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1
Introduction
At the last meeting, RAN3 considered three main options to address the request expressed in an LS from RAN2 [1]:
1. Static mapping table to be provided from the WT independently from any connection;

2. Dynamic mapping in an RRC transparent container;

3. Dynamic mapping in plain XwAP signalling.

Out of these 3 option, RAN3 selected the first two as the way forward. This was based on the assumption that the WT is not forced to provide the mapping and in case the mapping is not provided, there is a default access class.
2
Situation update
Since it seems the concept of the “default access class” to be used in case the WT does not provide the mapping may be rejected in RAN2, the assumption from the last RAN3 meeting does not hold any longer (or there is a risk it may not hold). Therefore, also the way forward must be reconsidered.
In general, dynamic mapping seems the most flexible approach. And the transparent container that the eNB only passes further, is very neat. However, if it is possible that the WT skips providing it, the eNB – if the mapping must be informed to the UE – has to be able to select it on its own. This means the function to create the RRC block must be implemented twice: in the WT, and the eNB. From that perspective, having XwAP signalling may seem better: the WT needs to encode the XwAP signalling only, which the RRC formulation is at the eNB. 

3
Proposals
Having the new situation in mind, as described above, we propose to reconsider the way forward. To be ready to revise it, if it is so decided, we provide again two draft CRs, as presented at RAN3 #93-bis [2-3].
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