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1. Introduction
It has been reported from several deployments that an obsoleted PDN connection may trigger an incorrect update the status of another UE/PDN. The obsoleted PDN could be due to a previous transport failure, an overload in the network, which has been studied in Study on EPC Signalling Improvement for Race Scenarios.
This paper illustrates one of scenarios and proposes a possible solution. 
2. Description
The following diagram depicts how problem looks like. Some of signaling messages (irrelevant to the issue) in the procedures are skipped and not included in the figure.
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The issue may not be very frequent, while such obsoleted PDN connection in the MME/SGSN and SGW does exist due to various reasons, e.g. overload of sender and receiver, transport network issue, and this seems not avoidable, especially when the MME/SGSN and SGW in the VPLMN while the PGW is in HPLMN. But the problem can be very serious to the end users, e.g. for the second user UE2, he/she may get high bill for the roaming fee, his/her requested service may be disturbed due to the wrong ULI received.
CT4 has discussed similar issues in the past, and CT4 agreed the scenarios and agreed to include "Sender F-TEID for the Control Plane" in the concerning messages, e.g. Delete Session Request message, to allow the receiver to determine if the initial message is originated from the "correct" peer. But it doesn't work for the Modify Bearer Request and Update PDP Context Request message, since Sender's F-TEID is already included and these messages are used for mobility procedures, e.g. SGW relocation. 
4. Proposal 
It is proposed to include IMSI and/or IMEI when the IMSI is not available in the Modify Bearer Request and Update PDP Context Request messages, to allow the PGW to use it to determine if it is "correct" UE. The corresponding CR is C4-165049 & C4-165050.
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