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Introduction
The last editor’s note in clause 6.1.2.1 (actually numbered 6.2.2.1 in the TR) should mention that Alternative 3 can be used to avoid failure of the handover. We also believe that looking at how to shorten the delay is not really for further study, but rather, whether the delay is an issue and how to prevent problems if it is.

Some editorial changes are also included.
Proposed Changes
**** Start of change ****

6.1
Alternative 1 - enhancement using delay prediction

6.1.1
Architecture Reference Model

Editor’s Note:
This subclause will contain the architecture reference model for the enhanced SRVCC.

This alternative will not change the reference architecture of original SRVCC, i.e. the architecture reference model is the same as 3GPP TS 23.216[3].
6.1.2
Functional Entities

Editor’s Note:
This subclause will define the functionalities of functional entities for the enhanced SRVCC.

6.1.2.1
MSC Server

MSC Server should be enhanced with the following capabilities besides the functions defined in TS 23.216[3]:

1.
 When sending Session Transfer Initiation message (e.g. INVITE message), MSC Server shall not include the SDP information of MGW. MSC Server shall include it in the latter ACK message;

2.
MSC Server shall be predefined with the average time span for itself to send the message related to CS handover to the local UE.
3.
MSC Server shall initiate and manage a Timer, which is used to synchronize the session transfer procedure and the CS handover procedure to make the flow breaks caused by them start almost at the same time. 

Editor’s Note 1: It is FFS whether the scenario that MSC Server dose not support SIP interface to ICS/SCC AS should be considered. It should be further checked if SIP interface is mandatory for MSC Server enhanced for SRVCC in TS 23.216[3].

Editor’s Note 2:  Whether the offerless INVITE request could be used in IMS is FFS (should be checked).The impact of offerless INVITE request on UE and PCC is TBD.

Editor’s Note 3:  It is FFS whether a round trip estimate based on one sample will be adequate for the algorithm. Since the main part of the round trip time is contributed by the SIP node that processing SIP messages and the estimate does not need to be very perfect, it shoud be further checked if one round trip is enough for this alternative.

Editor’s Note 4:  The delay in sending the handover command may cause failure of the handover under high (speed) mobility conditions. Alternative 3, in clause 6.3, has been proposed as a way to address this.Whether additional failures are likely to occur is for further study.
**** End of change ****
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