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SA2 would like to thanks RAN3 for the LS on relocation of preserved PDP Contexts (S2-060023, R3-051429).

SA2 has studied the issue and concluded that:

· a Target SGSN may request RAB establishment for nRT preserved PDP Contexts for which no RAB exists in the Source RNC:

· The reason: a Target SGSN does not know which nRT PDP contexts are preserved and which ones are not. This information is not communicated between the Source and Target SGSN.

· Therefore the RANAP specification is not accurate, since it explicitly states that the RELOCATION REQUEST message shall include "the same set of RABs as existing for the UE before the relocation". The Target RNC shall not fail the relocation even if the Target SGSN provides a set of RABs different from the set of RABs existing for the UE before the relocation...
· In presence of Iur, SA2 agreed that the Target RNC shall not establish RABs which were released in Source RNC (no RB established). 

· In absence of Iur, from a SA2 perspective, it appears beneficial that the Target RNC does not re-establish nRT RABs which were released in Source RNC for the following reasons:

· It will provide the same behaviour whatever Iur is present or not

· The nRT RABs have been released due to user inactivity, change of RNC is not a trigger for the Network to re-activate them

· If the target RNC re-establishes the RABs of preserved PDP Contexts, the UE will experience automatic re-establishment of its non-used and released RAB/PDP contexts at each change of RNC

· The new RNC may initiate a new RAB Release Procedure (User Inactivity) for these RABs, resulting in both the target RNC and target SGSN doing unnecessary work
SA2 could change 23.060 to clarify that in case of no Iur, the Target RNC shall not re-establish nRT RABs which are not present in the source RNC. Nevertheless, a concern has been raised regarding backward compatibility with RANAP specification which currently indicates that a Target RNC can re-establish some RABs which where not present in the source RNC in case of no Iur. As a consequence, with current RANAP specification, in case of no Iur, the Target RNC should not re-establish the RABs which were not present in the Source RNC. 

SA2 also noted that PDP context preservation is optional in the SGSN and will continue study on this subject and welcome also RAN3 inputs on this.
2. Actions:

To TSG RAN3 group

ACTION: 


TSG SA2 kindly ask TSG RAN3 to take into account above SA2 comments and to advice SA2 on RAN3 agreements.
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