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1. Overall Description:

SA WG2 thanks CT WG1 for their LS on non-combined procedure from a UE with an active SGs association.
In the LS CT 1 asks the following Question: 

When a UE with an active SGs association initiates a non-combined procedure and the MME removes the SGs association on the MME side, shall the MME also initiate a procedure towards the VLR to remove the SGs association on the VLR side?

SA2 understands that there are two possibilities: 

If the MME does not inform the VLR, the SGs association will remain in SGs-Associated on the VLR side until an SGs paging message is sent to the MME from the VLR. The MME will then respond with a paging reject and the SGs Association is set to SGs-Null in the VLR. This has may lead to hanging subscriptions in the VLR that may never be cleared up, if a terminating call to MSC is not received. Note that the MSC does not start ‘implicit detach timer’ and ‘automatic deregistration timer’ as long as it believes that there is an SGs-association.

If the MME instead informs the VLR that the SGs association has been removed the SGs state will be synchronised between MME and VLR and there is no need to rely on rejected paging messages to synchronise the SGs association state.

While SA2 believe that the decision should be made by CT1, SA2 strongly recommends the second solution with and explicitly clean up and synchronization of the SGs Association state between MME and VLR since is avoids hanging resources in the VLR.   

SA2 also noted that CT1 referenced a statement regarding the Gs association in 23.060. SA2 does not see any underlying reasoning for the Gs design that would indicate that a similar solution should be carried over to the SGs interface. SA2 does not believe that the SGs design should be constrained by earlier decisions on the Gs design.
2. Actions:

To CT WG1 group.

ACTION: 
SA WG2 kindly asks TSG CT WG1 to take the above guidance into account and proceed with making the decision on whether the MME shall inform the VLR, or not, when a non-combined procedure from a UE with an active SGs is performed towards the MME.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

	3GPPSA2#95
	OR
	28 Jan - 1 Feb 2013   
	Prague 
	CZ 

	3GPPSA2#96
	OR
	8 - 12 Apr 2013   
	TBD 
	US 
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