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1. Introduction

The redial TR 23.903 contains an incomplete section 5 on the Interaction with Supplementary Services.

This document proposes text to complete this section of TR 23.903.

2.
Proposal

It is proposed that:

a)
the following updates are made to the TR

b)
the rapporteur updates the references and abbreviations sections in line with the agreed text.

5
Interaction with Supplementary Services and other 3GPP Features


5.1
General

Within the 3GPP specifications the CS video call is regarded as a Bearer Service and not a Teleservice.

Annex A of 3GPP TS 22.004 [x] defines the applicability of supplementary services to both “Telephony” (a Teleservice) and “cct data” (Bearer Services).

Most supplementary services are applicable to both the voice and video calls. For this ‘redial’ solution to function effectively, the user and operator needs to configure supplementary services and network features (such as ODB and Roaming Restrictions) in a sensible manner (eg avoid barring voice calls but permit video calls). Sensible configurations do not seem to be prohibited by the standard.

It is worth noting that some supplementary services cannot be used while in the video component of a call (e.g. Call Hold; Multiparty; Explicit Call Transfer and Calling Name Presentation)
5.2
Calling Line Identity and Single Numbering Scheme
To make this feature work smoothly, CLIs should not be restricted by the user, and, CLIs should be transferred by the networks. In addition, single numbering schemes should be used (i.e. the user’s videophone and telephone numbers need to be the same).

When detecting that a redialled call is the same as the original, UE VB should be aware that the number format might change from, for example, national to international format. This could be because the networks route the voice and video calls differently, or, because UE VB was the original A party. 

The impacts of Camel based number translation services, e.g. for office VPNs are for further study.
5.3
Camel based services triggered by call release and CCBS
Release of the call can trigger other services, for example, voice mail delivery attempts and/or Call Completion to a Busy Subscriber. These services should have been designed to permit customers to make ‘one call followed by another’, however, increased usage of closely coupled calls might mean that these other services need re-tuning.

5.4
Provision of Multi-Media “Ring Back” tones to the A party

When initiating a video call, the terminating network might provide “multi-media” content to the A party while attempting to contact the B party. 

In order to achieve this, a bi-directional user plane is needed between the A party and the terminating network, ie, the Connect message must have been sent. In this situation, the original video call establishment has been successful, and, as such, there is no need to “redial as a voice call”.

How the terminating network transfers the established video call to the “real B party” is a matter for the terminating network (e.g. with regard to H.324 codec negotiation matters). 
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