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1. Overall Description:

RAN 2 would like to thank SA 4 for their Liaison statement on Radio Access Bearer for PS conversational testing. In response to this request from SA4, RAN2 would like to provide following answers:

1) Is this example RAB the only one available for that type of service?

This RAB is the one currently present in the Annex B of TS 34.108 (Conversational / speech / UL:42.8 DL: 42.8 kbps / PS RAB) as a non-optimised example for PS conversational service. There are possibilities to define other, optimised RABs. RAN2 intends to work further on this issue and believes, that more suitable example RAB configurations can be found (e.g. by means of optimising the rate needed if ROHC is applied). For example, in the attached draft TR on RAB scenarios, optimised RABs of 16.4 kbps and 28 kbps are mentioned for AMR and AMR-WB, respectively.

It should be noted that TR 25.893 will be cancelled and its relevant parts will be moved to an Annex in TR25.993.

2) If the previous statement is not right, could you provide us with the right and most suitable RAB parameters knowing the service we want to set (as described in the overall description)?

RAN2 needs more time to analyse the possible optimisations of RABs for PS conversational services. 

3) Are the 100 ms transfer delay defined in the QoS (26.236 Use case 1) feasible on an UTRAN bearer (between the GGSN and the terminal)?

The transfer delay between the GGSN and the terminal for PS domain may be a little higher than the one for CS domain, but is expected to be in the same order of magnitude.

4) Is it the understanding of RAN that the end to end delay is the sum of the 2 transfer delays plus the CN delay? Are there more delays to be taken into account?

The understanding of RAN2 is that the end-to-end delay is the sum of the two transfer delays plus CN delay plus application delay.

2. Actions:

None

3. Date of Next TSG-SA 4 Meetings:

TSG-RAN2 Meeting #37 25th–29th August 2003
Budapest, Hungary

TSG-RAN2 Meeting #38 6th–10th October 2003
Sophia Antipolis, France

