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SA WG2 thank RAN WG2 for their liaison statement in Tdoc S2-000075. After discussing the questions SA WG2 would like to advice RAN WG2 as follows:

1) The general principle should be that RAN is unaware of the type of user traffic. SA2 think that PDP type or the used IP version do not include sufficient information to enable UTRAN to behave in different way based on these attributes. However, if RAN WG2 think it necessary to know PDP type that can be provided to RAN by the CN. SA2 do not see any reason why to carry the indication of IP version or indication of UDP or TCP flow to RAN. Current header compression algorithms (which is seen as the only use for this information) can separate different IP versions and traffic types and therefore there is no need to add this information to the RANAP signalling.


2) Lossless SRNS relocation is only applicable when RLC is in in-sequence delivery and acknowledged mode. PDCP capability shall indicate if the PDCP is capable for performing lossless SRNS relocations or not. SA2 see the QoS parameters provided to RNC by RANAP as the main source for decision whether lossless operation is required or not. For example, conversational and streaming traffic classes prefer fast delivery and stable transmission delays to retransmission and forwarding of packets. 

If PDCP is capable of performing lossless relocations they are always supported when RLC is in acknowledged and in-sequence delivery mode. When PDCP is not capable of performing lossless relocations they are not assumed in the RAN either (independent from RLC modes). 

