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1. Overall Description:

CT1 has discussed contributions attempting to capture in stage 3 requirements stated in TS 23.060, sub-clause 5.3.14, and TS 23.401 sub-clause 4.3.16, quote:
For this Release of the specification there is no support for secondary PDP context on the PDN connection used for Local IP Access. The PDN GW/GGSN shall reject any MS initiated Secondary PDP Context Activation Procedure or any PDP Context Modification Procedure that is for the LIPA PDN Connection.

For this release of the specification there is no support for Dedicated bearers on the PDN connection used for Local IP Access. The Local GW (L-GW) shall reject any UE requested bearer resource modification.

The solutions presenting in CT1 were based on providing a particular existing NAS signalling reject cause value from the SGSN/MME in order to help the Rel-10 and onwards UE in identifying the case of network not supporting additional bearer resources for an established LIPA PDN connection so that the UE can have a particular behaviour (e.g. prohibiting or limiting re-attempts).
Some companies in CT1 indicated that in CT4 a contribution was tabled proposing the cause value “service not supported” to be sent by the Local GW to the MME/SGSN, and therefore by such companies no CT1 work would be needed, though the UE would not be able to identify the situation and take particular action. 
However, several other companies believe that a CT4 only solution is not sufficient and would also like to seek SA2 guidance in order to know how to proceed and choose a solution in Rel-10 which will also be future proof.
1. The fact that the behaviour can be changed in future releases (i.e., “For this Release of the specification”) adds further consideration when choosing a solution depending on how this is understood by SA2. For example, if Rel-10 UE roaming onto a future Rel-10+X network has to also get Rel-10+X service, though the UE is actually implementing a pre-Rel-10+X version of 3GPP. That is to say, requests for getting additional bearer resources for an established LIPA PDN connection have to be accepted for pre-Rel-10+X UE. Also, note that a UE does not know the Release version of the SGSN/MME when attempting the request for additional bearer resources.
Question 1: If in a future release requests for additional bearer resources for an established LIPA PDN connection are allowed, is it expected that pre-Rel-10+X UE should also get acceptance of requests for additional bearer resources?
2. Several companies are of the opinion that relying on a CT4 only solution may result in additional problems. This group of companies believe that it is important to identify the situation in Rel-10 and onwards UE implementations, and therefore provide a particular UE behaviour. Please, note that though the Local GW may reject UE attempts with a particular cause value on GTPv2 for this case, there is currently no standardized mapping table to session management NAS signalling cause values. This results in undesirable effects since any case value can be received by the UE. Therefore, the UE cannot rely on the cause value received from the SGSN/MME in order to identify the actual reason of the reject and then the UE can end up in continuously re-attempting the request of additional resources for an established LIPA connection. Consequently, there can be other approaches to solve this issue, i.e., defining a new cause value on the network side and/or prohibiting re-attempts on the UE side.
Question 2: Is it considered sufficient from a system point of view to just provide any reject cause to UE implementations or is it preferable to provide a particular reject cause so that Rel-10 onwards UE implementations identify the situation and take particular action (e.g., prohibiting or limiting re-attempts)?
2. Actions:

To SA2:

ACTION: 
CT1 would kindly ask SA2 to consider the information provided above and answer the questions.
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