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1. Overall Description:

CN1 thanks RAN2 for their liaison on terminology. Discussion in CN1 has concluded that the issues raised are not purely down to terminology differences. Although it is clear that there is a discrepancy in the understanding of the term ‘dedicated channel’ between CN1 and RAN2. 

CN1 notes that TS23.122 defines the procedures and conditions for PLMN selection in the Non-Access Stratum. CN1 has a concern that a simple alignment of terminology may result in a partial merging of the NAS and AS layers, e.g. MM and RRC. For example the NAS does not have visibility of whether the RRC has a connection or not. This potential merging of layers is assumed to be undesirable.

CN1 would like to clarify their understanding of the high level requirements for PLMN selection as follows

1. PLMN selection should not take place during ongoing NAS procedures (e.g. MM, GMM, CC, SM, SMS)

2. PLMN selection should not take place during an active CS domain call

3. PLMN selection should not take place during PS domain data transfer

4. PLMN selection should be allowed to take place during a PS domain connection where the user is not currently transferring data i.e. the user is in a low activity state 

5. PLMN selection should be allowed to take place when no CS call is active and no PS data transfer is taking place

This is by no means an exhaustive list of the different scenarios, but CN1 believe it highlights the features required and that it highlights that a simple adoption of terminology from one group to the other (in either direction) is unlikely to provide the necessary clarification. 

CN1 asks RAN2 to study the above list of scenarios and indicate if there are any Access Stratum activities that take place that will prevent or otherwise restrict the ability to perform PLMN selection. CN1 notes that the RRC connection status as described in the RAN2 liaison may be such an issue, but also notes that decoupling of the NAS and AS means that this is not visible to the NAS layer.

CN1 believes that Idle mode as defined in TS23.122 seems to clearly map to RRC-Idle. It also seems to be clear that ‘a dedicated connection’ as understood in 23.122 clearly maps to Cell_DCH state. However, it seems that Cell_FACH and Cell/URA_PCH states can be considered to be either Idle or ‘connected’. 

CN1 proposes that a possible interpretation is that a PLMN search is allowed provided there is no physical channel allocated to the mobile i.e. no ongoing signalling procedures or user data transfer. CN1 asks RAN2 for their opinion on such an interpretation.

CN1 will further study the issue and investigate how it may be solved, and will inform RAN2 of the progress of this work.

2. Actions:

To [RAN2] group.

ACTION: 
CN1 asks RAN2 group to consider the above discussion and inform CN1 whether they agree with the above stated principles.

ACTION: 
CN1 asks RAN2 group to consider the above discussion and inform CN1 of any further proposals they may have to solve this issue.
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