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1. Overall Description:

SA2 has discussed an issue related to IMS T-ADS in Dual-Registration mode. 

In 5G a UE may be dual registered, i.e. simultaneously registered in EPC and 5GC with one IP address, as described in TS 23.501 clause 5.17.2.1. In this case, when the IMS queries the UDM/HSS for the support for ”IMS voice over PS” in the currently registered radio access, the UDM/HSS queries both AMF and MME. As a response, the serving AMF and MME report the support based on the current registration area of the UE. The report includes a time stamp of last radio contact and RAT. IMS delivers the incoming voice session based on the access support for ”IMS voice over PS” in the current RAT (i.e. the most recent RAT the UE had a radio contact).

SA2 identified an issue thatthe process does not take into account on which system (5GS or EPS) the IMS session is located. For example, if the IMS session resides in EUTRAN/EPC which supports “IMS voice over PS” but the most recent radio contact is with 5G-RAN/AMF, and 5G does not support “IMS voice over PS”, the T-ADS in IMS would make a wrong assumption the UE is under an access that does not support the IMS VoPS. 

Some companies expressed a view this could be resolved by mandating the UE to perform  IMS re-registration after the UE moves the IMS PDU Session between EPC and 5GC, despite the fact that the UE’s IP address for the IMS PDU Session does not change. The IMS registration would need to carry an indication of the access type and the Core Network (EPC vs. 5GC) type to the IMS that can be used for T-ADS consideration. Therefore, SA2 would like to know if CT1 has considered the need for IMS re-registration in case of dual registration and whether it plans to specify mandatory conditions for the UE to perform an IMS re-registration with sufficient indicators in such scenario.
2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION: 

SA2 kindly requests CT1 to indicate whether it plans to specify a procedure for the UE to perform an IMS re-registration with sufficient indicators in the dual registration scenario.
3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

3GPPSA2#126
26 February – 2 March 2018

Montreal, Canada
3GPPSA2#127
16 April – 20 April 2018

Sanya, China
