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1. Overall Description:

RAN4 would like to thank RAN2 for the liaison statement in R2-114813 regarding the signalling of additional frequency band indicators. RAN4 has already provided the answers to the questions (a) and (b) in R2-120021. This reply LS provides the answer to the question (c) below: 
Question c: if a cell belongs to multiple frequency bands and a UE supports these frequency bands, is there a need for any prioritisation between the supported frequency bands, when different RF requirements will be defined for these frequency bands?
Answer c: 
In a NW which can accommodate the multiple operating bands using the equivalent FBI (Frequency Band Indicator), UE might have some different behaviours or features depending on the connected operating band. For example, some UEs supporting Band 5 need P-MPR in order to satisfy the FCC’s SAR requirements. However, this behaviour would not be necessary in a Band 19 NW and a Band 19 operator would like to connect such UEs with the FBI of Band 19 due to no P-MPR.  As shown in this example, there might be some other different behaviours or features in the multiple operating bands in a NW using the equivalent FBI.

Based on the above observation, the prioritization is necessary between the supported multiple operating bands for the equivalent FBI.

2. Actions:
To RAN2:

RAN4 kindly asks RAN2 to consider the answer to the question (c).
3. Date of Next RAN WG4 Meetings:

3GPP TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting #63

May, 21 – 25, 2012 

Prague, Czech Republic
3GPP TSG-RAN WG4 Meeting #64

Aug, 13 – 17, 2012

Tsing Tao, China

