3GPP SA1 meeting #35
S1-070095
Bangalore, India, 29th Jan. – 2nd Feb., 2007 
Agenda Item:10.1  

Title:
Proposal for Resolutions of a Number of Editor's Notes in TR 22.980
Source: 
Ericsson, Siemens, Nokia
Contact:
Martin Johnsson (martin.johnsson@ericsson.com)
Cornelia Kappler (cornelia.kappler@siemens.com)
Petteri Pöyhönen (petteri.poyhonen@nokia.com)
1. Introduction
1. This contribution proposes ways for how to resolve a number of editor’s notes, as well as some other changes as agreed in previous meetings in TR 22.980. 
2. Proposal

It is proposed to resolve editor’s comments in accordance with proposed changes further outlined below.
	Start of 1st Change


The editor’s note at the beginning of section 4.1.1 saying: “Editors note: need to be clarified after having decided on use case”, is proposed to be removed as it has become obsolete when use cases have now been decided upon and also analyzed regarding composition types.
	End of 1st Change


	Start of 2nd Change


The editor’s note at the end of section 5.8 saying: Editors note: The dynamic aspects of network operators joining and leaving the multi-CA Roaming Consortium should be clarified, and an alternative scenario should also be added to better compare the pros and cons of the “de-centralized” V/S the “centralized” approach for a multi-CA setup addresses two different issues. 

The first part of the note regarding the dynamic aspects  was discussed at the SA1 #34 meeting, and where it was questioned how the roaming consortium could be maintained as members come and go in arbitrary ways and which could lead to e.g. disjoint groups of members in the consortium. As the roaming consortium as a whole is managed via the common/virtual CCN RC, it can be shown that it still holds as stated for this type of multi-CA that an individual member CCN only needs to be connected to one other member CCN to keep the multi-CA together Access provisioning rights to services provided by the different member CCNs can also be handled and provided via the common/virtual CCN. Thus, the first part of this sentence can be removed without further actions needed.
The second part of the editor’s note regarding an alternative scenario is addressed via a separate contribution, see S1-070119.
	End of 2nd Change


	Start of 3rd Change


The editor’s note in section 7.2 saying “Editors Note: This last requirement needs to be updated once we understand better what control is.”, is proposed to be removed as it has become clear what is meant by control in this TR, through the descriptions provided in section 4.4.
	End of 3rd Change


	Start of 4th Change


The editor’s note in section 7.2 saying “Editor’s note: Generally fine, but needs to be re-phrased.”, is proposed to be removed and with the associated requirement changed to:

Scope of Composition Agreement: The scope of a Composition Agreement is generally only bound to the parties (CCNs) that negotiated the agreement. If it also relies on any external parties (e.g. a home operator) for its execution, those external parties must be referred to in the Composition Agreement.
	End of 4th Change


	Start of 5th Change


The editor’s note in section 7.2 saying “Editor’s Note: Needs to be worked upon”, is proposed to be removed and handled as follows:
· The last sentence in the requirement on Mutual authentication shall be removed (which is the requirement the editor’s note refers to.

· The last sentence in the requirement on Identity shall be changed to “Examples of such an identifier could be a PLMN ID, or an identifier based on cryptographic properties.”
	End of 5th Change

	Start of 6th Change


The editor’s note in section 9 saying “Editor’s Note: The following text has been moved from section  “6.7 Composition example”  and needs proper explanation”, is proposed to be removed along with the text it refers to, as the reference introduced in section 6 as proposed in S1-070094 obsoletes this section.

	End of 6th Change

	Start of 7th Change


It was agreed at the SA1 #34 meeting to remove the internal structure of Core Network(s) in Figure 16 in section 5.2.4. The figure below provides and updated figure.
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This also leads to that the last sentence of section 5.2.4.6 shall be changed to:

- “Inherent to the scenario depicted is also to provide a general framework for how IMS-based services can be offered to users using any available access network option.”

	End of 7th Change


	Start of 8th Change


The editor’s note in beginning of Annex 2 saying “Editor’s Note: Title not yet agreed”, is proposed to be removed.

	End of 8th Change
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