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1. Overall Description
RAN3 thanks CT1 for their LS on piggy-backed transport of NAS signalling.
RAN3 had discussed the NAS and AS concatenation and some potential associated issues already at RAN3#57 and discussed it again at RAN3#57bis meeting.

It is the view of RAN3 that we should limit the concatenation whenever possible. One reason foreseen is the possible success of only part of the requested concatenated actions over the radio (e.g. only AS part and not NAS PDU transfer).
Question to RAN2: Could RAN2 confirm that such scenarios may happen.
Besides, it is the understanding of RAN3 that stringent timing requirements are mainly applicable to the idle-active transition and therefore to the NAS service request procedure. On the contrary RAN3 doesn’t see any timing issue if the NAS PDU(s) of the Attach or TAU procedures are not concatenated. 
Question 1 to SA2: 
Could SA2 confirm this timing requirement understanding and if yes agree to not have NAS and AS combined in the Attach and TAU procedures and modify TS23.401accordingly.
RAN3 understanding is also that there is no NAS PDU to be sent downlink in the service request procedure because:

· there is no Service Request Accept message (like in UMTS),

· there is no UL TFT to be sent associated to the bearers to be set up because the only bearers set up with this procedure are preserved bearers already known at NAS layer (like in UMTS)  

Question 2 to SA2: could SA2 confirm this understanding.
RAN3 also discussed timing requirements for EPS bearer setup procedure and concluded that there might be a timing requirement related to the service setup time. 

Question 3 to SA2: Is the timing requirement related to service setup time stringent enough to motivate concatenation of NAS EPS bearer setup message in AS bearer setup? 

Question 4 to SA2: Is the scenario above, where only AS (or NAS) succeed, applicable to the EPS bearer setup procedure as well.
2. Actions
To SA2 and RAN2: 
RAN3 kindly asks SA2 and RAN2 to answer the questions above and confirm RAN3 assumptions. 

To CT1: 
RAN3 kindly asks CT1 to take note that provided RAN3 assumptions are confirmed, RAN3 will combine NAS and AS for the service request procedure, other procedures will not be concatenated unless stringent timing requirements are raised by SA2.
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