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1.
Introduction
TS 34.229-1 has one IETF draft left in its references: handling a SIP Session-ID, known as draft-kaplan-session-id. This draft was published in August 2014 as RFC 7329 [2]. Since then work progressed in IETF and RFC 7329 was obsoleted by RFC 7989 [3], with RFC 7989 claiming backwards compatibility towards RFC 7329. 
As a consequence of IETF publishing RFC 7989, TS 24.229 Rel 12-14 was recently updated to RFC 7989 for the Session-ID concept (see C1-164907/8/9). TS 24.229 Rel 9-11 uses RFC 7329 (see C1-143968).

Checking the actual contents of TS 24.229 and of both RFCs regarding Session-ID reveals that the currently existing text in TS 34.229-1 is outdated. Not only does it reference an invalid draft, but it also uses it in ways and places that are questionable. 
Therefore, R5-170726 and its revision in R5-171485 [1] had been submitted and discussed at RAN5#74. The conclusion was to award action point AP#74.01 “Investigate handling of SIP Session Id in the test definition and test suite. Need to align RAN5 tests with TS 24.229 updates based on commercial requirements?”
2.
Discussion
We have, at least, the following alternatives:
A. Leave TS 34.229-1 as is

B. Update TS 34.229-1 to use RFC 7989

C. Update TS 34.229-1 to use RFC 7989 as restricted by TS 24.229

D. Update TS 34.229-1 to use both RFC 7329 and RFC 7989, and make usage depend on the UE release (Releases 9-11 vs Releases 12-14)
E. Delete Session-ID entirely from TS 34.229-1

Analysis of pros and cons of the different alternatives:

Ad A): this would be the least effort. Also, the point was made that the existing implementation in TTCN did not cause any UE failures so far – the counterpoint was made that the existing code was never used by any UE, as to our knowledge. Another point in favour of keeping the current text was that RFC 7989 would be backwards compatible to RFC 7329. The response basically is that the difference between first draft and RFC 7329 would need to be investigated, the backwards compatibility approach described in RFC 7989 would need to be investigated, and the existing usage of the first draft in TS 34.229-1 would need to be compared to usage in TS 24.229.
Ad B): R5-171485 had attempted this. The details proved to be convoluted, and implementation effort would be non-trivial. On the other side, we would be compliant to the latest RFC then.

Ad C): TS 24.229 Rel 12-14 seems to mandatorily use Session-ID for Conferencing only. That would reduce the effort quite a bit.
Ad D): This would be the most demanding approach.

Ad E): Con: This would mean we loose a feature. Pros: We would get rid of a questionable feature. Implementation effort would be moderate. 
An important factor for our decision is usage of Session-ID in VoLTE [4]. The current version of IR.92, being version v10.0, does not use Session-ID. We also reached out to RiLTE, the group in GSMA maintaining IR.92. Feedback was that there are no current plans to use Session-ID.
3.
Proposal

It is proposed that RAN5 endorses alternative E for the following reasons:
· The existing text and code is not used, unproven, and outdated

· We could not identify commercial requirements except that TS 24.229 lists the feature in restricted form
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