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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks CT4 for the LS (S2-113905/C4-112200) on unaccepted PDN connection during the handover procedure.
It has been documented in SA2 specification that the unaccepted PDP contexts are deleted on the target side. For example, TS23.401 section 5.5.2.1
E-UTRAN to UTRAN Iu mode Inter RAT handover
“5a.
…………


Any EPS Bearer contexts for which a RAB was not established are maintained in the target SGSN and the UE. These EPS Bearer contexts shall be deactivated by the target SGSN via explicit SM procedures upon the completion of the routing area update (RAU) procedure.”
One of the reasons to have the deletion point on the target side is that the source side can be Gn/Gp SGSN. Gn/Gp SGSN on the source side is not required to do the non-accepted PDP context deletion. Operators have shown concern that may result in any change on the legacy network, i.e. Gn/Gp SGSN, which may result if the deletion is performed  at the source side. 
For the option-2 listed on the incoming LS, this method is not seen as a way forward due to reasons:
 -  The resources hanging on PGW are released only when a downlink packet is received. If the user have only uplink traffic, this error recovery mechanism can not work. This is due to in this case PGW may never know whether the packet not received is due to no uplink packet from UE or error. So it is not possible for PGW do the deletion correctly
-
The PGW does not know when the PDN connection became unavailable, and this impact time based charging.
Attached document includes an additional possibility to use the “Faked UE context”, though SA2 does not endorse any solutions since SA2 believes such error handling is CT4 responsibility to resolve.

Based on above consideration SA2 does not see any need to change the SA2 specification. 
2. Actions:

To CT4 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly ask CT4 group to take the above answers into account. 
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