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1. Overall Description:

3GPP RAN2 have discussed the issue of controlling “unattended” or “background” traffic, in the context of the requirement agreed by SA1 in TS 22.101, section 27.5:
The system shall be able to apply different handling (e.g. be able to prohibit or delay) all or a particular selection of IP bearer service requests depending on whether a service request is for Unattended Data Traffic or Attended Data Traffic.
RAN2 considered a proposed “Solution 1” as described in [1]:

…when RAN RRC signalling is congested, RAN broadcast a single congestion bit/Background Data Restriction (BDR) bit to the UE. The bit is passed to OS to initiate the background data restriction.
During email discussion, some companies suggested additional solutions based on existing mechanisms, e.g.,  EAB- and ACDC-based solutions as described in [3].  RAN2’s conclusion is that these solutions would have little or no impact on RAN2 specs and would need to be specified by other groups (mainly CT1).
In the email discussion (summarised in [3]), and in subsequent meeting discussion, some companies were concerned that Solution 1 would be in the phone operating system, outside of 3GPP scope.  RAN2 seek clarification of the scope of the SA1 requirement, especially whether the requirement would be met if the control of how to “apply different handling” for the affected traffic resides in the operating system outside the 3GPP system.
2. Actions:

To SA1:
RAN2 respectfully ask SA1 to comment on the intended scope of the “system” in the cited requirement from TS 22.101, and whether the requirement would be met by Solution 1 depending on traffic handling in the operating system of the UE.  Further, RAN2 ask SA1 comment whether the proposed EAB- and/or ACDC-based solutions from [3] can meet the SA1 requirement.
To CT1:

RAN2 respectfully ask CT1 to comment whether the proposed EAB- and/or ACDC-based solutions from [3] can meet the SA1 requirement in TS 22.101, section 27.5.
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