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Abstract of the contribution: This document analyzes some properties of Alternative 2 in the VCC for Emergency TR and (based upon the impacts to specific CS and IMS elements) recommends that it is not considered further in the analyses of the alternatives.
Discussion:

Paper S2-087795 presented briefly at SA2#69 was a first attempt to compare the four architectural alternatives for VCC for IMS Emergency. The comparison was based upon the current state of the TR, but the document was noted to give time to owners of some of the architectural alternatives to rationalize their alternatives to meet the new scoping for Release 9.

Filling in the tables in “Section 7 Evaluation” and just agreeing on this content alone is going to be quite an arduous task and therefore if we can identify some specific impacts of some of the alternatives that would not be acceptable to the operator community, that would allow more time to compare the remaining options and allow for possible merging of the options.

Let’s consider Alternative 2. One of the options in Alternative 2 requires modifications at the GMLC to make it “VCC aware”:

· The GMLC is required to allocate an IMRN/VDN and return it to MSC in the NA-ESRK parameter in the MAP-SLR response. 

· The GMLC is also made aware that the MAP-SLR is a request for domain transfer. In this case, the GMLC has to interact with the LRF to make it aware of the DT request. Note: For this to work, DTAP may need to be modified so that the MSC is aware that the request is for DT and not an origination. 
· The GMLC may be a shared resource in the network

Because of the above reasons, it does not seem desirable to modify the GMLC in this way. None of the other alternatives require changes to the existing GMLC.

Additionally, the criteria for the evaluation states that we should attempt to minimize the impact to existing CS core and IMS elements.

Proposal:

We seek operator input on whether it is acceptable to modify the GMLC and make it “VCC-aware”. If the answer by the operator community is “No”, then SA2 should agree to NOT consider Alternative 2 further in the analyses or merging of the alternatives. This could be recorded in the minutes of the IMS-SWG report if need be. 
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