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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank RAN2 for their LS(C1-102160/R2-103453) where RAN2 indicate that they are considering the issue that if "the RRC Connection Request in UTRAN is for CSFB, RNC should not redirect the UE back to E-UTRAN with RRC Connection Reject". To overcome this RAN2 points out that they have considered using the access domain indicator to determine if a RRC connection request is for CSFB.
In RAN2's understanding it is the NAS layer that provides the access domain indicator and thus RAN2 asks CT1 to confirm the "Access Domain indicator will always be set to indicate CS Domain for CSFB access in UTRAN".

CT1 would like to indicate that 3GPP TS 24.007 does mention that the NAS will provide to the lower layer the CN domain identity when making a connection request to the lower layer and CT1 believes this CN domain identity is what RAN2 mentions in their LS (C1-102160/R2-103453) as access domain indicator.
However, CT1 has identified cases where this CN domain identity is set to PS domain even if the resultant procedure is a CS signalling procedure to continue with the CSFB from E-UTRAN. For instance, the MS on reaching GERAN/UTRAN might do a combined RAU before initiating the CS signalling procedures. Because the combined RAU is performed the CN domain identity would then be set to PS domain. In another instance, if the UE has pending UL packet data, then after the change of RAT as part of CSFB, the UE could, depending on UE implementation, initiate service request procedure with the CN domain identity set to PS domain.

Thus CT1 concludes that the CN domain identity cannot be guaranteed to be set to CS domain if the access to the network is for CSFB access and wonders if it would not be better for RAN2 to seek an alternate solution to the issue.
2. Actions:

To RAN2.

ACTION: 

CT1 kindly request RAN2 to consider the information given above and kindly request RAN2 to consider an alternate solution.
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