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1 Scope of the event

3GPPCT1#84 meeting covers standardisation for 3GPP systems protocols between the user equipment and the network including new work items and maintenance of existing work. Protocols used by eCall are under the responsibility of this 3GPP working group.
2 Participants

Around 100 international participants from different regions of the world including Administrations, manufacturers (Qualcomm, Nokia Siemens Networks, Ericsson, NEC, Blackberry, etc…), and operators (Deutsche Telecom, Vodafone, Orange, AT&T, DoCoMo, etc..) were present. 
3 In-kind contribution

18 signatures obtained. 
4 Outstanding presentations

This was the first time that STF456 was represented in 3GPP-CT1.
5 Presentations/interventions from the STF

On behalf of the ETSI MSG, the liaison statement in C1-132999 “MSG (13)034016r1_Proposed_LS_to_3GPP_SA2_and_CT1” was presented to the meeting. 
6 Stakeholders reaction/comments
Few companies were reluctant to give comments on the STF456 solution to eCall, where there is no stage 1 requirements and Stage 2 architecture agreed in 3GPP, and that eCall work should go through the 3GPP process to take course and be discussed in close details. STF456 clarified that the outcome of its work is a study that recommends a solution, and the aim is to collect as many input from the stakeholders as possible to make the solution in a state that is easy to adopt in 3GPP specifications, aiming Release-13.

Deutsche Telekom expressed being not happy that the proposed solution does not make reuse of the In-band modem and the reason is the reuse of existing PSAPs, the STF representative (Ban Al-Bakri) clarified that the In-band modem solution is not efficient when using IP based eCall. A question was raised if an IWF will be used in the Media-Gateway, the STF representative responded that this is a possible solution, however to reduce impact on the networks (MNOs) it is preferable to allow the UE to call on CS domain, by configuration or if eCall over IMS was unsuccessful.
7 Knowledge acquired / guidance received for the STF work

Additional offline discussions took place during the week with the following wishes or concerns expressed by different stakeholders:

- Several stakeholders reported that they have not studied it yet in details.
- One company expressed that its preference is to have a Normal Attach on UMTS-PS and EPS with a default APN and then request an emergency service by the UE performing PDN connectivity request for emergency bearer service. The reason is to maintain their implementation and to guarantee Call-Back. Other companies did not see the need for maintaining existing implementation. In regard to Call-Back, there might be an issue that need to be considered for eCall, however the Call-back issues seem to be beyond eCall. 

- If the PSAPs do not upgrade while GSM will become not available, a mechanism to maintain the possibility to convert IP based eCall to in-band modem towards the PSAP may still be required. 
- Issues with Call-back, as it is seen as a normal service/Call, where the eCall only UE does not have the subscription for a normal service apart from to connect to the reconfiguration purposes. This is an issue that might need some investigation and follow up, on how to allow the eCall UE to receive a normal call. Noting that some issues related to Call-back are general for emergency services and not eCall specific, where it requires normal IMS registration (rather than IMS emergency registration) to receive the call-back from the PSAP. 
- CS Fall-back may also be used as a transition or alternative solution to IMS over LTE, however LTE is used only to initiate the connection and the actual eCall will run over CS domain (GSM or UMTS-CS). This uses the in-band modem. This solution causes some delays in initiation the eCall, and it is not an IP based solution.
- AT Commands do not seem to be required for eCall. This need to be further investigated.

- IMS changes may be done directly to IMS specifications without the need for a specific IETF draft. This option need to be investigated.

8 STF results dissemination / recognition
The participants, many of whom represent national authorities, operators, and manufacturers are now aware of the existence and work of STF456.
9 Impact of the participation on the STF
eCall stakeholders have received information about the work of STF456 and the possibilities for deployment of eCall in 4G networks. They now have contact names and email addresses for follow up discussions on eCall migration and eCall deployment options in 4G networks.
10 Conclusion

The presentation was successful in disseminating early technical solutions resulting of STF456 and receiving early comments and concerns that can be taken into consideration when progressing the STF work.  
