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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank RAN3 for their LS on CS Fallback triggered upon Service Reject (R3-102530).
CT1 has discussed questions 2 and 3 with the following outcome:
2. To CT1: In the handling of the abnormal cases defined  in section 5.6.1.6 of TS 24.301, where the UE behaviour is that UE shall select GERAN/UTRAN or 1xRTT access and continue the CSFB procedure, is the UE supposed to autonomously select GERAN/UTRAN or 1xRTT access or wait for explicit release by network?

CT1 response:
The current requirement in 24.301 includes the ("the UE shall select GERAN or UTRAN radio access technology" and "the UE shall select cdma2000® 1x radio access technology"), which is a requirement on the UE behavior and no dependency on the network explicitly releasing the connection is mentioned. Therefore, according to the current version of 24.301 the UE will select GERAN or UTRAN or 1xRTT autonomously.
3. To SA2 and CT1: If it is assumed that the UE autonomously selects another RAT, is there any benefit for the MME to use the “CS Fallback triggered” cause  in the UE Context Release Command message to initiate redirection of the UE to UTRAN/GERAN or 1xRTT access?

CT1 response:

If the UE autonomously selects another RAT, which is what the current text in TS 24.301 specifies, CT1 does not see any benefit in using the "CS Fallback triggered" cause in the UE Context Release Command message.
CT1 would also like to point out to SA2 that the recent agreement by SA2 pointed in RAN3 LS (R3-102530) would require modifications in TS 24.301. Given this impact, CT1 has discussed the scenario and deemed useful to share its view:
· In the call flow description in TS 23.272 subclause 6.6, the network is rejecting the Extended Service Reject but it is performing RRC release possibly with redirection information with a “CSFB” indication. CT1 wonders, if that is the case, what is the purpose of rejecting the ESR, it ultimately the network and the UE are performing basically the same procedure as a normal CSFB based on RRC release with redirection. There does not seem to be a reason why the network would not accept the ESR in such case.
· From a UE perspective, this is an abnormal case created in the network, so it seems strange to require the UE to assume the network will elegantly and timely redirect the UE to 2G/3G after an abnormal rejection.

· CT1 recognizes that autonomously leaving E-UTRAN will leave bearers unsuspended creating an abnormal scenario at RRC layer. This may affect the radio link failure statistics. It was also discussed that the statistics may be acounted for by linking the RLF with ESR rejection, although there was no consent on whether this is feasible.
· It was pointed out that in case TS 24.301 complies with the new text in TS 23.272, the case where the network does not release the radio bearers is not yet accounted for. TS 24.301 would need some guard timer in the UE, which it is not specified at the moment.
There was no unanimous consent on preference for maintaining autonomous selection or modifying TS 24.301 to comply with the new text in TS 23.272, with the majority of the companies having preference for perfoming autonomous selection for this abnormal case. 
2. Actions:

To RAN3, SA2 groups.

ACTION: 
CT1 asks RAN3 and SA2 groups to take the above into consideration.
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