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1. Abstract
In the LS C1-113043, SA2 describes a need of a Rel-10 solution for video call domain selection, proposes two alternatives and requests CT1 to investigate how to efficiently support migration from usage of [MMTEL voice, CS video] to [MMTEL voice, MMTEL video]. 

2. Discussion
2.1 Introduction

Alternative-1 listed in LS C1-113043 proposes creation of a new leaf in IMS MO which would prevent UE:

-
from establishing an new MMTEL session with video media; and

-
from adding video media an to existing MMTEL session;
when UE is in E-UTRAN. 
If UE is prevented from establishing a new IMS session with video media due to the leaf in the IMS MO, if CSFB is supported, available and allowed and if UE supports CS video call, the UE would perform CSFB and establish a CS video call.
Alternative-2 listed in LS C1-113043 identifies that network already now rejects:

-
establishment of an new IMS session with not allowed media; and

-
adding of not allowed media an to existing IMS session 

using 488 response (24.229 6.2 + 6.3). 
If establishment of an new IMS session with video was rejected and video is not listed in SDP body of 488 response, if CSFB is supported, available and allowed and if UE supports CS video call, the UE can perform CSFB and establish a CS video call.
Alternative 3 (not mentioned in the LS) is an enhancement of alternative-2 by network indicating to the UE in SIP signalling whether the home operator policy is to support (or not support) the video media in IMS sessions of a given IMS communiction service. The indication can be e.g. the policy in reg event package.
2.2 Evaluation
Alternative 1:

+
failed IMS video session set up requests will not occur;

+
no additional elements in SIP signalling 

-
reconfiguration of the UE using OMA DM necessary when the policy for video call domain selection is changed; e.g. when migration is started or when the UE roams

-
impact on UE

Alternative 2:

-
failed IMS video session set up requests will occur;

+
no additional elements in SIP signalling

+
no reconfiguration of the UE using OMA DM necessary when the policy for video call domain selection is changed; e.g. when migration is started or when the UE roams
+
no impact on UE

Alternative 3:

+
failed IMS video session set up requests will not occur;

+
no reconfiguration of the UE using OMA DM necessary when the policy for video call domain selection is changed; e.g. when migration is started or when the UE roams
-
additional elements in SIP signalling
-
impact on UE

3. Proposal

It is proposed to discuss the alternatives above and select one to solve the video call domain selection.
From Ericsson and ST-Ericsson point of view:

-
if changes of the policy for video call domain selection are expected to be frequent, then Alternative 3 is the best as failed IMS video session set up requests will not occur and as OMA DM communication with every UE necessary to change the IMS MO is not required; and
-
if changes of the policy for video call domain selection are expected to be very rare, then Alternative 1 is the best as failed IMS video session set up requests will not occur and as no additional elements are passed in SIP signalling.
