3GPP TSG-CT WG3 Meeting #86


C3-162031
Tenerife,Spain, 25 - 29 July 2016

Title:
Reply LS on EVS over CS
Response to:
LS on EVS over CS (S4-160711/ C3-161205)

Release:
Rel-13

Work Item:
EVSoCS (EVS in 3G Circuit-Switched Networks)
Source:
SA4
To:
CT3

Cc:
CT4
Contact Person:


Name:

Imre Varga
E-mail Address:
Imre . Varga @ qti . qualcomm . com
Send any reply LS to:
3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org 


Attachments:
--
3GPP TSG-SA4#89 Meeting


Tdoc S4-160834

Kista, Sweden, 27 June -- 1st July 2016

Title:
Reply LS on EVS over CS
Response to:
LS on EVS over CS (S4-160711/ C3-161205)
Release:
Rel-13

Work Item:
EVSoCS (EVS in 3G Circuit-Switched Networks)
Source:
SA4
To:
CT3

Cc:
CT4
Contact Person:


Name:

Imre Varga
E-mail Address:
Imre . Varga @ qti . qualcomm . com
Attachments:
--
1. Overall Description

SA4 would like to thank CT3 for their LS reply on EVSoCS.
SA4 gives the following answers to the questions from CT3:

· Q1: Do those recommendations apply for the Mb interface in general, or only if interworking with EVSoCS is encountered? CT3 assumes that those recommendations apply only for interworking, but would like to ask SA4 to confirm.
( Answer: Those recommendations apply for the Mb interface in case of interworking with EVSoCS only. They aim for optimal voice quality with minimal implementation and interworking complexity.

· Q2: Do those recommendations apply only for the MGCF and IMS-MGW, or also for the peer UE on the IMS side? (The recommendations can probably only apply to the UE if the answer to Q1 is that the recommendations apply in general, as the UE cannot be aware whether interworking occurs) 
( Answer: Those recommendations apply for the Mb interface of the MGCF and IMS-MGW and apply naturally for both ends of the Mb interface and up to the UE on the IMS side if end-to-end TrFO with EVSoCS is desired, as a guideline for the SDP Offer Answer procedure.

· Q3: Are those recommendation meant for SDP negotiation procedures or for RTP usage once a payload type has been negotiated? 
( Answer: Those recommendations are meant as a guideline for SDP negotiation procedures. If the SDP Offer Answer negotiation does not follow these recommendations, then the User Plane interworking is less favorable and in the worst-case transcoding will be required. The call will not fail, but voice quality may be degraded and more MGW resources may be needed.

· Q4: If those recommendations are for Mb in general, what is the relationship of the above recommendations with the Rel-12 mandatory procedures and recommendations for EVS in TS 26.114, which are also applicable on the Mb interface?
( Answer: Not relevant, see Q1. 
Note that the recommendations given in TS 26.454 are within the Rel-12 mandatory procedures and recommendations for EVS in TS 26.114. SA4 acknowledges that TS 26.114 also allows offer answer procedures that would not be in line with the recommendations and consequently could lead to less favorable interworking. 
In response to

„While an extensive redocumentation in a frozen release appears not desirable or justified, category F CRs that correct errors or omissions will be considered on a per contribution basis, and references to specific aspects of interworking procedures in TS 26.454 could also be considered as part of such CRs.“

SA4 agrees that it is not necessary to do extensive redocumentation and considers it appropriate to work as CT3 proposes. 
SA4 will keep CT3 informed of updates to TS 26.454 and TS 26.114 related to EVS.
2. Actions:

To CT3:

ACTION: SA4 kindly asks CT3 to take above information into account and keep SA4 informed of EVS related updates to CT3 specifications.
3. Date of Next SA4 Meetings:
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