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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution provides a comparative analysis of architecture alternatives #2 and #4 for inclusion in the 'Assessment' clause of TR 23.832, and to conclude that Alternative 2 is the way forward in the ‘Conclusion’ clause.
Discussion
Recommendation

For the purpose of assessing Alternative 2 and Alternative 4 in greater detail, and for bringing TR 23.832 to a conclusion, it is proposed to insert the following text into the ’Assessment’ and ‘Conclusion’ clauses, respectively, of TR 23.832.
*** begin of the changes ***
7
Assessment

The following table represents an assessment of architecture Alternative 2 and Alternative 4 in greater detail.
	Criteria
	Alternative 2
	Alternative 4

	Anticipated Standards Impacts
	None.
	1. Several RANAP changes are required (e.g., passage of the ‘register the UE in IMS’ flag from the MSC to the IHAF) to duplicate 23.292 procedures if required by local policy.
2. Minor enhancements to the T-ADS procedure are needed.

	CS Core Network Offload
	1. HNB user plane traffic is offloaded from the legacy CS core network if a dedicated CS-MGW is deployed for HNB access.
2. HNB control plane (signalling) traffic is offloaded from the legacy CS core network if a dedicated MSC Server is deployed for HNB access.
	1. HNB user plane traffic is offloaded from the legacy CS core network, but at the cost of integrating a subset of CS-MGW functionality within the IMS HNB-GW.
2. HNB control plane (signalling) traffic is offloaded from the legacy CS core network to some degree, but at the cost of integrating a subset of MSC Server functionality within the IMS HNB-GW. Additionally, IHAF-MSC Server interaction is still required for mobility management signalling and for certain signalling events associated with IMS sessions (e.g., MSC-based CSG access control).


*** Next Change ***
8
Conclusion


Alternatives 1 and 7 are not recommended for standardization. Additional alternative proposals are not expected.
Alternatives 6 and 8 are not recommended for standardization since network-centric solutions are preferred in Rel-10.

Based upon the assessment analysis of network-centric solutions in clause 7, Alternative 2 is selected as the solution for IMS HNB over Alternative 4 in Rel-10, and no further 3GPP standardization work is required.
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