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Abstract of the contribution: Discusses some open points with SRVCC in the GERAN/UTRAN-to-EUTRAN direction.
1.
Discussion
During offline discussions before the Jeju meeting some questions were raised regarding SRVCC in the GERAN/UTRAN-to-EUTRAN direction.
1.1
Is SRVCC supported for calls initiated in the CS domain (GERAN or UTRAN)?
The D/F feasibility study in clause 7.19.1.9 of 23.882 focused only on subsequent SRVCC handbacks i.e. only on continuity of calls initiated in the IMS domain. The same applies to the call flows for SRVCC to EUTRAN submitted to this meeting (S2-082646).
The main reason why SRVCC for calls initiated in 2G/3G is not supported is because for such calls there may be no MSC Server enhanced for SRVCC (a.k.a. S-IWF) engaged in the signalling and bearer path:

· during most of the D/F feasibility study in 23.882 the assumption was that the MSCs would be unchanged, the SRVCC functionality being provided on a stand-alone node. With such an assumption the S-IWF is never engaged in the signalling and bearer path for calls initiated in the CS domain;
· this assumption was relaxed in the Athens meeting, by allowing the S-IWF to be implemented on the MSC Server (a.k.a. MSC Server enhanced for SRVCC) and to control its own 2G or 3G cells. It is still assumed that all the MSCs in an operator's network need not be enhanced for SRVCC, which means that for calls initiated in the CS domain in some cases the S-IWF may be engaged in the CS access leg and sometimes it may not.
SA2 needs to decide whether SRVCC shall be supported for calls initiated in the CS domain. Two cases need to be considered: 1) calls initiated under an MSC enhanced for SRVCC and 2) calls initiated under a non-enhanced MSC.
1.2
Interference with subsequent SRVCC handback to EUTRAN
During the discussions it was pointed out that the proposed solution for subsequent SRVCC handback may need to be able to co-exist with calls initiated in the CS domain, regardless of whether SRVCC is supported for the latter or not.

The major issue to resolve is that at GERAN/UTRAN level it is impossible to distinguish CS calls that were initiated in the CS domain from the rest. The UE will be instructed to make measurements on neighbour LTE cells in either case and this will eventually trigger a handover procedure to LTE. It needs to be clarified what happens to HOs triggered for calls initiated in the CS domain and, if possible, find a way to avoid such handover preparation attempts.
2.
Proposal
None for this meeting. The purpose of this paper is to leave a trace of some of those discussions.
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