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Abstract of the contribution:

We motivate our proposal to replace the current CSFB solution by an "Iu-Cs" based alternative as per S2-081079.
1. Discussion

S2-081079 provides an alternative implementation to the current solution under CSFB specification in TS 23.cde. 
The current solution is based on the Alternative 3 as per TR 23.879 and so called "Page in eUTRAN, Call in GSM/WCDMA" and reuse "Gs" procedures and principles.
Whereas the alternative (to the current solution) is based on providing an Iu-Cs for control plane signalling between the IWF/MME and MSC-Server that permits 24.008 Call Setup and Mobility Management procedures to be transparently convey from the UE to the MSC.

In the context of CS Fall back we can consider both alternatives to be exclusive.

The proposal is to replace the current solution by the "Iu-Cs" based alternative.

Our motivation is the following: by reusing the proven "Gs" architecture in the context of two separate systems like EPC/EUTRAN and GSM/UMTS, it is impossible to avoid misalignment between TA and LA, and the consequence will be MT call failures. We believe this is a serious issue that either "Gs" based alternative need to solve or we go for another solution that don’t have this issue. 
We believe S2-081079 provides enough details for operators and vendors to evaluate 1) its technical feasibility, 2) its completeness to assess the risk of delay on the specification phase, and 3) the complexity brought on EPC i.e. IWF/MME additional functions and procedures as well as the complexity of the 24.008 tunnelling both on the UE and on the IWF/MME.

Finally we understand that CS Fallback is seen as a temporary solution, development cost and operational complexity should be carefully considered starting by the impact on legacy nodes like MSCs. Furthermore with the risk not being very popular we also need to consider whether we can limit the specification effort (stage 3), the development cost & deployment burden by rationalizing CSFB and SRVCC architectures i.e. a) Gs or not, b) Iu-Cs or not, and c) IWF in MME or not
Despite clear commonalities, we may end-up with 3 complete different architectures for SRVCC for 1xRTT, SRVCC for GSM/UMTS and CSFB. Such result may be fine from stage 2 prospective but can become a real burden for stage 3 specification stage, product development cost and no migration route possible between architecture e.g. from CSFB (no VoIPoIMS deployed) to SRVCC (VoIPoIMS deployed)
2. Proposal

In light of this discussion paper, the proposed technical alternative as per S2-081079, and some possible result from discussion on SRVCC, we propose to re-evalute the decision taken at SA2#62 which was to specify the "Gs" based alternative for CSFB and whether to replace it by "Iu-Cs" based alternative as per S2-081079
