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Description of current status and exchanged liaisons
In order to fully understand the MPS request, three liaisons have been exchanged:

· first R3-101991 (S2-103098 / 10-14 May) wherein SA2 requests RAN3 to provide a priority indication over S1AP paging, and ask RAN2 if it would also be needed over the radio paging.
· second RAN2 answers in R3-101990 (R2-104202 / 28 June – 02 July) that RAN2 doesn’t see the need for a priority indication over radio paging for the intra-LTE case but would need to re- investigate the question for the case of CSFB to UMTS if SA2 confirms that CSFB to UMTS would also need prioritisation.
· Third SA2 answers that liaison in S2-103205 (6-13 July)  saying that yes, it is necessary to prioritize the subsequent access over UMTS but moreover would also be needed over GERAN (CSFB towards GERAN) when release with redirection option is used, then they ask consequently RAN2 if this questions their intra-LTE previous answer above.
Here is thus the situation at the beginning of this RAN3#69 meeting and RAN3#71 in Madrid.
2
Description of is expected now from RAN3 and RAN2
Alcatel-Lucent first noticed that SA2 forgot to include RAN3 on the last liaison so we are happy to provide it here-below in annex so that RAN3 has the full picture to understand the feature.
Second Alcatel-Lucent is providing at this RAN3 meeting contributions and CRs together with Telcordia Technologies that implement the SA2 request to RAN3 seen in S2-103098 for a paging priority indicator over S1. It can be noted that this is needed even for the intra-LTE case so it is independent of the ongoing SA2-RAN2 exchange on RRC radio paging.
Third Alcatel-Lucent is providing at RAN3#69 also the equivalent RANAP CR. Indeed SA2 confirmed in S2-103205 the necessity to also prioritize in the UMTS case. Therefore in the intra-UMTS case, even if PPAC is operated, the RNC will thus need to prioritize between incoming mps pagings and non-mps pagings with a priority indicator sent over Iu Paging message.
Finally, For RAN3 information, Alcatel-Lucent is providing in RAN2 an exhaustive analysis showing that because of CSFB case, the decision of no paging priority indicator in LTE RRC paging might be revisited according to S2-103205 for the GERAN case and also UMTS case where UMTS network doesn’t support PPAC feature. 
We hope that this short paper will help summarising the situation and agreeing on the needed CRs.
3
Annex Last liaison answer from SA2 (S2-103205) on MPS
3GPP TSG SA 3GPP TSG SA WG2 Meeting #79E
TD S2-103205

July 6-13, 2010, Elbonia
(revision 4 of S2-103195)
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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to thank RAN2 for the LS R2-104202/S2-103196 LS response on support for Priority for terminating sessions for MPS.

SA2 has noted as per RAN2 feedback that from LTE access point of view, there is no benefit from sending the priority indication in the RRC Paging message or other RRC messages over the radio for an incoming MPS session establishment attempt using IMS or CSFB. , and has agreed that during congestion conditions, network based solutions of prioritising the MPS Paging requests are sufficient.

SA2 would like to thank RAN2 for the question on the case of a mobile terminated call setup via CSFB with subsequent access over UMTS with re-direction option as per TS 23.272 clause 7.4, and is happy to provide the following response.
RAN2 Question:

RAN2 kindly asks SA2 to provide feedback on whether if it is also necessary to prioritise the subsequent access over UMTS for CSFB when Release with re-direction option as per TS 23.272 clause 7.4 is used.

SA2 Response:

SA2 concluded that it is necessary to prioritise the subsequent access over UMTS/GERAN for CSFB when Release with re-direction option is used and would like to kindly ask the RAN2/GERAN2 to consider how to ensure it.
SA2 would also like to know the implications of the above requirements on the overall priority handling, i.e. if this issue would have any impact on the decision for LTE access.

2. Actions:

To: RAN2, GERAN2

ACTION: 

SA2 kindly asks RAN2 to consider how to prioritise the subsequent access over UMTS for CSFB when Release with re-direction option is used and provide feedback on the overall aspects as indicated by SA2#80 meeting.
SA2 kindly asks GERAN2 to provide feedback on how to prioritise the subsequent access over GERAN for CSFB when Release with re-direction option is used by SA2#80 meeting.
3. Date of Next TSG-SA2 Meetings

	3GPPSA2#80 
	OR 
	30 Aug - 3 Sep 2010    
	Brunstad
	NOR 

	3GPPSA2#81
	OR 
	11 - 15 Oct 2010
	Prague
	CZE
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