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1. Overall Description:

SA2 discussed an issue with performing the MMTEL CONF service on a session that has been subject to eSRVCC transfer from IMS to CS domain. The problem can be summarised as follows:
-
UE A initiates a session to UE B (dialog-id 1). An ATCF is included in the originating path and is the session is anchored in the SCC AS.  

-
The UE is subject to transfer from PS to CS domain using eSRVCC procedures and results in the MSC Server sending a SIP INVITE towards the SCC AS (dialog-id 2). The ATCF, acting as a B2BUA, changes the dialog-id when forwarding the INVITE toward the SCC AS (dialog-id 2 changed to dialog-id 3). 
-
The MSC Server sends a REGISTER request toward the IMS core network, using the I2 reference point as per procedures described in clause 7.2.1.2 in 3GPP TS 23.292

-
UE A calls another UE, UE C and is on an active session with UE C (dialog-id 4).

-
A multiparty call is to be created as per the MMTEL CONF service in 24.605 and UE A sends an INVITE to the conference factory (e.g. MMTEL AS) and connects to the conference. 
-
UE A sends a REFER request (with Refer-to header including dialog-id 2) to the conference factory to invite UE B to the conference

-
SCC AS cannot correlate the dialog-id 2 with dialog-id 1/dialog-id 3 and forwards this unchanged to the conference factory/MMTEL AS.

-
The conference factory/MMTEL AS cannot correlate dialog-id 2 with an existing session and cannot find UE B and thus fails the CONF establishment procedures. 

Potential solutions were discussed in SA2, however, some opinions considered solutions to cause no architectural impacts. The solutions discussed proposed including the ATCF anchoring the transferred call in the registration path from the MSC Server during eSRVCC procedures over I2 in order to translate the dialog-id 2 to dialog-id 3 in the REFER request. Alternatively, the ATCF could perform B2BUA actions similar to the IBCF and preserve the dialog identifier and thus the REFER can be correlated with dialog-id 1. 
CT1 is requested to consider protocol solutions to solve the above described problem since the issue is considered to have no architectural impacts. 

2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 kindly asks CT1 group to confirm the above described problem for CONF service after eSRVCC and SA2 asks CT1 to define a solution in Release 12 to avoid failure of CONF service after eSRVCC. 
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