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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank RAN2 for their LS on AS impacts from UE mode operation.

CT1 discussed the above topic and concluded that a UE based approach is desirable in order to address the different scenarios when the CS fallback capable UE in CS/PS mode 1 of operation (as defined in 3GPP TS 24.301 subclause 4.3) can not register to the CS domain. The main scenarios identified currently by CT1 are:

a- the UE attempts to register to CS domain via combined procedure on a network not supporting CS fallback;

b- the UE attempts to register to CS domain via combined procedure but the combined procedure fails for CS services only;

c- the UE attempts to register to CS domain via combined procedure but the procedure fails for abnormal cases for both CS and EPS services; and

d- the UE detaches from EPS services, or is detached by the network for EPS services and re-attach is not required. 

Scenario d is also applicable to a UE in CS/PS mode 2 of operation.

CT1 considered the consequence of completely disabling E-UTRAN selection. It came to the conclusion that this would have undesirable side effects when neither GERAN nor UTRAN coverage is available, and so it was concluded that NAS will not disable E-UTRAN but may set the priority to the lowest possible value. The AS in the UE would then have to consider E-UTRAN is the lowest priority RAT, independently of the broadcast or dedicated priorities the network has provided. In this case, to answer the question from RAN2, AS can reselect E-UTRAN when neither GERAN nor UTRAN coverage is available.
On the network based approach as outlined by RAN2 in their LS, it was commented in CT1 that the MME would transparently provide the Subscriber Profile ID for RAT/Frequency priority (SPID) IE over S1 to the eNB. So this network based approach was not seen appropriate to handle the different cases as mentioned earlier. Additionally, a network based solution would require non CS fallback networks to implement additional functionality to handle CS fallback capable UEs.

2. Actions:

To RAN2 and GERAN1 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks RAN2 and GERAN1 to consider the above decision and align AS behaviour with CT1’s decision.

3. Date of Next TSG-CT WG1 Meetings:
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