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0 Introduction
This paper presents the outcome of the offline discussions on the SRVCC encoding issue at RAN3#83bis and proposes a way forward taking into account:

· The positions expressed by companies in RAN3,
· The position of CT4,
· The overall impact on specifications.
1 SRVCC from LTE to GERAN – Position of companies in RAN3
During the online discussions, the following options have been considered for the reverse direction:

1) MSC includes T+L see TS29.280

2) MME includes T+L

3) eNB does not need T+L (not send by the MME)

During the online discussions, the following options have been considered for the forward direction:

1) eNB does not include T+L

2) MSC removes T+L

3) MME removed T+L

Which basically leads to a total of nine possible solutions…
However, during the offline discussion, and after some companies changed opinion compared to the online session, the following grouping appeared possible into 3 solutions:
Solution 1: full transparency with no CN involvement in both direction i.e. reverse 3/ and forward 1/
· Supported by ALU, Samsung, NEC

· Impact: correction of S1AP and correction of TS29.280 (forward direction)
Solution 2: MSC adapts by including T+L in reverse and removing T+L in forward i.e. reverse 1/ and forward 2/

· Supported by Huawei, NSN, CATT

· Impact: correction of TS29.280 only
Solution 3: hybrid between eNB and MSC i.e. reverse 3/ and forward 2/
· Supported by Ericsson only
· Impact: correction of S1AP (reverse) only

Proposal 1: it is proposed to consider only solution 1, 2 and 3 further on and ask position of other companies on these three solutions only. If no change, it is proposed to down-select and choose between solution 1 and solution 2.
2 SRVCC from LTE to GERAN – feedback from CT4

The topic was discussed in CT4 this week given that it implies both groups.
Here is what has been captured in chairman’s notes (and should be copied in secretary minutes):
Principle decision in CT4 made that the Transparent container will be transparent to the Core Network entities, i.e. if the TL part is included it is passed through transparently, if it just the value part that is passed through transparently.

*Nigel – to contact the RAN3 chairman to say if during their discussion this week if they deviate from this fundamental CN principle in RAN and want the CN to remove the TL part is certain scenarios then they need to inform us of this deviation so we can document it appropriately
CT4 basically restate the transparency principle which means solution 1.

CT4 therefore supports solution 1, but they leave the door open that if RAN3 decides an “exception” of the normal principle then RAN3 liaise CT4.

3 SRVCC from LTE to GERAN – Conclusion and way forward

Solution 1 and solution 2 have same number of company support.

Solution 1 has the following advantages:

· follows the transparency principle desired for the “transparent” container for the CN nodes and has the support of CT4,

· is aligned with 3g-GERAN SRVCC for which the transparency principle had been well followed (V-V both directions) which practically means that an MSC doesn’t need to determine what is the source RAT 

Solution 2 has the following advantage:
· impact TS29.280 only and not S1AP.
Proposal: it is proposed that RAN3 makes the decision between solution 1 and solution 2 and liaise CT4 about this choice, regardless of the solution selected.


















