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Introduction

Currently in TSG-CN-WG1 group there is an open issue related to the criteria for the selection of calls part of a Multicall when a handover takes place.

Two alternative sets of CRs were presented in the last TSGN plenary under Tdoc NP-010266. There was no decision in TSGN because no compromise was achieved before or during the meeting, so the issue was forwarded back to CN1 for decision in CN1 #19 in Helsinki in August.

Furthermore, TSG-CN-WG4 was informed on that any potential impact on MAP should be covered during the same meeting week and thus CN4 delegates should be prepared to participate and study the issue.

OPTION 1: Selection criteria based in 22.129 requirements.

In this case the MSC, when selecting a call part of a Multicall to be handed over, makes the selection in the following order: 1st emergency call, 2nd speech call and finally any type of call. In the latter case if the priority field is available (see 25.413), it is used as selection criteria.

Relation to MAP interface: There was some discussion about the need of sending an Emergency Call indication over MAP to MSC-B in case of InterMSC handover of a Multicall. This indication is not needed because an Emergency call is always a "speech" call (see text copied from 24.008 below). Therefore MSC-B has this information and it can use it to select the speech call. In Multicall specifications only one speech call is possible.

From 24.008: 

9.3.8.1 Bearer capability

If the element is not included, the network shall by default assume speech and select full rate speech version 1. If this information element is included, it shall indicate speech, the appropriate speech version(s) and have the appropriate value of radio channel requirement field. 

OPTION 2: Selection criteria based in the priority field specified in 25.413.

In case the Anchor MSC supports Multicall, it sets always the priority field at RAB ASSIGNMENT and sends it further to RNC. At RELOCATION the priority is also included if the MSC supports Multicall.

Relation to MAP interface: No impact identified either. 

Conclusion

Both alternatives have been analyzed regarding to their possible impact to MAP interface. Our conclusion is that neither of the solutions affects MAP interface. Therefore we would like to clarify this issue in CN4. 

