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Introduction 
The email discussion was kicked off by the rapporteur (Huawei) on 9th September  and ended on 12th September 2008.
Huawei, Nortel, T-mobile, Nokia and NEC participated in the email discussion. 
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Points for discussion

2.1
Can redirection info in connection release be removed?
	Company
	Opinions

	Nortel
	1. Use of IdleModeMobilityControl makes the UE go to Idle, while RedirectionInfo makes the UE go directly from LTE_ACTIVE to the IDLE mode in new RAT. We think that going through LTE_IDLE with IdleModeMobilityControl will be introducing delays due to the transition to Idle before doing the move (e.g.acquisition of SIBs, ...)
2. It was decided earlier to adress the case where there is a mobility decision to HRPD but the UE isn"t pre-registered yet by using Release with redirection as the eNb can specify which frequency to go to based on the received measurements. Using IdleModeMobilityControl will require the UE to do again measurements on the target RAT (at least to check that the target RAT satisfies the minimum quality criteria) and will therefore be much slower in the case where eNB already has the measurements. This delay is also going to be a lot dependent on UE implementation as the UE behaviour is not going to be specified in details in this case
3. Even in the case where the eNb doesn't have measurements it will be slower to use IdleModeRedirectionInfo as the UE will have to perform some measurements before (again check of the minimum quality criteria, maybe the UE is going to scan again the LTE frequency, ...), while using RedirectionInfo, the UE moves right away without doing any measurement.
4. Also, CCO is only agreed for GERAN. As a result, for UMTS and CDMA2000, it is not true to say there are 2 ways that do the same thing.

	Nokia
	We think that currently way of specifying redirection/reselection priorities is very clear:
1. Redirection is only affecting the cell selection procedure
2. After that reselection handling starts (maybe interfered by connection establishment if required) with utilizing dedicated priorities (or broadcasted ones if none is provided in the release message)
3. Priorities are valid for T320 
So in fact everything is in place and we do not see that nothing needs to be changed. The modelling is very clear and NW has all the control it needs. There maybe small overhead increase here, but that should not be reason to make things more complex and error prone. One could also consider that NW may incorrectly give priorities in the release message i.e. not compatible with redirection information, but we think that RRC should not be designed in such a way that we always consider NW being badly implemented.
So if people do not have very strong reasons why something working needs to be changed, we rather keep existing modelling. This would save work in both 36.304 and 36.331. Additionally even redirection wait-time is already covered by the T320 in existing RRC specification and no new timers need to be added.

	NEC
	NEC's initial view was that removing the redirection info in the RRCConnectionRelease msg could be risky, because there are cases where the information carried by this IE cannot be seen as redundant with the information contained in IdleModeMobilityControl. 
Indeed the redirection info will redirect the UE to a RAT/F which is effectively available from the current cell (at least this is the intention), while there is no guarantee at all that the IdleModeMobilityControl specifies priorities referring to RAT/F that are truly 'seen' or 'available' at the moment the msg is received. I think this is equivalent to the concern #2 expressed by Nortel earlier in this thread.
Anyway, I understand it is probably not proposed anymore to remove the redirection info.
 Now considering the problem you mentioned in your email below, it is not quite clear to us why something else is needed. The text in section 5.2.7 of TS 36.304 says how the UE performs the cell selection based in the information received in the redirection. After this cell selection process, cell reselection takes place and if reselection parameters (priorities) have been set to values that make the UE go back to LTE, then this is probably (but not necessarily) a bad configuration of the network. And this can happen also with broadcasted priorities, this is not specific to dedicated priorities sent in this message. In any case we are not sure this configuration issue needs to be addressed in the specs. But we are open to clarifications if people feel something is needed. 


	T-mobile
	Regarding the open issue what happens in case RedirectionInfo and IdleModeMobilityControl are both included I agree that some co-ordination of the information is necessary. On the other hand I cannot see how it should work when only one information element is allowed to be included. RedirectionInfo is intended to be used UE specific. Therefore also the idle mode reselection priority is needed on a UE bases. In case the RAT where the RedirectionInfo is pointing to does only support broadcast priorities the LTE system needs to set the UE specific idle mode priorities. Therefore the RRCConnectionRelease needs to have the option to include both RedirectionInfo and IdleModeMobilityControl. At the end of the day its up to a proper network configuration.
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Conclusion 

It would seem that the procedure at the moment needs to have both redirection and UE specific priorities sent, it is only the case if mobility information is not sent we could have the UE coming back to the RAT on which it was redirected away from as it would apply default priorities on the target for cell reselection.

So with this understanding we can assume that if networks behave badly then we could have some unexpected behavior from UEs. As we do not specify anything of the network behavior we would be okay with the specification and conclude nothing needs to be changed with this respect.

If that conclusion is acceptable, we can more or less terminate this email discussion, concluding that:

· We keep the Redirection information

· We do not need to have a timer to ensure that the mobile establishes on the target RAT and does not come back as this can be avoided by eUTRAN sending the mobility information configured correctly.

· Sending Redirection and Mobility information is not an erroneous protocol case.

· Not sending the Mobility information may cause some difficulties if backoff is applied in the target system, but eUTRAN is in control of this.
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