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	Reason for change:
	24.237 does not indicate how to successfully perform PS to CS SRVCC access transfer of an IMS emergency call in the following case:

1) In the IMS emergency call to be transferred, the UE offered:

-
telephone-event assigned to payload type number 97; and

-
AMR without restricting the mode-set, assigned to payload type number 98;

and PSAP accepted those media formats in the SDP answer.

2) In INVITE request due to E-STN-SR, the MSC server offers AMR with mode-set limited to a subset of AMR modes, assigned to payload type number 97.

3) Upon receiving INVITE request due to E-STN-SR, EATF is unable to send SDP offer received from the MSC server towards the PSAP as the payload type number 97 in the SDP offer received from the MSC server does not identify the same media format as the payload type number 97 in the SDP previously sent by the UE. Thus, EATF rejects the INVITE request due to E-STN-SR and includes SDP indicating the payload type numbers and related SDP parameters indicated by the UE before, i.e.

-
telephone-event assigned to payload type number 97; and

-
AMR without restricting the mode-set, assigned to payload type number 98;

4) As MSC server does not support all modes of AMR, the MSC cannot follow the statement:

When the MSC server receives a SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response to an initial SIP INVITE request and an SDP body is present in the response, the MSC server should re-initiate the initial SIP INVITE request using the part of the received SDP media description that the MSC server supports.
 

	
	

	Summary of change:
	if the MSC server supports neither the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response nor any part of the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response; and MSC supports a payload profile indicated there (including the clock rate and encoding parameters) but with different format specific parameters, then the MSC will indicate that payload profile in the re-initiated INVITE request.

	
	

	Consequences if not approved:
	Failure of PS to CS SRVCC access transfer of an IMS emergency call
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***** Next change *****
6A.5
SDP media description conflict between target and remote access leg

When the SCC AS, the EATF or the ATCF receives an SDP offer on the target access leg, the SDP media descriptions on the target access leg and the remote access leg, can be in conflict. The way how the SCC AS, EATF and ATCF resolve the conflict is implementation dependent.

NOTE 1:
Examples of conflicts are when, for a given media type, different IP versions are used on each access leg, or when the same payload type number has been assigned to different codecs on each access leg.

NOTE 2:
An example on how to solve a conflict can be that transcoding functionality is enabled by inserting an MRF (in case of SCC AS or EATF) or an ATGW (in case of ATCF). Another example is that a SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response is sent with the correct SDP media description.

When the MSC server receives a SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response to an initial SIP INVITE request and an SDP body is present in the response, the MSC server should re-initiate the initial SIP INVITE request. In the re-initiated SIP INVITE request, the MSC server:

1)
if the MSC server supports the entire SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response or a part of the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response, shall include an SDP offer containing the part of the received SDP media description that the MSC server supports; and

2)
if:

a)
the MSC server supports neither the entire SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response nor any part of the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response; and

b)
the MSC server supports a payload format indicated in the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response:

i)
with the clock rate and the encoding parameters (if included) indicated for the payload format in the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response; and

ii) with format specific parameters different than those indicated in for the payload format in the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response;

NOTE 3:
The <encoding name> portion of the rtpmap SDP attribute denotes the payload format.

shall include an SDP offer containing the payload format(s) indicated in the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response and supported by the MSC server, associated with the payload type number(s) not indicated in the SDP media description received in the SIP 488 (Not Acceptable Here) response.
