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1 Introduction
In RAN2#69bis meeting, we clarified “RAB info to replace” IE in SRVCC handover from LTE to UTRAN in documents [1] [2] and companies could not reach any agreement on the clarification. In this doucment, we provide alternatvies for discussion.
2 Discussion
The “RAB info to replace” IE contains information to identify a radio access bearer to be replaced with a new radio access bearer as part of SR-VCC procedures. The “RAB info to replace” IE contains “RAB identity” and “CN domain identity” IEs. In SRVCC handover within UTRAN or from UTRAN to GERAN, “RAB identity” and “CN domain identity” can be used identify a UTRAN RAB. However, in SRVCC handover from E-UTRAN to UTRAN, how to use “RAB identity” and “CN domain identity” to identify the EPS bearer is undefined. Possible alternatives for clarification are shown as below.
Alt. 1: RAB identity in “RAB info to replace” is EPS bearer identity.
The value of EPS bearer identity is between 0 to 15 [3] and the RAB identity is a bit string with 8 bits [4]. The RAB identity has enough bits for any value of a EPS bearer identity so alt. 1 is working from standard point of view. Besides, alt. 1 provides a future extension of continuity on services other than voice. However, Alt.1 may impact the current network implementation if the current network is not implementted in this way.
Alt. 2: The “RAB info to replace” is not transmitted in SRVCC handover from E-UTRAN to UTRAN.

From implementation point of view, the UE can identify the voice EPS bearer (QCI = 1) to be replaced without any extra information. Therefore, “RAB info to replace” IE is not needed in SRVCC from techicall point of view. However, Alt. 2 will implact the current network and UE implementations if the current network and UE are implemented as the current spec.
Alt. 3: The UE ignores the content of “RAB info to replace”.
Since the UE can identify the voice EPS bearer (QCI = 1) to be replaced without any extra information in implementation, the UE does not need the information contained in “RAB info to replace” IE. Compared to alt. 1 and alt. 2, alt. 3 has no impact on the current network implementation and may impact the UE implementation if the UE implementation follows alt. 1.
Among three alternative, the impacts to UE and network can be summarized as below.
	Alternative
	UE impacted?
	Network impacted?

	Alt. 1
	Yes
	Yes

	Alt. 2
	Yes
	Yes

	Alt. 3
	Yes
	No


3 Conclusion
We provide three alternatives and impact analysis among them for RAN2 discussion and decision. Based on our impact analysis, we kindly request RAN2 to take alt. 3 as an agreement. A CR based on alt. 3 is also provided in [5].
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