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1. Overall Description:

In their above-mentioned LS, RAN2 asked the following questions to SA2:

1) Whether they see any problem on current RAN2 solution (I,e, Using QCI=1 to determine PS bearer to be replaced due to LTE to UMTS/GSM SR-VCC. 
SA2 answer (in line with CT1’s answer in C1-111981): The question of determining which bearer to transfer to CS as part of the SRVCC procedure has been discussed at the joint CT1#70-SA2#83 meeting, where it was concluded that the SC UE learns that a session is subject for SRVCC from the fact that it is an audio session and the audio is transported over a PS bearer with QCI-1. This however also implies that when the UE uses SRVCC, the QCI=1 / traffic-class conversation, can only be used for IMS speech sessions subject to SRVCC. The attached CRs were subsequently approved during SA2#84 to clarify this in the relevant SA2 specifications. Please note that since Rel-11 is not yet frozen, it is still possible to improve the identification of bearers subject to SRVCC in Rel-11, for example by introduction an explicit indication that would relax such linkage of a QCI value with a service. Therefore, the possibility of performing SRVCC with voice bearers using other QCIs than “1” in a future Release should not be prevented by the Rel-8/9/10 stage-3 specifications.
2) Whether QCI of the EPS bearer for VoIP is always "1" or if different scenarios shall be taken into account by RAN2 for the purpose explained above.
SA2 answer: The QCI of an EPS bearer used for a voice session for which SRVCC is required shall always be “1”, otherwise the SRVCC procedure will not function properly. However, it is still possible to use other QCI values for VoIP bearers that do not require SRVCC, and it is also possible for an operator who has not deploy SRVCC, to use QCI=1 for any bearer.
In addition, SA2 would like to point out that the general principle according to which the use of QCI is meant to be flexible and determined by the operator remains, and this case of linking QCI=1 with voice is to be considered as an exception that should not be reproduced for other services.

2. Actions:

To RAN2 and RAN3 group:
SA2 kindly asks RAN2 and RAN3 to take into account the information provided above.
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