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The Email discussion was launched 10 October 2008 in order to carry on the discussion of Tdoc R2-085300 started during the RAN2-63bis meeting. RAN2 agreed on the two first issues in the sections 2.1 and 2.2 in the document already during the meeting. The Email discussion thus focused on the remaining two issues in sections 2.3 and 2.4.
Regarding the issues in section 2.4, the Email discussion concluded that the proposal in R2-085300 section 2.4 is acceptable, i.e., to use an information structure similar to that in the EUTRA IE GERAN-CarrierFreqList to represent a group of GERAN BCCH carrier frequencies, rather than having an indirect representation via an index referring to the variable CELL_INFO_LIST.

In order to simplify the encoding, in particular in the IE "Priority info", a fourth encoding option providing a large continuous range of GERAN carrier frequencies in the IE GERAN-CarrierFreqList may be added (TBD). (Note: the existing "equally spaced ARFCN" encoding option can represent a continuous range of up to 32 ARFCN values, equivalent to 6.4 MHz of spectrum. It should be clarified if that is sufficient, or if support for a larger range is required.)

Regarding the issues in section 2.3, the Email discussion was split up in two quite separate issues: one concerned with the handling of the intersection between the neighbouring cells listed in SIB19 and those listed in the IE "Priority info". The following conclusion was noted 21 October 2008:
–
The intersection between the carrier frequencies listed in SIB19 and the carrier frequencies listed in the IE "Priority info" shall be applied on a carrier-by-carrier basis. That applies to all RATs, including the GERAN BCCH carriers, although those are encoded in one or more groups of carrier frequencies in the RRC messages. To that respect, we also recognise the fact that SIB19 has a cell scope and that the IE "Priority info" has a wider scope, not restricted to the cell. Hence, when the UE is roaming between different cells in the network, the intersection between SIB19 and the IE "Priority info" may change from cell to cell, because the carrier frequencies listed in SIB19 may be different in the different cells. 
–
It might still be debatable whether the UE variables used to store the information from SIB19 and from the IE "Priority info" for that reason have to be kept apart as separate variables, or can be joined in one variable. A requirement should be that it shall be possible to re-evaluate the intersection between SIB19 and the stored information from IE "Priority info" when the information from SIB19 changes (e.g., due to cell reselection).

The other issue spawned from the section 2.3 is concerned with the requirements for fallback scenarios, where the "legacy cell reselection" shall be applied by the UE for certain RATs (GERAN and/or UTRA inter-frequency) in parallel with the absolute priority based cell reselection for other RATs (at least EUTRA). The Email discussion identified the following requirements (21 October 2008):
a)
It shall be possible to fall back and apply "legacy cell reselection" towards GERAN when camping on a UTRA cell:

a1)
considering all GERAN cell (as listed in SIB11/11bis/12) for "legacy cell reselection";

a2)
considering a subset of GERAN cells (e.g., belonging to a specific operator/PLMN) for "legacy cell reselection", whereas other GERAN cells (e.g., belonging to another operator/PLMN) are evaluated based on the absolute priority based cell reselection.

b)
It shall be possible to fall back and apply "legacy cell reselection" towards UTRA inter-frequency neighbouring cells when camping on a UTRA cell. No mixed scenario is allowed, either the absolute priority reselection is used between all UTRA inter-frequency neighbours or the "legacy cell reselection" is used between all UTRA inter-frequency neighbours.

The discussion that followed was mainly concerned with how these requirements can be satisfied and whether the baseline solution (approved at RAN-41 in September 2008) is sufficient or not. In the Nokia opinion, the baseline solution is sufficient, only that some clarification in the specifications (25.331 and/or 25.304) might be required. Ericsson, on the other hand, expressed a preference for a different solution of the signalling to support the absolute priority based cell reselection. No final conclusion was reached in the Email discussion on this topic.
From the Ericsson side, a draft CR was provided (24 October 2008), suggesting an alternative message and IE structure in SIB19 and in the IE "Priority info" (or "Dedicated priority info"). This CR is also provided to the RAN2-64 meeting in [1], mainly for information and reference purposes. The CR is incomplete, as it does not include the required changes in the RRC procedures and in the UE variables.

Nokia are providing documents in [2, 3 and 4] to explain the baseline solution and to provide corrections and clarifications in the 25.331 and 25.304 specifications.
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