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1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks SA2’s LS on CSFB priority call handling in a network supporting Multimedia Priority Service

(C1-133809/S2-132330). 
CT1 would like to provide the following answers regarding issues raised by SA2: 

Issue:

TS 29.118 seems to be ambiguous, in particular in clause 8.14.10 (eMLPP priority). 

CT1 Answer: CT1 agrees that current 29.118 subclause 8.14.10 is ambigous:
8.14.10
eMLPP priority

This information element shall be included if the VLR supports CSFB priority call handling and the call was received with priority.
It is possible that wording "with priority" could potentially be interpreted in two different ways:

Interpretation 1): 
“with priority” means the is a high priority call and the priority level indication indicates "high priority"; 

Interpretation 2): 
“with priority” only means there is a priority level indication to indicate the call priority level, however the priority level is not necessarily indicating high priority call given that within an eMLPP network, all calls are assigned an eMLPP priority.
CT1 thinks it is important to fix the spec ambiguity so that no all CSFB calls are treated as high priority calls. However CT1 could not agree which interpretation should be used.

Issue:

SA2 would like CT1 to clarify which entity (MSC or MME), in a network supporting eMLPP and for mobile terminated CS fallback calls, should determine which eMLPP priorities are considered as high priority for CSFB e.g based on local configuration:

· Either it is the MSC. In this case, if it receives SGs-Paging-Request with the MLPP IE, the MSC will provide a priority indication to the MME along with a paging message only for high priority eMLPP calls. In other words, when eMLPP priority is provided via SGs Paging Request, its value does not need to be interpreted by the MME: the only presence of this IE indicates “CSFB High Priority” (per TS 36.413 definition);

· Or it is the MME. In other words, the MSC sends eMLPP IE in SGs-Paging-Request message and the MME derives whether the MT call is CSFB high priority or not based on the eMLPP priority level received in this message. 

CT1 Answer:   CT1 concludes that both interpretations can be made to work with proper spec correction/clarification. Which entity makes priority call decision depends on which interpretation used:
· If Interpretation 1 is adopted, then the MSC determines which eMLPP priorities are considered as high priority for CSFB and passes eMLPP priority IE to the MME only for calls that are considered as high priority calls; 
· On the other hand, if Interpretation 2 is adopted, the MSC passes eMLPP IE to the MME for all calls and let the the MME determines whether the MT call is CSFB high priority call.
However it is noted that eMLPP priorities is related to the priority to establish the CS call at the target GERAN/UTRAN after CSFB, and related eMLPP service provisioning is in the MSC already, so the MSC has all the information to make the decision. Given this consideraton, it would seem to make more sense to avoid the duplication of the provisioning in the MSC and MME for the eMLPP priorities, and to let the MSC to make the decision on which eMLPP priorities are considered as high priority for CSFB.  Therefore handling based on interpretation 1 is preferred.
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to take above information into account and provide guidance on which interpretation should be used for priority call determination.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group
ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to take above information into account and provide guidance on which interpretation should be used appropriate for priority call determination.
3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:

TSG CT WG1 Meeting #85
11-15 November 2013
San Francisco, CA (USA)

TSG CT WG1 Meeting #86
20-24 January 2014
Guangzhou (P.R. China)

