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Abstract of the contribution:

The iFire study in TR 33.830 was deemed 70% complete after SA#68 and contributions to this meeting propose recommendations and conclusions to complete the TR and propose that normative specification work on this topic is started. Assuming it is agreed to start normative specification work, it needs to be considered how the work will be done and which groups should be involved. In this contribution we consider some options and propose a way forward

Background

When the iFire study was initiated it was agreed that the topic was a mixture of security architecture and system architecture work and there were some calls for the work to be led by SA2 with support from SA3. However, due to the high workload in SA2 it was decided to perform the study in SA3. We believe that the study has been quite successfully handled by SA3 with the TR covering both security aspects and system architecture aspects. When starting the normative specification phase we consider the following options for how the work could be sub-divided between working groups. We consider the stage 2 and stage 3 work in turn.
Stage 2 specification work

The normative specification work will be characterised by the same split in security architecture and system architecture work and therefore the arguments about whether the work should be done in SA2 or SA3 are quite similar to the arguments that took place when the study was agreed. We believe that due to the still high workload in SA2, and for continuity reasons, it would be most logical to carry out the stage 2 work in SA3. Of course SA2 can still be kept informed of the work and could be given secondary responsibility for the stage 2 specifications.
Stage 3 specification work

SA3 often provides stage 2 specifications with stage 3 work farmed out to RAN and CT working groups. However, there are exceptions to this and several SA3 specifications contain stage 3 specification detail. Examples include TS 33.110, TS 33.328, TS 33.223, TS 33.224, TS 33.210 and TS 33.310. In principle SA3 could provide stage 2 specifications for iFire and farm out stage 3 work to CT1. However, based on the results of the study in TR 33.830 and the relatively small size of the needed specification work, we believe that it would be more efficient to do the work in one single TS led by one single work group and that that working group should be SA3 for continuity reasons. Of course CT1 can still be kept informed of the work and could be given secondary responsibility for the stage 3 specifications.
New or existing TS

We believe that the normative specifications should be contained in a new TS rather than provided in a new normative annex to TS 33.203 as this would allow the specifications to be more easily adapted to cover non-IMS cases in future (SMURF work item). Furthemore, TS 33.203 already has enough Annexes!

Summary and conclusions

We propose that:

· Stage 2 specification work for iFire is done in SA3 with SA2 having secondary responsibility
· Stage 3 specification work for iFire is done in SA3 with CT1 having secondary responsibility

· The Stage 2 and Stage 3 specifications for iFire are provided in a single new TS 
