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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to inform CT1 around the outcome of its discussions on the IMS session setup case where UE A has all required resources for the IMS session available while UE B does not yet have the required QoS resources available.

SA2 concluded that IMS session setup can be realized in this case as follows.

· When the terminating UE works under NW-initiated bearer control procedures, the UE shall first provide an SDP answer to the original SDP offer and then wait for the IP-CAN to establish the required QoS resources. 

· When the terminating UE works under UE-initiated bearer control procedures, the UE shall either …

a)
Provide an SDP answer to the original SDP offer (e.g. within a reliable 183 Session Progress Response) and then proceed to reserve the required QoS resources for the IMS Session; or. 

b)
Reserve the required QoS resources for the IMS Session and then provide an SDP answer to the original offer (preferably within a reliable 180 Ringing Response). 

In the case of the behavior in bullet a) the SIP stack at the UE keeps the same behavior regardless of the bearer control mode. The UE base the execution of this sequence flow on local policies/configuration. 

· A Rel- 6 UE will behave in accordance without any change. This requires that if a PCC infrastructure is used by IMS, the PCRF is configured to authorize the QoS resources as requested by the UE via the PDP context until the corresponding QoS Authorization is received from the P-CSCF. 

NOTE: 
This particular PCRF configuration is expected in the case of behavior in bullet b) above and in general in the case that the SDP answer is delayed for some reason and the request for the corresponding bearer resources is received at the PCRF before the QoS Authorization is received over Rx.

All possible scenarios are covered with minor additions to current CT1 specifications. 
The PCC procedures currently defined in CT3 specifications would not be impacted either. The stage 3 PCC specifications could recommend to disable the authorized IP Flows (i.e. close the gates) until the QoS Authorization is finally provided over Rx in order to prevent fraud. If the Rx QoS Authorization is not received after a period of time, the corresponding bearer resources should be then released.
2. Actions:

To CT WG1 group:
SA2 kindly asks CT1 to complete the corresponding signalling flows within TR 24.930 and produce any other necessary CRs to TS 24.229 as required by the IMS signalling setup sequences described above.   

To CT WG3 group:
SA2 kindly asks CT3 to consider potential updates in PCC stage 3 specifications to define the use of PCRF configuration to authorize QoS resources as requested by the UE via the PDP context until the corresponding QoS Authorization is received from the P-CSCF and the recommendation to close the gates in the meantime. 
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