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RAN3 thanks CN1 for their confidence in our expertise to make a final decision on the excellent work they already performed on that issue.

Therefore, RAN3 feels very sorry about the fact to have to report, that we put some effort on evaluating the proposals but could not reach consensus on selecting one of the solutions and therefore kindly request CN1 to further evaluate this issue in their future meetings.

RAN3 would like to provide, as a kind of discussion report and input for further discussions within CN1 some details of our discussions and finally, explicitly provide answers to their questions:

· RAN3 evaluated whether specifications under RAN3’s responsibility are affected and came to the conclusion, that the required mechanism can be achieved by applying the current RANAP specification.

· It was clarified, that implicit information at the absence of the allocation/retention priority information within the RAB parameters IE is given with the meaning that the lowest priority is allocated to the call.

· It was further reported by one delegation that according to the information they retrieved most regulatory bodies require to explicitly allocate priorities to calls.

· Further, when reviewing  TS 23.107, QoS Concept and Architecture, chapter 6.4.4, Radio Access Bearer Service Attributes, which gives the definition of the Allocation/Retention Priority, RAN3 was of the opinion, that this definition could be applicable for the mentioned multicall situation as well. The actual definition is given below:

Definition: specifies the relative importance compared to other Radio access bearers for allocation and retention of the Radio access bearer. The Allocation/Retention Priority attribute is a subscription parameter which is not negotiated from the mobile terminals

NOTE 4:
The addition of a user-controlled Allocation/Retention Priority attribute is for further study in future releases.

[Purpose: Priority is used for differentiating between bearers when performing allocation and retention of a bearer. In situations where resources are scarce, the relevant network elements can use the Allocation/Retention Priority to prioritize bearers with a high Allocation/Retention Priority over bearers with a low Allocation/Retention Priority when performing admission control.]
· Further, it was clarified that according to the role-model given in TS 23.009 and TS 29.108, MSC-A [Note: RAN3 is aware of CN1’s distinction between MSC and 3G_MSC] keeps control of the service and MSC-B shall act as a RNS/BSS towards MSC-A. If service information is given to MSC-B as requested in 22.129 for applying the selection criteria (regardless of whether this is applied on MAP or RANAP parameter level) this would change the role of MSC-B to some extent.

· But the issue was also raised, that if the same allocation/retention priority is allocated to e.g. the speech and a data call, the rule within TS 22.129 cannot be applied, as this would require additional information within MSC-B, i.e the MSC-A would have to provide information about the actual teleservice (e.g. emergency call, telephony, etc.) using the respective RAB to MSC-B, which is currently not the case.

· It was also raised that the solution selected should not cause backwards compatibility problems.

Finally, RAN3 would like to provide CN1 with following answers to their questions:

Q1: Can we base the decision whether a call is a speech call on the Source Statistics Descriptor?

As the SSD gives additional information of the statistical behaviour of the source, one cannot deduce from the SSD whether the RAB concerned is used by a speech call or not.

Q2: Is it possible in these situations that the target RNC will establish only some of the bearers requested by the MSC, e.g. for reasons of lack of resources?

Yes

Q3: Is such a procedure (repetition of the resource allocation as outlined above) supported by the current version of TS 25.413?

The possibility to repeat the resource allocation is not within the scope of RANAP. This is rather an implementation issue. But in principle RANAP supports the repetition of resource allocation.

