SA WG2 Temporary Document

Page 1

SA WG2 Meeting #88
S2-114948
14 - 18, November 2011, San Francisco, USA

Source:
Ericsson, ST-Ericsson
Title:
Reflections on LS from CT1 on multiple registration for SRVCC
Document for:
Approval 

Agenda Item:
7.3.4
Abstract of the contribution:

Discussion
This paper discusses the LS received from CT1 in S2-114734 that discusses multiple registration of a SRVCC UE over the same access. 
Multiple registration support was originally introduced in 3GPP due to cable requirements and multi-access requirements. For cable networks, there was a wish to support restoration procedures by using multiple registrations over the same access. For mobile networks, this was not really needed, as there are other means for network restoration procedures. Hence, there has not been a real need for a mobile SRVCC UE to perform multiple registrations over the same access and from the same client. It could also be noted, that this is not supported by GSMA IR.92 specifications either. 

If multiple registration over different accesses (e.g., mobile and WiFi), the problem described by CT1 would not apply. 
As a result, this appears to be more of a theoretical problem at the time being and not something that urgently needs to be solved except perhaps some error handling in the unlikely event that this would occur.  

When reviewing the solutions, it could be noted that 

-
Solution 1 will have a rather large architectural impact on both network and UE.  It should be pointed out that during the eSRVCC study, it was also an explicit design requirement that said "NO impact on UE." and which the stage 2 solution is based on. It is expected that CT1 follows this direction as well. 

-
Solution 2 appears to be more of an error handling case without any real architectural impact (just another policy of when the SCC AS may set its own STN-SR instead of using the ATCF STN-SR).  
Proposal

It is proposed to:
-
Reply to CT1 to make clear that we currently have no requirement to create a solution for the case of having multiple registrations over UTRAN/E-UTRAN access for a SRVCC UE. However, CT1 are free to document error cases, such as solution 2 for the completeness of the specification as long as the principle of "NO impact on UE." is fulfilled. 
-
If companies see a large uptake of UE that will use multiple registrations over the same (UTRAN/E-UTRAN) access, then it is suggested to start up work in coming release(s) to look into this further. Considering that there may be architectural impacts, it might be of interest to do look into this in SA2 as well. 
3GPP

SA WG2 TD


