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1. Overall Description:

CT1 has discussed aligning with the following text in 3GPP TS 23.060 added for Rel. 9 in SA2 Meeting #75 in Kyoto, Japan:
 

"An MS of this release may request for PDP type v4v6 from a pre-Release 9 SGSN, which does not support this PDP type. Depending on implementation, a pre-release 9 SGSN may treat a request for PDP type v4v6 as if it were a request for PDP type v4, or the SGSN may alternatively reject the PDP context request due to "unknown PDP type". To enable dual-stack connectivity for this case, the MS should do as follows:
-     If the MS requests PDP type IPv4v6, and the PDP type is changed to PDP type IPv4 with no reason cause indicating that only the assigned PDP type is allowed, the MS should request another PDP context for PDP type IPv6 to the same APN.
-     If the MS requests PDP type IPv4v6, and the PDP context is rejected due to "unknown PDP type", the MS should attempt to establish dual-stack connectivity by performing two PDP context request procedures to activate a v4 PDP context and a v6 PDP context, both to the same APN."

CT1 has noted that the scenario described in the second bullet should not occur as per specification in 3GPP TS 24.008. Since the first release of that document (24.008v3.0.0), a network which does not understand the PDP Type (in this case IPv4v6) in an Activate PDP context request or Activate Secondary PDP context request, it interprets it as IPv4. This is covered by the first bullet and it was designed so that the PDP context activation procedure would not fail.
On the other hand, it has been brought to CT1 delegates attention that there are SGSN implementations out in the field which behave as in the second bullet.

Taking the above into consideration, CT1 has agreed to the following (see attached agreed CR):

· CT1 did not agree to specify UE behavior for that scenario in the form of normative text.

· Attending current needs in the field, CT1 agreed to add that scenario in the form of an informative NOTE.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 group to consider CT1 agreement, and reflect it in the Stage 2 specifications.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:
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