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1 Introduction

CB: # 92_Voice_fallback_initCtxtSetup

- understood that this is about PDU session setup, not context

- PDU session handling vs. context handling?

- whether there is an issue to be addressed here?

(Nok - moderator)

2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

Agree that encoding 2 is the right one to be used when the fallback is successfully initiated but no CR needed.
3 Discussion

3.1 Clarification of the scenario
The scenario concerns an handover from Wifi to gNB for voice call. The gNB receives an NGAP Initial Context Setup Request message. It does not support IMS voice call and decides to trigger an EPS fallback using the RRC redirection. Also, in this scenario, there is only the QCI1 and QCI5 QoS flow in the PDU session and the full PDU session needs to be failed. Given that gNB does not intend to setup the NR resources, there are two possible encodings for the NG-RAN node:
Encoding 1: The gNB generates the RRC release with redirection and sends back INIT Context Setup Failure to AMF including the PDU Session Resource Setup Unsuccessful Transfer IE in the PDU Session Resource Failed to Setup List IE in the INIT Context Setup Failure message.
Encoding 2: The gNB generates the RRC release with redirection and sends back INIT Context Setup Response to AMF including the PDU Session Resource Setup Unsuccessful Transfer IE in the PDU Session Resource Failed to Setup List IE in the INIT Context Setup Response message. The AMF may release the pending UE-associated signaling connection.

gNB and AMF need to be aligned on which encoding to use for interoperability. This needs to be clarified in the specification.

Please provide your comments and preference below:
	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Specify with encoding 2.

	Huawei
	Agree with encoding 2.  
We want to further clarify that the procedure would be:  

1. NG-RAN sends back NGAP INIT Context Setup Response to AMF carrying “IMS voice EPS fallback or RAT fallback triggered”, 

2. NG-RAN sends the NGAP UE context release request to the AMF carrying the “redirection” cause value;

3. NG-RAN sends the RRC release to UE before or after receiving the NGAP UE context release command. 


	Ericsson
	Encoding 2 is our understanding.

But we do not see any need to clarify further in the specification.

The proposed change would cause confusion:  if for any reason the NG-RAN node is not be able to setup the NG UE Context, with this change it means that NG-RAN node cannot use INIT Context Setup Failure.
The current specification is super clear by referring the PDU session related handling to the “PDU session setup procedure”. This procedure handles the Context Setup.
The “encoding 1” seems describing a particular NG-RAN node implementation. We cannot add more specification to disable the “encoding 1”, but the vendor implements with encoding 1 may need to reconsider their implementation choice.
Do not see any issue at the AMF side either, please clarify if there is any issue.
Our proposal is, encoding 2 can be captured in the MCC minutes as a common understanding (if possible). Specification should not be changed to avoid other issues.

	
	

	
	


SECOND ROUND
I understand that the concern of Ericsson is that the Init Context Setup Response would be sent only upon successful triggering of the fallback which is correct.

I have updated the CR to avoid this side-effect.

Please check. Any further comment on the revised CR? 

	Company
	Comment

	Nokia
	Revised CR addresses Ericsson’s concern. OK for the CR.

	
	

	
	

	
	


Moderator’s summary:

Companies acknowledge that NG-RAN node should answer with Init Context Setup Response in case where the fallback is initiated but think no CR is necessary. 
Proposal 1: Note the CR.
4 Conclusion

The following is proposed:

Proposal 1: Note the CR.
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