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1. Overall Description:

3GPP CT1 thanks GSMA IREG RILTE for their LS on the use of SDP Capability Negotiation. 
Your attention is drawn to 3GPP TS 24.229 which contains the normative requirement to implement this extension (RFC 5939) within annex A (see table A.317 item 30 and condition 6 which specifies:
IF A.3A/50 OR A.3A/50A OR A.3/6 OR A.3/9B OR A.3A/89 THEN m ELSE o - - multimedia telephony service participant, multimedia telephony service application server, MGCF, IBCF, ATCF (UA).

We believe this is the prime requirement mandating support.

This was created after some joint discussion with SA4, and exchange of liaison statements can be seen in S4-080272/C1-081519 and S4-080150/C1-080647.

The solution with multiple INVITE requests was discussed when the current mechanism was documented (see C1-080319). The following was identified in that document:
However, there are some issues with relying on such try-and-see-it-it-works mechanism:

1.
Having to send a second initial INVITE will cause call setup delay.

2.
There is no explicit indication/response code in SIP to indicate that AVPF was the problem

3.
In a forking scenario the error response triggered due to AVPF may never reach the offerer, in case the forking proxy receives a “better” error response from some other terminating UE.

In addition at release 6, CT1 did much work on ensuring that resource reservation was expedited to ensure rapid establishment of the media bearers. The multiple INVITE solution apparently renders that work ineffective.

CT1 would additionally draw attention that 3GPP TS 24.229 is a common IMS document, and is required to work with terminals implemented on a wide range of access technologies, and not just 3GPP access technologies. Support of capabilities (e.g. AVPF) on 3GPP terminals is not necessarily an indicator of support on terminals on other access technologies.
CT1 currently sees no reason to revise its specifications based on the GSMA input liaison.
2. Actions:

To GSMA IREG RILTE group.

ACTION: 

To take note of the response above.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:
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