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1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks SA2 for their reply LS C1-093205/S2-094953 on "SMS support over SGs".

SA2 gave in their LS the foreseen impacts on CT1-specifications:

· The addition of "SMS-only" indicator in EPS/IMSI Attach / Tracking Area Update Request.

[CT1 answer]: CT1 agreed on the addition of this indicator for the quoted-messages.

· The addition of new cause value (or new IE) to indicate in the EPS/IMSI Attach / Tracking Area Update Accept the UE is IMSI attached for SMS only.

[CT1 answer]: CT1 agreed on the addition of a new IE

· Potentially, paging reject mechanism as documented in the attached CR.

[CT1 answer]: CT1 discussed this topic but CT1 could not come to a consensus (please see below).
Hence, in further discussions related to the "SMS over SGs", CT1 was not able to agree on the possible scenarios due to lack of this information. CT1 would like to ask SA2 for guidance on the following issues:

Q1.
Is the support of "SMS over SGs" optional or mandatory for UE independently of the support of CSFB as defined in TS 23.272?

Q2.
Is the support of "SMS over SGs" optional or mandatory for MME independently of the support of CSFB as defined in TS 23.272?

Q3.
Shall the MMEs supporting CSFB procedures before the introduction of the "SMS support over SGs" feature as defined in the LS in C1-093205/S2-094953, always understand the "SMS-only" request sent from the UE?
Q4.
Shall the UEs supporting CSFB procedures before introduction of the "SMS support over SGs" feature, as defined in the LS in C1-093205/S2-094953, always understand the "SMS-only" response sent from the MME?
Q5.
If a UE requests CSFB (without requesting "SMS-only"), and the MME responds with "SMS-only" as defined in the CR 110 for TS 23.272 (S2-094958), does this mean that no CFSB voice needs to be provided for that UE by the network?

Q6.
Assuming that the answer on Q3 is yes, if a UE requests for "SMS-only", and the MME supports full CSFB, then is it a correct understanding that the MME shall respond with "SMS-only" support only with no provision of voice?

CT1 could provide a solution to the issue of paging for MT calls UEs that have indicated "SMS-only" during the MM procedures by using filtering in the MME and not in the UE as it is currently defined in the CR 110 for TS 23.272 (S2-094958). CT1 considers this solution (i.e. by using the paging filtering in the MME) as an optimisation to the solution contained in the CR 110 for TS 23.272 (S2-094958).
CT1 understands that a 'voice-centric' UE can also request for Combined Attach / TAU with "SMS-only". For instance, an IMS voice UE with SMS over SGs (which is 'voice-centric'), can still request "SMS-only".
Q7.
What is the expected behaviour of a 'voice-centric' UE receiving the "SMS-only" indication?

2. Actions:

To TSG SA WG2 group:
ACTION: CT1 kindly request SA2 to give guidance on the issue above.
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