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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution provides rationale to replace an existing editor’s note regarding call setup delay in clause 5.1.3.5.1, ‘Solution Alternatives: CS Copy Cat model based on V-CSCF: Procedures and Flows: Home routing procedures: CS copy cat model for home routing’, of TR 23.850.
Introduction
It is proposed to replace the below referenced TR 23.850 editor’s note regarding call setup delay. This editor’s note appears in the clause dedicated to home network routing procedures.
Existing note in clause 5.1.3.5.1:

Editor's note:  Evaluation considerations include: This procedure introduces a delay in the call set up. This procedure can increase the risk of call failure.
Proposed replacement note:

Editor's note:  It is FFS whether or not the description of this non-optimal scenario should remain in the Technical Report.
Rationale for replacement:

The concern with call setup delay relates to all calls established by means of V-CSCF routing, not only calls in which the terminating subscriber is located in the same IMS network as the HPLMN of the originating subscriber. As such, this note could be associated with every scenario presently illustrated in the TR. The real issue is whether or not the ‘tromboning’ of session establishment signaling from the HPLMN to the VPLMN and back again is so sub-optimal that this information flow should not be given further consideration.
Proposal
It is proposed to accept the following indicated changes to TR 23.850.
* * * Begin of 1st Change * * * *

5.1.2 Functional Entities
5.1.3.5 Home routing procedures

5.1.3.5.1 CS copy cat model for home routing

The clause describes the procedures when an originated flow is routed back from the originating HPLMN to the originating VPLMN for onward routing decision. In this scenario, the terminating party will be in the HPLMN (i.e., this will be an originating request to another HPLMN subscriber). 
Editor's note:  It is FFS whether or not the description of this non-optimal scenario should remain in the Technical Report.
For simplicity of the drawings, only one intermediate network is shown. The V-CSCF is shown as separate logical entity, but can be collocated with e.g., either CSCF, BGCF, or IBCF. 

* * * End of 1st Change * * * *
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