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Overall description
CT1 would like to thank SA2 for the LS (S2-162250/C1-162570) on eCall over IMS questions.

The SA2 LS (S2-162250/C1-162570) states:

...

SA WG2 would like to ask CT WG1: 

The 2 methods mentioned above for PSAP retrieval for the updated MSD are as follows; one method is based on the SIP INFO method defined in IETF RFC 6086 and conforms to the method of supporting updated MSD transfer defined in IETF draft-ietf-ecrit-ecall-07. The other method uses a separate data channel which can be set up during the IMS session establishment as well and would transfer MSD using MSRP.  
Q4) whether you have any feedback on the two alternative solutions from a protocol perspective? 

CT1 recognises that frequency of PSAP sending a request for updated MSD is unknown and under control of each PSAP.

From CT1 point of view, it would be more appropriate to send the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) over a data channel using MSRP since:
a)
if the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) is sent over a SIP INFO:

1)
the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) are transported using QCI of the SIP signalling IP flow (i.e. QCI=5), thus influencing success of other IMS emergency calls
2)
the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) generate load of SIP infrastructure of the operator, thus influencing success of other IMS emergency calls
3)
if CEN require MSD to be larger than 140 octets in future (e.g. to tens or hundreds of thousands of octets), this would impact the SIP entities handling the eCall emergency call as those SIP entities may be unable to forward SIP bodies of such length, thus decreasing likelihood of successful retrieval of the updated MSD from the UE.
b)
if the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) is sent over a data channel using MSRP:

1)
the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) can be transported using QCI of the SIP signalling IP flow (i.e. QCI=5) or using another QCI of a dedicated bearer (e.g. QCI=9), thus not influencing success of other IMS emergency calls
2)
the request for updated MSD (from PSAP to UE) and the updated MSD itself (from UE to PSAP) do not generate load of SIP infrastructure of the operator, thus not influencing success of other IMS emergency calls
3)
if CEN require MSD to be larger than 140 octets in future (e.g. to tens or hundreds of thousands of octets), this would not impact the SIP entities handling the eCall emergency call, thus not influencing likelihood of successful retrieval of the updated MSD from the UE.
2
Actions
To SA2:
ACTION: 
CT1 asks SA2 to take the above into consideration.
3
Dates of next TSG CT WG1 meetings
TSG CT WG1 Meeting 99
25-29 July 2016
Tenerife, Spain
TSG CT WG1 Meeting 100
17-21 October 2016
TBD, P.R. of China
