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TSG CN1 thanks TSG RAN2 for their LS “Liaison Statement on Signalling Radio Bearer for low priority NAS messages”, which asks for CN1’s opinion on what should be the quality of service (lossless vs. lossy) offered by RRC to low priority NAS messages.

CN1 would like to inform RAN2 that the quality of service expected from RRC for low priority NAS messages is lossless. 
For background information, the original RAN2 liaison statement, R2-012138 [Liaison Statement on Signalling Radio Bearer for low priority NAS messages], is appended to this LS.

The dates for the next CN1 meetings are:

· CN1_19bis
2nd-4th October 2001

To-Be-Determined location

· CN1_20 
15th – 19th October 2001

Brighton, U.K.

CN1 thanks RAN2 for any feedback that may be provided.
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1. Overall Description:

RAN WG2 would like to kindly ask CN WG1 a quick response on the following question. 

What should be the quality of service (lossless vs. lossy) offered by RRC to low priority NAS messages? 

A document (R2-011929, “RLC reset on a Signalling Radio Bearer”) has been discussed at RAN WG2 meeting #23. Its aim was to clarify the RRC specification in case of a reset in the Acknowledged Mode RLC entities used on the control plane. RAN WG2 agreed on the need to release the RRC connection in case lossless transmissions cannot be guaranteed for AM RRC signalling and NAS high priority signalling. However, RAN WG2 could not conclude on the best course of action for the case of NAS low priority signalling. If lossless transmission cannot be guaranteed for NAS low priority signalling messages, should the RRC connection be released or not?

2. Actions:

To CN1 group.

ACTION: 
RAN2 asks CN1 group to clearly state what is expected for NAS low priority signalling:

Lossless
Lossy

Don’t care

RAN2 would like to receive an answer before the end of the current meeting (August 31st).

3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2_23
27th – 31st August 2001
Helsinki, Finland;

RAN2_24
22nd – 26th October 2001
New York, USA;

RAN2_25
26th – 30th November 2001 Makuhari, Japan.







