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TSG RAN WG2 thanks TSG CN WG1 for the LS on RRC establish cause mapping (R2-010844), and would like to give the following answers on the questions raised in the LS. On question d), RAN WG2 believes that RAN WG3 is the relevant WG.

First on the proposed mapping on Mapping of NAS procedures/events to RRC establishment cause (N1-010439, attached): RAN WG2 see no problem with the proposed mapping. 

Then, RAN WG2 would like to give guidance on the questions raised by CN WG1:
a) CN WG1:
Cause for request to re-establish RABs

This is the case where the UTRAN has moved back to RRC IDLE due to user inactivity, and the MS triggers the re-establishment of the RAB bearers by sending a GMM SERVICE REQUEST  message to the SGSN. The SGSN is then in charge to request the establishment of the RAB's towards the RNC. Should the RRC establishment cause be set to " Originating High Priority Signalling " ?

RAN WG2: Our understanding is that a request for re-establishment of RABs should use the cause for mobile originated traffic using the Traffic class of the corresponding PDP context. This would enable the network to handle e.g. UEs with already established PDP contexts with the priority relevant for the traffic type, which is requested.


b)
CN WG1:
Session Management procedures

If a new PDP context is requested, should the RRC establishment cause be set to "Originating High Priority Signalling"  ?

RAN WG2: For similar reasons as explained in a), RAN WG2 would advise that, when available, the cause for mobile originated traffic using the Traffic class of the corresponding PDP context should be used to reflect the traffic characteristics of the service to be established the RRC establishment cause. Especially since services in PS domain is expected to evolve considerably in the future. If the traffic characteristics is not available, “Originating high priority signalling” should be used.


c) CN WG1:

Applicability of paging causes for ps-domain

It is the understanding of CN1 that only paging causes

- Terminating High Priority Signalling,

- Terminating Low Priority Signalling,

- Terminating – cause unknown 
are applicable to ps-domain. Is this understanding correct?

RAN WG2: When it relates to an already established PDP context, RAN WG2 believes that, when available, the traffic characteristics of the service to be established be reflected in the paging cause, by using the cause for mobile terminated traffic using the corresponding Traffic class. This may be also used for Mobile Terminated PDP context activation, depending on availability of the Traffic class. In cases where Traffic class not available, it is the understanding of RAN WG2 that the other paging causes listed above should be used.


d)
CN WG1:

Overload handling of Paging

The paging is not done during RNC overload since the RNC did already indicate the overload situation towards the SGSN which stops this requests. If there is despite this situation a paging request then this must be the paging for a high priority subscriber and the establishment is then not blocked by the RNC. Is this understanding correct?

RAN WG2: RAN WG2’s understanding is that UTRAN overload handling is implementation dependent. RAN WG3 is asked for comments on this question.

