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1. Overall Description:

On the TEI9 topic of selective camping to enhance user's CSFB experience CT1 is progressing with stage 3 CRs with the intention of realising the intentions of S2-095993, S2-095994, S2-096004 and S2-096005.
In doing the stage 3 work, CT1 discussed aspects of intended functionality of using UE usage and voice settings to choose RFSP index and selecting the most appropriate camping strategies that can involve manoeuvring IDLE UE in E-UTRAN to camp on 2G/3G and to hand those UEs back to E-UTRAN when UE gets into a PS session. During these discussions, it was considered useful to seek clarifications from SA2 on the following:-

1. It is unclear how the Rel-8 23.221 voice domain selection method and this TEI9 Rel-9 selective camping method will have to co-exist and interact. The co-existence and interactions have direct implications on stage 3 work and stage 2 views clarifying the interactions and co-existence will be useful.

2. It is clear that the UE usage and voice settings by themselves do not indicate the UE's mode of operation and do not indicate that the UE has a voice solution in E-UTRAN - this is particularly so for a E-UTRAN capable UE that powers up in 2G/3G. Given that, CT1 seek understanding on the thinking of using UE usage and voice settings to choose the RFSP to be applied. For instance (although not the concensus of CT1) it was wondered if the UE usage settings alone indicating if UE is voice centric or data centric is more distinctive an indication for choosing which RFSP to apply. Some companies consider that perhaps even more information than just UE usage and voice settings are needed.
Thus CT1 seek clarification in the interest of correct implementation, why it is considered that UE usage and voice setting – given it does not indicate the UE's mode of operation or the UE's voice solution in E-UTRAN – is the appropriate and complete information required.

3. A user or even an application can change the UE from voice centric to data centric (or vice-versa). Although the frequency of such changes is expected to be infrequent, they are unpredictable. When that is done that needs some rather dynamic reaction to provide the user (or the application) the requested usage. It was discussed and queried if the UE when once manoeuvred to do selective camping in 2G/3G by RFSP and staying in IDLE mode can react quick enough.


4. In the SA2 CRs, SA2 is clear that the provision of UE usage and voice setting is through UE Network Capabilities. The CRs proposed to CT1 proposed to provide this information through MS Network Capabilities. Regardless of which IE to use, CT1 wonders why SA2 is so specific as to why the information has to be provided in an existing IE. Rather it was questioned whether UE should provide just an indication of validity/availability of information in the MS network capability and then a dedicated IE be introduced to convey the UE's usage and voice setting.
Essentially here, CT1 wonders if SA2 has some specific reason why SA2 has decided on such protocol details.

2. Actions:

To SA2group.

ACTION: 

CT1 kindly request SA2 to provide clarifications to the queries above.
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