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1. Overall Description:

SA2 has decided to allow MBR>GBR for 3GPP services like MTSI if the two end-points has negotiated the use of ECN. It is assumed that when both of the end-points support the ECN, the end-point can trigger a codec rate reduction during congestion before the packets will be dropped in the network with the ECN pre-warning scheme. 
The feature also depends on the support of the eNodeB; however, the capability of the eNodeB is not indicated to the PCRF. According to current specifications, it is not clear what will happen if the eNodeB which doesn’t support MBR>GBR receives an QoS parameter with MBR>GBR. 
During SA2 discussion, SA2 assumed that the eNodeBs, regardless of its release, can support MBR>GBR, that is, eNodeBs since Release 8, will be able to handle bearer request with MBR>GBR, and set the GBR of the bearer to the GBR in bearer request, and set the MBR of the bearer to the MBR in bearer request. However, we are not sure whether this assumption is correct.  We would like to ask RAN2 and RAN3 to confirm this assumption. 

Besides, if this assumption isn’t correct, could RAN2 and RAN3 kindly indicate to SA2 what is the behaviour of eNodeB if it receives a bearer request with MBR>GBR? 
2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 asks RAN2 group to answer the 2 questions in the LS.
To RAN3 group.

ACTION: 
SA2 asks RAN3 group to answer the 2 questions in the LS.

3. Date of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

3GPP SA2#83,   21 - 25 Feb 2011,    Salt Lake City, Utah, USA
3GPP SA2#84,   11 - 15 Apr 2011 ,    Bratislava, SK
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