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1. Overall Description:

CT1 thanks SA2 for the reply LS in S2-131283/C1-131808.

CT1 agrees that the the UE shall not to initiate MO SMS and/or user data traffic in GERAN when the UE is backed off for packet services as per the SA2 requirements. To fulfil these requirements CT1 would like to inform SA2 about a stage 3 solution in which the UE sets the GPRS update status to GU2 NOT UPDATED instead of the UE locally deactivates ISR.
CT1 has taken note of the agreement reached by SA2 in S2-131282 and discussed the impacts. It is CT1 understanding that SA2 has decided that the UE shall deactivate ISR in case it receives the backoff timer for packet services to get aligned service behaviour in all RATs. However, in light of the question raised by CT1 in the initial LS in C1-130841/S2-130741 only the case of receiving the backoff timer in the SERVICE REJECT message is sufficient in order to get an aligned service behaviour since the UE already sets the GPRS update status to GU2 NOT UPDATED upon receipt of rejection for tracking area updating procedure. Hence, regarding the disabling of ISR when the UE is backed off, CT1 would like to ask the following questions:

Question 1: Does the disabling of ISR as defined by S2-131282 applies when the UE is served by E-UTRAN or GERAN/UTRAN or both?

Question 2: Does the disabling of ISR as defined by S2-131282 applies to:

· service request procedure only; or

· service request and tracking area updating procedures, and even the routing area updating procedure?

CT1 noted that the solution provided by S2-131282 implies that the backoff mechanism for mobility management results in unsynchronized ISR status in the network and the UE, i.e., the network believes that ISR is still active while the UE locally deactivates it. On one hand, this implies that the ISR feature won’t work when the backoff mechanism for mobility management is used. On the other hand, the network still can use it since it is not informed about the local deactivation (The UE is backed off). This leads to unnecessary cost of ISR and unsynchronized system behaviour. 
Question 3: Should the ISR feature be switched off when backoff timer for packet-based services is provided?

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks SA2 to answer the above questions.
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