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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 would like to thank CN3 for their LS on Network Initiated Scudif.
RAN3 would like to inform CN3 about the approval of the RANAP CR (here attached) implementing network-initiated SCUDIF in order to allow for a downgrade to an alternate configuration with lower bandwidth requirements.
Regarding CN3 request to implement only the downgrade part, RAN3 would like to point out that RANAP is a generic toolbox with regards to this request, so RAN3’s current stage3 cannot split the two parts. RAN3 expects  that it could be handled by appropriate stage 2 specifications (e.g. CN could simply ignore the upgrade request, if any, or it could avoid providing an alternative parameter set once a downgrade took place).
Regarding the questions relating to notifications about the availability of radio resources for a future specification of the upgrade case, namely RANAP solution should be able to keep the network  and/or UE constantly informed on the availability of resources for a multimedia call, the following answers are provided.
· Does the current RANAP solution support this possible requirement?
No pure RANAP solution can allow direct communication with the UE. In the Access Network this could be done at RRC level, but this would be a RAN2 topic. As for notifying the MSC server, in the current RANAP solution this can be done by a RAB Modify Request message (see attached CR), but this is not intended to be used for constantly keeping the MSC server up to date wrt radio resources availability. 
· If not is it possible to provide such notifications via RANAP by other means?

RANAP could be modified e.g. in order to send the RAB Modify Request periodically, but RAN3 has concerns on the effectiveness of this solution, since it would cause signalling load over Iu and processing load in both RNC and MSC server.
Also, possible change of the remote party radio conditions during one period needs to be taken into account.
This does not exclude RAN3 could study new means in order to fulfil the notification requirements CN3 needs for completing the Scudif feature.

· Would a polling type solution be more suitable from RAN3’s perspective?

RAN3 understanding is that a polling solution instead of periodic message repetition could save some resources in case radio conditions on the B side of the call do not fit at first modify request coming from A side. However RAN3 would like to clarify that such mechanism has never been considered on RANAP and invites CN3 to further elaborate to them this scenario.
· Is it possible to provide such notifications directly to the UE via RRC?
As anticipated above, this is a RAN2 topic.
In addition, RAN3 in order to better understand the full scenario, would also like to ask CN3 if the requirement that user must be warned and accept an incoming MM call is valid even if this is a subsequent upgrade which comes after a past downgrade, i.e. both the users have already agreed to have a MM call.
2. Actions:

To CN3 group.
Action1:

RAN3 kindly asks CN3 to take into account what is stated above and to keep them updated about what CN3 would exactly expect from RANAP for a successful specification of the upgrade case.
Action2:

RAN3 kindly asks CN3 to answer the question above on UE warning for call upgrading.
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