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1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks SA2’s LS on CSFB priority call handling in a network supporting Multimedia Priority Service

(C1-133809/S2-132330). 
CT1 would like to provide the following answers regarding issues raised by SA2: 

Issue 1:

SA2 would like CT1 to clarify which entity (MSC or MME), in a network supporting eMLPP and for mobile terminated CS fallback calls, should determine which eMLPP priorities are considered as high priority for CSFB e.g based on local configuration:

· Either it is the MSC. In this case, if it receives SGs-Paging-Request with the MLPP IE, the MSC will provide a priority indication to the MME along with a paging message only for high priority eMLPP calls. In other words, when eMLPP priority is provided via SGs Paging Request, its value does not need to be interpreted by the MME: the only presence of this IE indicates “CSFB High Priority” (per TS 36.413 definition);

· Or it is the MME. In other words, the MSC sends eMLPP IE in SGs-Paging-Request message and the MME derives whether the MT call is CSFB high priority or not based on the eMLPP priority level received in this message. 

CT1 Answer:   In a network supporting eMLPP and for mobile terminated CS fallback calls:
· The MSC determines which eMLPP priorities are considered as high priority for CSFB and passes eMLPP priority IE to the MME only for calls that are considered as high priority calls; 
· The MME provides preferential treatment to the paging request and the subsequent CS fallback procedures if eMLPP priority IE is included in SGsAP-PAGING-REQUEST message.

Issue 2:

TS 29.118 seems to be ambiguous, in particular in clause 8.14.10 (eMLPP priority). 

CT1 Answer: CT1 has provided clarificaton to TS 29.118 subclause 8.14.10 from Rel-10 onwards to address this ambiguity. Agreed CRs have been attached.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group
ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to take above information into account and update stage 2 specification accordingly.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:
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