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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes a way forward to have multiple solutions for key issue #3. It is proposed to select solution #3 (HSS-based solution) as well as solution #6 (PCC-based solution).
Discussion
At SA2#113, the following working assumption was taken, then this contribution addresses the strong need for multiple solutions for key issue#3. Especially, there is a strong preference about solution #3 as captured in Section 6.3.
For Key Issue 3 - Determination of the ID of the visited PLMN at IMS Entities in HPLMN:

-
Solution #6 as captured in Section 6.6 is the selected solution.
Editor’s note: This conclusion may be challenged in SA2#114 if it can be shown that the solution does not meet requirements for key issue #3 or it can be shown that there is strong need for multiple solution.

First, the most important advantage of solution #3 is that no additional signalling interaction to get the VPLMN ID is needed. VPLMN ID is carried via existing SIP signalling interaction. 

From the operator’s perspective, the signalling load issue of the network is recently very critical because the number of subscriber is on the increase and the relative traffic form them is also increasing.
Therefore, the co-authors of this contribution seek for the solution with few signalling load impact, so propose to select solution #3. 

Next, the multiple solutions have been selected in the several standard issues with consideration of the development situations or preferences of operators. 

The co-authors of this contribution would like to propose to allow the operators to have flexibility for deployment of their commercial services. 

According to operator’s preference or network deployment strategy, they can deploy one of multiple solutions.
Proposal
We propose to select solution #3 as multiple solutions for key issue #3. It is proposed to add the following changes to TR 23.749.
* * * * Start of 1st Change * * * *
8
Conclusions

For Key Issue 1a (How to handle UE's IMS emergency registration) and Key Issue 1b (How to support PSAP callback):

-
Solution #5 captured in clause 6.5 is the selected solution, pending an analysis of its security aspects by SA3.
Editor’s note:
This conclusion is a working assumption and may be challenged in SA2#114 if it can be shown that that there is a solution to key issue #1a and #1b that is more efficient and has less impact on the system compared to solution #5.
For Key Issue 2 - Handling of non UE detectable Emergency Session:

-
Solution #1 with option c) (possibly as described in Solution #1a: How P-CSCF can detect emergency numbers in a VPLMN”) for inter-operator database query is selected. This can be complemented with local configuration as in option a), with a limited number of roaming partners (e.g. bordering countries) and where option c is not used for these cases.
For Key Issue 3 - Determination of the ID of the visited PLMN at IMS Entities in HPLMN:
-
Solution #6 as captured in Section 6.6 is the selected solution.
-
Solution #3 as captured in Section 6.3 is also the selected solution, especially, for operators which would like to minimize overall signaling impacts of the operator’s network.

For Key Issue 4 - Local Number Translation and Routing:

-
Solution #2 Local Number Translation captured in Section 6.2 is the selected solution.

Editor’s Note: This conclusion may be challenged in SA2#114 if it can be shown that the solution does not meet requirements for key issue #4. 
* * * * End of Changes * * * *
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