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1. Discussion 

2. Proposal

To modify the TR as follows
7.3
Evaluation

7.3.1
WebRTC service control
7.3.1
Avoiding SRVCC false trigger

This issue has following options
· Option 1: If voice session is initiated by WIC, UE ensures its SRVCC network capability is set to “not support” in the MME. This can be done by UE initiating TAU with an indication that SRVCC is not supported. However, this will not take effect until the next IDLE to ACTIVE state because “SRVCC operation possible” indication is only given in S1 AP Initial Context Setup Request. Another issue is that this means the lower layers of the UE are able to know / detect that a QCI= 1 bearer has been initiated due to a WebRTC call
-
Due to these constraints it is proposed not to endorse this solution
· Option 2: When QCI-1 is established for a session handled by eP-CSCF, PCRF includes an explicit indication in addition to QCI-1 (similar to video SRVCC) to indicate to eNB that this QCI-1 is not eligible for SRVCC.
-
This solution has a system cost (need to update intermediate nodes: PGW, MME, SGW, etc…) but provides a clean solution that does not take unnecessary assumptions on the APN being used, on the UE structure etc…
· Option 3: define new QCI-x with same characteristic as QCI-1. 
-
This is not recommended to avoid the proliferation of new QCI values that intermediate nodes (PGW, SGW need to know to map to proper QoS at transport level). anyhow this solution impacts as many EPC nodes as Option 2.
· Option 4: When MME receives the SRVCC handover required message from source eNB, MME determines that this QCI-1 is not established for the PDN connection that is established for well-known IMS APN and rejects the SRVCC handover request or perform the PS handover including the QCI-1. 
· Option 5: During dedicated bearer setup with QCI-1, MME aware that this is not related to the well-know IMS APN and gives an explicit indication to eNB that this bearer is not eligible for SRVCC.
-
The above option-4 and option-5 assume IMS APN is not used which somehow reduces the deployment flexibility of WebRTC access to IMS (during Rel12 discussion some operators were even striving to have WebRTC IMS interworking using only the IMS PDN connection)
7.3.3
WebRTC with SMSMI
7.3.4
WebRTC with Inter-UE Transfer (IUT)
7.4
Conclusion
7.4.1
WebRTC service control
7.3.1
Avoiding SRVCC false trigger

The solution 2 (PCRF includes an explicit indication in addition to QCI-1 (similar to video SRVCC)) is endorsed for normative specifications
7.4.3
WebRTC with SMSMI
7.3.4
WebRTC with Inter-UE Transfer (IUT)
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