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1. Overall Description:

CT4 thanks CT1 and SA2 for their reply LS on Handover procedures without the dynamic PGW ID. CT4 would like to provide the following feedback.
To CT1:
CT4 takes note of the clarification of the UE behaviour when it receives the Private Notify Message Type PDN_CONNECTION_REJECTION in the Handover procedures. CT4 think that it could be clarified that an ePDG which receives a Handover Request but no PGW Identity from the HSS/AAA, shall reject the UE’s Handover request (by using PDN_CONNECTION_REJECTION) , without the ePDG even attempting to establish the PDN connection towards a PGW. CT4 leaves it to CT1 to consider whether this can be clarified in TS 24.302. 
With regards to the following answer, 
CT1 Answer to Q2: If PMIP is used on S2b, the network is allowed to continue the handover procedure without IP address preservation as defined in stage 2 (TS 23.402 subclause 4.1.3.2.3. bullet c), f) and NOTE1). The UE hehavior defined in the second paragraph is to satisfy this stage 2 specified requirement. 
For the GTP case, the UE should receive the PDN_CONNECTION_REJECTION with an IP address information in the Notification Data field as defined in the first paragraph. The UE should not continue the Handover procedure. 
CT4 thinks that the UE and ePDG behaviour should not differ depending on whether GTP or PMIP is used over S2b and would recommend alignment between GTP and PMIP in this respect, for both scenarios where the ePDG does not receive a PGW identity from the 3GPP AAA Server (for which CT4 suggests that the ePDG rejects the UE request without any S2b signalling) or where the PGW receives a Handover Request but no corresponding PDN connection exists (for which CT4 has specified that the PGW may reject the Handover Request).
CT4 also assumes that when a Handover request is rejected, the UE maintains by default its on-going PDN connection over the 3GPP access.

To SA2:

CT4 has updated its stage 3 to require the MME/SGSN to give precedence to the ”HO-To-Non-3GPP-Access Not Allowed” parameter over the “WLAN offloadable” parameter if it receives inconsistent parameters in the user subscription. 
2. Actions:

To CT1 and SA2 groups.

ACTION: 
CT4 kindly asks CT1 and SA2 to take the above feedback into account.
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