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Q3/16 has reviewed your liaison information conveyed by Ericsson in COM16-C.119 regarding the use of H.248.36 and can provide the following clarifications:
3GPP Question:

In particular in section 5.6.1it is discussed that hanging records in the MGC can be detected by auditing the MG whereas "[i]n the case the MGC is unable to detect these terminations, the MG needs to be able to detect and clean up terminations that are hanging." Further the same section identifies specific error codes received from the MGC that would indicate to the MG that there is a potential hanging. This would allude to the need for an MG controlled release of such hanging terminations. However, in section 5.6.2 it is clearly stated that "… the MGC shall be responsible for correcting the mismatch." This would appear to contradict section 5.6.1 which may be understood as the justification for the new package, i.e. the solution did not match the requirement.

Q3/16 response: 

Q3/16 does not agree that there is a contradiction. 5.6.1 outlines the various alternatives available for detecting a mismatch and provides justification for the use of Notify messages. The notify message can be generated as a result of an error response or via a periodic manner. The text of 5.6.4 describes the use of Notify messages in a periodic manner. The MGC is still responsible for subtracting the termination. An H.248 Implementors’ Guide item has been added to clarify this.
3GPP Question:

It was raised in CT4 that there are scenarios where the MG's resources are shared by multiple MGCs and although the MG's termination record may indicate that it should be connected to a certain MGC when it receives the notification response indicating one of the error codes mentioned in the package it is clear that the termination is no longer under that MGC's control. Therefore it is questioned by some members of CT4 whether it is in fact correct that the MGC should then subtract this termination.
Q3/16 response: 
This package is used to detect when the MGC has lost a record of the termination on the MG. The MG should be able to notify the correct MGC that issued the event in the first place because it would maintain this record. In the event that there was also corruption of the MG record then it would be no problem for the MGC to subtract the termination as the termination would already be corrupted and not reporting correct call events.
Further, there was concern by some members of CT4 that in the event of a restart in an MGC that rolls back to a Release 6 version of the software it may arise that the MGC does not follow the release procedures to subtract the termination and therefore the termination will remain hanging in the MGW.

Q3/16 response: 

The subtraction of terminations in this case would be dependent on the ServiceChangeMethod and reason that caused the restart. H.248.1 Annex F can provide guidance in this case.
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