3GPP TSG CT WG1 Meeting #75







C1-114947
San Francisco (CA), USA, 14-18 November 2011
Title:
Reply LS on IMSI Paging for CSFB
Response to:
LS (S2-114715/C1-114512) on IMSI Paging for CSFB from SA2
Release:
Rel-10
Work Item:
TEI10
Source:
CT1
To:
SA2
Cc:
---
Contact Person:
Name:
Robert Zaus
E-mail Address:
robert dot zaus at nsn dot com
Attachments:
---
1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank SA2 for their LS on on IMSI Paging for CSFB (S2-114715/C1-114512). 

From CR 23.272-0706, attached to SA2's LS, CT1 got the impression that SA2 is assuming that the VLR will always allocate a TMSI to the subscriber. E.g. according to subclause 4.x.1
If the SGs Paging Request does not contain the TMSI or the LAI, and if the MME can retrieve the S-TMSI associated to the IMSI, the MME shall temporarily store this MSC/VLR number and force the UE to re-attach to the non-EPS services based on: 
…

CT1 would like to highlight that although TMSI allocation is essential for the support of subscriber identity privacy, the use of this feature in a PLMN has always been optional. 
CT1 is aware that TMSI allocation is a prerequisite for the support of certain features like "Intra Domain Connection of RAN Nodes to Multiple CN Nodes for GERAN" (also known as "A-flex"), or "MTRF without HLR support", however, in CT1's understanding CSFB itself does not belong to these features.
I.e., CT1 has developped the CSFB functionality in Rel-8 in such a way that it can be used also with a CS domain not using TMSI allocation. CT1 would like to maintain this deployment option and kindly ask SA2 to take this into account when working on enhancements to CSFB.
CT1 therefore kindly ask SA2 to consider whether a revision of CR 23.272-0706 is possible 

- either in such a way that the dependency of the new procedures on the deployment of certain features ("A-flex", "MTRF without HLR support") is expressed more clearly at the beginning of the description, 

- or in such a way that the new procedures can be applied also in a network not using TMSI allocation. 

E.g. for the procedure quoted above, this could be achieved by replacing the check for the presence of "TMSI or LAI" by a check for the presence of the LAI only:
If the SGs Paging Request does not contain the TMSI or the LAI, and if the MME can retrieve the S-TMSI associated to the IMSI, the MME shall temporarily store this MSC/VLR number and force the UE to re-attach to the non-EPS services based on: 

…

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly ask SA2 to take the optionality of TMSI allocation in a network into account when working on enhancements to CSFB and to consider a revision of CR 23.272-0706 as outlined above.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:
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6 – 10 February 2012

TBD, P.R. China
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TBD

