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1 Introduction
Following the presentation of [1] during the last RAN2#28 in Kobe, the support for SIP signalling when specifying the RABs for IMS calls has been discussed. The question was whether it is found that the existing QoS attributes are sufficient or whether RAN WG2 needs to have an explicit indication of SIP signalling. 
2 Discussion

The QoS requirements for SIP signalling have been studied by SA2 in [1]. Analysing them, it can be concluded that among the existing QoS attributes, SIP signalling would require the highest reliability, that is to say Interactive with a priority.

Nevertheless, the following arguments are showing that this would not even be sufficient:

· Delay:

The Interactive class does not have any Delay requirements, but the transport of SIP signalling would require one.

· Priority:

SA2 proposes that SIP Signalling shall get a relatively high priority compared to UE data or SMS, but shall get a lower priority compared to RRC or DTAP signalling in order to allow radio resources to be managed prior to SIP session need: ‘RRC>DTAP>SIP>SMS>Data’. This cannot be achieved using only the Interactive Priority field as for example it cannot specify priority with non interactive data.
· Reliability:

As for the Delay requirement, the Interactive class does not have any Reliability requirements, but the transport of SIP signalling would require to be ‘more reliable’ that any other data.

· Emergency call:

In addition, in theory IMS would also have an Emergency Call. Using an Interactive class would not guaranty any throughput nor delay, which is not acceptable for such a call.

Considering the above requirements, Nortel Networks believes that the existing QoS attributes are not sufficient for SIP signalling and thinks that a additional optional flag is required. Therefore, SIP signalling would be using the Interactive Class with a Transfer Descriptor optionally set by the UE.

3 Proposal

It is proposed to reply to SA2 saying that RAN WG2 sees a need for an explicit indication of SIP signalling in the way of an additional optional IE (that would be set or not by the UE).
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