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1. Introduction

Regarding multicall, whether the mobile station indicates its multicall capability to the network was raised as one of open issues in CN#6. (Does the mobile station indicate its multicall capability in MS classmark or does the MSC just attempt to setup the call and see how the mobile station reacts?) 

We would like to identify what WG has responsibility of this issue and clarify the terminal capability handling.

2. Discussion

(1) What WG has responsibility of this issue
We think that N1 has the responsibility to determine whether the mobile station indicates its multicall capability, because of the followings.

· S1 requirement (i.e. the number of active calls supported simultaneously shall be restricted by the terminal capability) is satisfied regardless of whether the mobile station indicates its multicall capability to the network.

· The purpose of the terminal capability handling is to reduce unnecessary radio signalling in MT calls.
· MS Classmark would be used for the indication of the terminal capability.
(2) Terminal capability handling
If above proposal is agreed, we have to look at the terminal capability handling. Regarding implementation, we have three possibilities as follows.

· Possibility 1: mobile station indicates in MS classmark, whether multicall is supported. 

· Possibility 2: mobile station indicates in MS classmark, the maximum number of supported bearers.

· Possibility 3: mobile station indicates no information related to multicall.

The purpose of Possibility 1 and 2 is to reduce unnecessary radio signalling in MT calls. But most of terminal is assumed to have Call Waiting capability even if it doesn’t have multicall feature. Therefore, when the network attempt to setup the additional MT call, it is possible for the user to answer the call after holding the ongoing call. Therer are some doubt whether the attempt for the additional call is unnnecessary signalling in deed.

In the case of Possibility 1 and 2, if the user subscribes CW service, the network shall attempt to setup the additional calls. In this case, there is not so different among above three possibilities at the amount of radio signalling point of view.

In the case of Possibility 3, the network implementation is simple.

Because of the above reasons, we propose to take the Possibility 3.

3. Conclusion

It is proposed that N1 has the responsibility to determine whether the mobile station indicates its multicall capability.

It is proposed that mobile station indicates no information related to multicall.
