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Abstract of the contribution:
This contribution proposes changes in the tables in Section 4.2 and some new text to explain the same tables.
1. Introduction
The following table is approved for Section 4.2.1 of TR23.810 in SA#24 in Jeju, Korea to better scope the ISB requirements.

	Scenarios of Service Interaction
	Current Phase of the Study
	To be addressed by future phases of the study

	Application interaction between application servers
	In scope
	

	Application interaction between providing entities
	In scope
	

	Application interaction between application types
	Only Interactions between subscribed applications in scope
	Candidate extension 

	Application interaction between application status
	In scope
	

	Application interaction between involved parties
	Only Interactions between applications for the same user are in scope


	Candidate extension 

	Application interaction between involved sessions
	Only Interactions between applications invoked in one session are in scope


	Candidate extension 

	Application interaction between service provider domains
	Only Interactions between applications provided by the same service provider are in scope.
	Candidate extension 


First, we propose to add more descriptive text to “candidate extension” in the table.  For example, the first “candidate extension” is changed to “interaction with unsubscribed applications is a candidate extension”.
Second, we propose to add the following new text to explain the implication to the ISB architecture with these scope-down scenarios.   Most of them follow the scope-down requirement from Section 4.1 with the following further clarification.
· The ISB focuses only on IMS and SIP services in Release 8 and cover only three types of IMS application servers: IM-SSF, SIP AS, OSA SCS Application Server.
· Interactions with unsubscribed applications such as 911 or 119 emergency services are not covered by the Release 8 ISB but should be extended and covered in future releases.
· The services addressed by the Release 8 ISB belong to a single session of a single user offered by a single provider. 

· The interactions among services that belong to multiple sessions, multiple users, or multiple providers are not covered in the Release 8 ISB but should be extended and covered in future releases.

The following table is approved for Section 4.2.2 of TR23.810 in SA#24 in Jeju, Korea to better scope the ISB requirements.

	Service Interaction Types
	Current Phase of the Study
	To be addressed by future phases of the study

	Service interactions without resolution
	Out of scope of SB
	

	Service interactions resolved by priority (precedence order)
	In scope
	

	Service interactions resolved with fixed chaining
	In scope
	

	Service Interactions resolved with dynamic chaining
	In scope


	Candidate extension


First, we propose to add more descriptive text to “candidate extension” in the table.  For example, the “candidate extension” above is changed to “candidate extension of dynamic chaining across multiple sessions, multiple users, and multiple service providers”.
Second, we propose to add the following clarification note to table 4.2.1: 
· The ISB focuses only on IMS and SIP services in current phase of the study and covers only three types of IMS application servers: IM-SSF, SIP AS, OSA SCS Application Server.

· 
· 
2. Proposal
The following text is proposed to add after the table in Section 4.2.1 for inclusion in TR 23.810.
*** FIRST CHANGE ***
Table 4.2.1-1 Application Interaction Scenarios - Phased Approach
	Scenarios of Service Interaction
	Current Phase of the Study
	To be addressed by future phases of the study

	Application interaction between application servers
	In scope
	

	Application interaction between providing entities
	In scope. See NOTE 1
	

	Application interaction between application types
	Only Interactions between subscribed applications in scope
	Interaction between unsubscribed application is a candidate extension

	Application interaction between application status
	Both Invoked and not Invoked application interactions are in scope
	

	Application interaction between involved parties
	Only Interactions between applications for the same user are in scope


	Interactions between different users is a candidate extension 

	Application interaction between involved sessions
	Only Interactions between applications invoked in one session are in scope


	Interactions between applications invoked in different sessions are a candidate extension 

	Application interaction between service provider domains
	Only Interactions between applications provided by the same service provider (e.g. IMS operator) are in scope.
	Interactions between applications provided by different service provider (e.g. IMS operator) are a candidate extension 

	NOTE 1: The ISB focuses only on IMS and SIP services in current phase of the study and covers only three types of IMS application servers: IM-SSF, SIP AS, OSA SCS Application Server.



· 
· 
· 
· 
*** End of FIRST CHANGE ***
The following text is proposed to add after the table in Section 4.2.2 for inclusion in TR 23.810.
*** SECOND CHANGE ***
Table 4.2.2-2 Application Scenarios - Scope
	Service Interaction Types
	Current Phase of the Study
	To be addressed by future phases of the study

	Service interactions without resolution
	Out of scope of SB
	

	Service interactions resolved by priority (precedence order)
	In scope
	

	Service interactions resolved with fixed chaining
	In scope
	

	Service Interactions resolved with dynamic chaining
	In scope with focus on single session, single user, and single provider services. See NOTE 1.

	Candidate extension of dynamic chaining across multiple sessions, multiple users, and multiple service providers

	NOTE 1: The current phase of the study ISB offers the service interaction management capabilities beyond static precedence order and fixed chaining offered by the existing initial Filter Criteria (iFC) mechanism in S-CSCF. ISB is a first step to offer dynamic precedence order and dynamic chaining of IMS SIP services in the IMS architecture.  



· 
· 
*** END of SECOND CHANGE ***
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