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1. Overall Description:

SA2 thanks CT1 for its LS on “Network Initiated PDP Context” and the description of the scenario related to IMS session setup and network initiated PDP context where: 

· UE A wants to set up a multimedia session with UE B and therefore sends an INVITE request towards UE B

· As UE A has all required resources already available, UE A indicates the SDP preconditions as "met"

· The GPRS access network of UE B indicated to UE B, that media PDP contexts will be initiated by the network

· Upon receipt of the INVITE at the B side, the B-side network is not yet able to establish the related PDP context, as it does not know which of the media parameters (m-lines / codecs) will be selected by UE B

SA2 has discussed the UE behaviour at the terminating end point and believes that the proposal where UE B selects the media parameters and then, in order to inform the B-side network, sends out a (reliable) 183 (Session Progress) response including an SDP Answer, is in line with standard SIP procedures and procedures defined in 3GPP TS 23.228 for the terminating UE when QoS preconditions are used. This behaviour is also compliant with UE behaviour while working in NW_Only bearer control mode as defined in 3GPP TSs 23.203 and 23.060. 
Regarding the issue raised by CT1 where the above scenario would not work for PoC, SA2 concluded that the PoC case does not fully fall under this scenario since PoC clients do normally not make use of QoS Precondition signalling. Even if used, PoC session set-up is normally completed making use of existing bearer resources (e.g. default PDP Context) so perception at UE B would be that resources are also available. If required, reservation of dedicated bearer resources takes place at a later stage initiated either by the UE of the IP-CAN depending on the bearer establishment mode selected.  

SA2 also discussed the issue raised by CT1 of the introduction of extra signalling load to IMS session set-up. To this respect, SA2 considered the alternative proposal mentioned in the CT1 LS as a pure optimization of IMS session set-up as currently defined. In this case, the UE B would be overriding the IP-CAN indication to use Network initiated bearer procedures thus reverting to a UE initiated bearer establishment mode. SA2 believes that this proposal for optimization breaks a number of fundamentals as currently defined for Network initiated bearer establishment, which would require a significant number of necessary updates to PCC and GPRS both in stage 2 and stage 3 specifications. SA2 concluded that provided that Release 7 is now officially frozen, there would be no room for such optimization especially when it impacts a significant number of Technical Specifications. On top of that, SA2 concluded that an optimization in this area would not be essential at all since the additional SIP signalling load does not represent a major penalty on the overall session set-up time as it takes place in parallel with the actual resource reservation process in the terminating side. 
2. Actions:

To CT1 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 is kindly requested to complete corresponding stage 3 specification following the approach where UE B sends out a (reliable) 183 (Session Progress) response including an SDP Answer.  
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