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Abstract of the contribution: This paper discusses the relation between LI and E2E media transport, and concludes that LI does not apply for E2E media transport.
1. Discussion
In the last meeting, the OMR-based solution is conditional approved if it meets the LI requirement. And An LS (S2-151387) is sent to SA3-LI for clarification.

In the SA3-LI LS reply (S2-15xxxx/S3i150154), it clarifies:

1. Overall Description:

SA2 asks SA3-LI:
Q1: Does the OMR based solution, as described above for WebRTC users, meet the Lawful Interception requirement?
A:  One of the central requirements of LI is for transparency to be maintained.  That is, it should not be perceptible to any party not authorized to be aware of LI.  Disabling OMR on a per-target basis might raise transparency issues. As long as the requirements of Q.2.2 of TS 23.228, 3rd bullet of the 3rd paragraph, as copied below, still hold and can be applied based on operator policy (e.g., per-service), then disabling OMR within eWebRTCi is acceptable.
“Determine according to local policy if a TrGW is required in the user plane path for a purpose unrelated to transcoding or NAT, e.g., lawful intercept. Visited realm and secondary realm instances for previous user plane segments shall be removed to prevent subsequent signalling entities from bypassing the media resource.” 

It means the OMR-based solution cannot work well for LI because of transparency. 
2. Proposal
It is proposed to update 23.706 accordingly and a related CR (S2-151664) is also submitted.

*************************************************Start of 1st Change****************************************************

8.2.X
Solution 3: OMR-based e2ae media transport

8.2.X.1
Reference Architecture

This solution has no impact to the WebRTC architecture.

8.2.X.2
Solution Principles

This is a variant of Solution 2 (see clause 8.2.2) which complies with the Lawful Interception requirements. The difference compared to Solution 2 is as follows: when the eP-CSCF knows that the remote end is a WIC, instead of bypassing the eIMS-AGWs, the eIMS-AGWs remain allocated but media plane interworking is disabled, except when LI is needed.
This results in the following behaviour:

-
When LI is not performed, WebRTC media traverses the IMS-AGW, but remains encapsulated with the WebRTC protocols. 
-
When LI is performed, WebRTC media traverses the IMS-AGW, and media plane interworking is performed, i.e. same as Rel-12.
*************************************************End of Change******************************************************

*************************************************Start of 2nd Change****************************************************

8.3
Evaluation

8.4
Conclusion
Because of Lawful Interception requirements, the solutions in clauses 8.2.1 and 8.2.2 are not accepted.
The solution in clause 8.2.x remains as candidate approach, but requires further details before making a final conclusion.
*************************************************End of 2nd Change****************************************************
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