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1. Overall Description:

3GPP TSG-SA WG2 (SA2) thanks GSMA PSMC and NG for the LS on VoLTE Roaming Architecture (S2-15xxxx, S2-15yyyy).
SA2 discussed the issues as informed in these LSs and would like to report the result of the study as follows:

Issue 1: Unauthenticated IMS Emergency Call
· SA2 discussed the issue and agreed the CRs in S2-15xxxx (Release xx) / not agreed / etc
· If not agreed, write expected timeframe for conclusion

Issue 2: Non UE detectable IMS Emergency Call
· SA2 discussed the issue and agreed the CRs in S2-15xxxx (Release xx) / not agreed / etc
· If not agreed, expected timeframe for conclusion

Issue 3: Lawful Intercept
· [Itsuma’s proposal] SA2 understands that this issue is reviewed by 3GPP SA3 / SA3-LI.
Issue 4: SRVCC
· SA2 discussed the issue and agreed the CRs in S2-15xxxx (Release xx) / not agreed / etc
· [Itsuma’s proposal] SA2 agrees that the architecture proposed by the GSMA (i.e. ATCF/ATGW in HPLMN) is technically feasible. SA2 would like GSMA to be aware that SRVCC with anchor in HPLMN is likely to not meet the interruption requirements; SA2 trusts that GSMA evaluates the end-to-end SRVCC quality and make appropriate decision.
· [Does SA2 need to do more than this? – and if yes, what SA2 needs to do and write expected timeframe]

Issue 5: Co-existence of LBO and S8HR
· SA2 discussed the issue and agreed the CRs in S2-15xxxx (Release xx) / not agreed / etc

· If not agreed, write expected timeframe for conclusion

Issue 6: Netloc in IMS Registration
· SA2 discussed the issue and agreed the CRs in S2-15xxxx (Release xx) / not agreed / etc

· If not agreed, write expected timeframe for conclusion

Issue 7: Geo-local number handling
· SA2 discussed the issue and agreed the CRs in S2-15xxxx (Release xx) / not agreed / etc

· [Itsuma’s proposal] SA2 identified that this topic requires discussion on all variants of IMS voice roaming architecture options. 

· If not agreed, write expected timeframe for conclusion

Other issue that SA2 have newly identified

· List here new items that SA2 find (if any); together with the status of the discussion + expected timeframe for conclusion

2. Actions:

To GSMA PSMC.

ACTION: 
SA2 would like to kindly ask GSMA PSMC to take above information into account. SA2 would like to receive further update on the GSMA decision on whether to endorse S8HR as an official VoLTE roaming architecture.
3. Date of Next 3GPP TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #109 
25-29 May 2015
Fukuoka, Japan.

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #110 
6-10 July 2015

Dubrovnik, Croatia.

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #111 
19-23 October 2015
China (location TBD).
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