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Abstract of the contribution: this contribution seeks clarification on what are the differences between the 2 alternative in the TR 23.826 and proposal to document the solutions.
I. Introduction
In the latest TR 23.826.010 it is very difficult to identify the conceptual differences between alternative 1 (from Nortel) and alternative 2 (from Qualcomm).  Both solutions utilized the VCC DTF to anchor the emergency service call and reused the TS 23.167 visited network solution, although some obvious differences are noticed:

1) Alternative 1 assumes that a RUA function of ICCF is used; while Alternative 2 notes that the need of RUA is FFS.

2) The call flows of Alternative 1 use one of alternative protocols that may be applicable to the interface between E-CSCF and LRF per 23.167; while the call flows of Alternative 2  use the generic messages for the same interface as shown in 23.167.
At the SA2#59 meeting, during the discussion of this agenda topic, verbal comments were made to merge these two solutions as one, because participants couldn’t tell the differences in the two alternatives.

2. Discussions

Below is extract of Alternative 1 from the TR 23.826

*****************

6.1 Alternative 1 VCC in the Visited Network - Alternative 1

6.1.1

Architectural Details

6.1.1.1

General

This clause presents an architectural alternative for enablement of Domain Transfers for Emergency calls between CS domain and IMS, which may be invoked multiple times in either direction while the user is engaged in an Emergency call. The solution is applicable to Emergency Calls made by authorized users. 

……..

6.1.1.2

Reference Architecture

The reference architecture for VCC Emergency Calls is provided in Figure 6.1.1.2-1 below. 
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Figure 6.1.1.2-1: VCC Emergency Call Architecture
Below is extract of Alternative 2 from the TR 23.826

6.2
VCC in the Visited Network - Alternative 2

6.2.1

Architectural Details

Figure 6.2.1-1 shows a possible reference model based on Figure 6.4.1.2-1 in TS 23.206. The E-CSCF and DTF reside in the original visited IMS network. The visited network P-CSCF (which is also part of the model) is not shown in this figure.

NOTE: When the UE is not roaming the home IMS network becomes the visited IMS network.
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Figure 6.2.1-1 – Possible Reference Model for VCC support for an IMS Emergency Call

3. Proposal
Due to lack of details to differentiate the 2 alternatives documented in the TR 23.826, the contributing companies propose:
a. If solutions are indeed similar, they should be merged as one solution

b. If solutions are different, a more descriptive introductory texts are needed to identify the solutions and different names shall be allocated to each solution.
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