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1. Overall Description:
At CT1#72, CT1 started its normative work on SRVCC for video calls (vSRVCC) based upon the normative Stage 2 requirements and would like feedback on the following:

1. CT1 discussed the relationship between the existing UE SRVCC capability indicator (as specified in TS 23.216 section 5.3.4.2) and the new UE vSRVCC capability indicator (as specified in Rel-11 TS 23.216 section 5.3.4a). Although there is no explicit statement that indicates the relationship between the two indicators in TS 23.216, CT1 considered  the following  based upon statements in the Rel-11 versions of TS 23.216 and TS 23.237: 
· The existing UE SRVCC capability indicator indicates to the network that the UE supports single radio voice call continuity of speech media component carried over a QCI=1 bearer of an IMS session, to a CS voice call with a handover from E-UTRAN to GERAN/UTRAN (i.e. SRVCC as defined in Rel-8, Rel-9 and Rel-10)
· The new UE vSRVCC capability indicator indicates to the network that the UE has extra functionality on top of the functionality defined in previous releases for SRVCC (i.e. H.245 with support and use of pre-defined codecs and if needed, H.245 codec negotiation, on establishment of the circuit switched bearer that supports multimedia upon completion of handover to UTRAN)

· When the UE indicates the new UE vSRVCC capability indicator, it must also indicate the existing UE SRVCC capability indicator. CT1 concluded this based upon the text in section 4.2.2a in TS 23.216: If the target cell is GERAN, E-UTRAN only triggers SRVCC (i.e. only the voice component of the Video Call is transferred using the SRVCC procedure).
CT1 would like to ask SA2 to confirm that the above considerations are correct and ask SA2 to make the relationship between the two indicators clearer in their specifications. 

2. CT1 would also like to ask SA2 their feedback on the following scenario:

· If the UE and the Network support the MSC server assisted mid-call (MAM) feature, the UE has a held IMS voice/video session and the network performs PS to CS handover for vSRVCC, is the SCC AS able to transfer the speech media component of the session to a held CS voice call? CT1 would like SA2 to clarify this scenario in their specifications.
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 asks SA2:

· For item 1, confirm the relationship between the existing UE SRVCC capability indicator and the new UE vSRVCC capability indicator and clarify this relationship in their specifications

· For item 2, provide feedback on this scenario and make the necessary modifications to their specifications.  

3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:
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