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1. Overall Description:
There are two cases that barring is applied to MO CSFB request inside UE:
Case 1: NAS requests RRC to establish RRC connection with call type “mobile originating CS fallback” and RRC detects the request shall be barred based on “ac-BarringForCSFB” included inside SIB2 information. (e.g. Rel-10 UE camped on NW supporting CSFB access barring)
Case 2: NAS requests RRC to establish RRC connection with call type “mobile originating CS fallback” and RRC detects the request shall be barred based on “ac-BarringFor-MOData” included inside SIB2 information “ac-BarringForCSFB” is not included inside SIB2 (e.g. REL10 UE camped on Rel-8/9 NW or Rel-10 NW not supporting CSFB access barring).

Currently NAS cannot distinguish those two cases because RRC only informs “access is barred for mobile originating CS fallback” and there is no additional information informed to NAS about “which SIB2 information (ac-BarringForCSFB  or ac-BarringFor-MOData) that RRC actually used for barring evaluation”.  
When Rel-8 ACB information is applied to bar MO CSFB call from Rel-8/9 UE,  the UE will reselect GERAN/ UTRAN and continue CC procedure. However for Rel-10 UE trying to make MO CSFB request, the current specification indicate that when MO CSFB call from Rel-10 UE is barred, irrespective to the type of barring information  is used during barring evaluation, the UE will stay in the E-UTRAN and access retry will be suppressed for a specified length of time. With this specification, for the case when the NW only broadcast Rel-8 CSFB information, the behaviour of Rel-8/9 UE and Rel-10 UE is different,  and this may cause backward incompatibility.
To resolve the backward incompatibility, CT1 has agreed to differentiate the UE behaviour depending on which barring information of the SIB2 is used. 

Case1: UE keep staying E-UTRAN and suppress re-try for a while 

· This case applies when MO CSFB barring is performed based on Rel-10 ACB information

· No change from the latest spec


Case2: UE reselect UTRAN/GERAN and continue CC procedures
· This case applies when MO CSFB barring is performed based on Rel-8 ACB information
· Change needed in Rel-10 NAS and RRC specification)

To achieve the differentiation above, NAS layer has to be able to distinguish case 1 and case 2.  To do that, NAS expects to receive additional information from RRC indicating the type of ACB information being applied to MO CSFB requests.

2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks RAN2 WG to add information to differentiate when MO CSFB is barred due to Rel-8/9 ACB barring info or due to Rel-10 ACB barring info, when RRC layer informs NAS about barring of mobile originating CS fallback.
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