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1. Introduction
This paper discusses the pros and cons on the (G)MSC server switch architecture.

2. Reason for Change

Empty clause.
3. Conclusions

4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 29.882 v0.4.0.
10.2.1 Alternative 1 – (G)MSC Server switch architecture

10.2.1.1 Technical impacts

10.2.1.2 Pros & cons
The (G) MSC Server change-throughs the bearer to the calling party and to the CAT server and switches it to the called party. After the switch, the (G)MSC Server indicates the calling party UE for another H.245 negotiation. The alternative holds the pros and cons below:

1.
The (G)MSC server and MGW is not needed to be involved into the H.245 negotiation and less impact on the MSC server and the MGW.
2.
The calling party UE is required to be updated to support the enhancement for CAT service:

-
More than one H.245 negotiation is required

· -
Either:

-
The calling party UE is required to start the H.245 negotiation on receipt of Alerting message with H.245 indication and the re-start the H.245 negotiation on receipt of Connect message. Or,

-
The calling party UE is required to start the H.245 negotiation on receipt of Connect message and the re-start the H.245 negotiation on receipt of specific indication.

3.
Distinct gap during the second H.245 negotiation. MONA can be used to decrease the gap in case that it is supported by both the callingparty and called party UE.

