLMN network has to be upgraded to support this feature. But no its necessity is identified so far.

	PDN connection reattach required
	No (if reusing the Release 9 based solution) or Yes (otherwise)
	If operator wishes to use Release 9 based solution, this solution can provide it based on operator policy. It is possible since this alternative is basically reusing the Release 9 based solution.

	Coexistence with existing mechanism
	Yes
	It is possible since this alternative is basically reusing the Release 9 based solution.

	Added value
	None
	-

	Limitations or drawbacks
	None
	This solution works only if P-CSCF interworks with only one IP domain if IPv4 is deployed.
This solution works with only one IMS APN.


* * * End of Changes * * *
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