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1. Overall Description:

SA3 thanks SA2 for their LS S2-091788 about the issue of fetching context. In the LS, SA2 asked SA3 whether there are any strong reasons for the fetching of UE contexts from two CN nodes, that would warrant modifications for the procedure models defined in TS 23.401.where UE context is fetched from a single old CN node only. If not, SA2 prefer a consistent procedure model with retrieving information from a single old CN node only.
SA3 had the discussion about this issue and came to the conclusion that it could be acceptable to remove the fetching of UE context from two CN nodes under the condition that keeping the double fetching implies big changes to TS 23.401 or other stage 3 specifications; or if it turns out that the double fetching is not optimizing a common case. 

  To understand if it is worthwhile to have the double fetching optimization, potentially for Release 9, SA3 would like to get confirmation from SA2 on two things for this issue:
1. Whether the scenario of the additional context retrieval from an old MME is a frequent case or not?
SA3 notes that in SA2’s LS it is said that,
 “The additional context retrieval from an old MME would happen only in case a UE changes to a new MME while it has performed the last update procedure with an SGSN and ISR is not activated.” 
A possible reason for low frequency of double fetching, that was mentioned in SA3’s discussion, is that even if the MME pool is very large, the current MME pool mechanism can ensure that UE always attaches to the same MME when UE moves back to E-UTRAN. SA3 would like to ask SA2 whether this understanding is correct and to confirm that additional fetching of context is a very infrequent case.
2. Whether the inconsistent understandings between SA2 and SA3 exist for UE HO in active mode?
SA3 notes that in TS23.401v8.5.0 section 5.5.2.2.3 execution phase step 11 said that 
“The UE initiates a Tracking Area Update procedure when one of the conditions listed in clause "Triggers for tracking area update" applies. The target MME knows that an IRAT Handover has been performed for this UE as it received the bearer context(s) by handover messages and therefore the target MME performs only a subset of the TA update procedure, specifically it excludes the context transfer procedures between source SGSN and target MME.”
The above texts indicate that after TAU the target MME just has a subset of TA update procedure and will not fetch any context from any node.
However, in section 9.2.2.1 TS33.401v8.3.1, it said,
“B) Subsequent NAS signalling

……
3. When the MME receives a TAU request with a KSIASME and GUTI pointing to a previously visited MME it may fetch the native EPS security context from this other MME. It fetches this context by sending the previous MME a message that indicates it has authenticated the UE and includes the IMSI and GUTI. The previous MME returns the security context if it can find it based on the received IMSI and GUTI. If the MME fetches the native EPS security context from the other MME it shall do so before sending the TAU accept message…..”
The above texts indicate that after TAU MME may fetch context from other MME.
So SA3 would like to know that whether the inconsistent understandings between SA2 and SA3 exist for double fetching of UE context during the TAU procedure following an IRAT HO to E-UTRAN.
2. Actions:

To SA2
ACTION: 
SA3 would like to ask SA2 for clarification about the above questions in order for SA3 to do the corresponding actions next.
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