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1. Abstract
This paper proposes to delete FFS from 6.3.1.2.2 of TS23.854 v2.0.0.
2. Discussion
2.1 Background

There is the following FFS remaining in 6.3.1.2.2. “Editor’s Note: The mechanism to notify the priority information to the RNC explained above is work in progress.”
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Figure.1 Information flow of CS Fallback (Identical with Figure 6.3.1.2.2 in TR23.854)
2.2 Special handling on resource allocation in RNC when CSFB is for Emergency call 

In SA2#78bis meeting, SA2 agreed about special handling on resource allocation in RNC when CSFB is for Emergency call in S2-101939. The following is excerpt from the CR.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

4.6
Emergency Calls

When UE is performing CS fallback procedure for Mobile Originating Call for the purpose of emergency call, it shall indicate to the MME that this CS fallback request is for emergency purpose. MME also indicates to the E-UTRAN via the appropriate S1-AP message that this CS fallback procedure is for emergency purpose. If PS handover is initiated, E-UTRAN may indicate priority level of the CS fallback to the target RAT, as specified in [29], in order to prepare radio resource at target RAT in appropriate way, e.g. priority allocation of the RAB resource.

NOTE:
E-UTRAN may use the emergency indication for selecting a particular radio access network (2G or 3G) for CS emergency handling.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
The information element which is used to convey priority information from E-UTRAN to target RNC is already specified in R3-101347.   The following is the excerpt from ASN.1 definition in R3-101347.  In CSFB-Information type, “csfb” is used when the call is normal CSFB and “csfb-high-priority” is used when the call is CSFB for emergency.
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
CSFB-Information ::= ENUMERATED {


csfb,


csfb-high-priority,


...

}

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
2.3 Consideration

Though the mechanism mentioned above is newly introduced to achieve special handling in emergency call, the ultimate purpose of this mechanism is to allocate network resource in target RAN.  So this mechanism can be applicable for prioritized CSFB also.  Inventing new mechanism other than above mentioned mechanism only increases complexity which is unnecessary. 

3. Proposal
 This paper proposes SA2 to agree on the following change.
****************** change 1 ******************
6.3.1.2.2
Solution

The solution for priority handling of radio resource in CS fallback procedure is illustrated in Figure 6.3.1.2.2.
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Figure 6.3.1.2.2: Priority handling of PS HO in CS fallback procedure

Note: In case of no PS handover support, only the priority radio resource allocation in E-UTRAN, i.e. from step1 to step3, applies.

1) The MME sends request message to the eNodeB with priority indication. This message also includes the CS fallback indicator.

2) The eNodeB allocates radio bearer resources to the UE preferentially compared to other normal calls.

Step 3 is not change from the corresponding CS Fallback procedures specified in TS.23.272 [6].
4) The eNodeB sends “Hand over required message” to the MME with priority indicator contained in Source to Target Transparent Container. The priority indicator is forwarded to the target RNC transparently through the MME and SGSN.
5) The MME sends “Forward relocation request message” to the SGSN with priority indicator contained in Source to Target Transparent Container.

6) The SGSN sends “Relocation request” to the RNC. When RNC receives relocation request in Step 6, it detects this message is the priority CS Fallback procedure initiated in step4, and the RNC allocates the radio resource preferentially compared to other normal radio bearers.
From Step7 to Step12, the procedure does not change from the corresponding CS Fallback handover procedures specified in TS.23.272 [6].  


6.3.1.2.3
Issue x Impacted entities in the System
******************end of change 1 ******************
form change history:

v1.13.1: minor changes resulting from discussions at CT#41 & SA#41

v1.13.0: mods to enforce linkage amongst stages 1, 2, 3

draft mods Scarrone-Meredith 2008-07 ff

v1.12.1: removes revision marks following approval at SP-29
v1.12.0: includes provision for Study Items (SP-29)

v1.11.0: includes those changes from v1.8.0 agreed at SP-25.


v1.10.0: full circle

v1.9.0: a clean sheet

v1.8.0: includes comments from SA#24 

v1.7.0: includes comments from RAN, CN and T #24; also includes “early implementation” data

v1.6.0: includes comments made during review period prior to TSGs#24

v1.5.0: includes comments made at TSGs#23 (Phoenix)

v1.4.0: offered to SA#23 for approval

v1.3.0: offered to CN#23, RAN#23 and T#23 for comments

DRAFT4 v1.3.0: 2004-03-09: Incorporation of comments from Leaders list

DRAFT3 v1.3.0: 2004-02-19: Incorporation of comments from MCC members

DRAFT2 v1.3.0: 2004-01-29: Complete redraft:

v1.2.0: 2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"

2003-05-28: spelling of “rapporteur” corrected

2002-07-04: "USIM" box changed to "UICC apps"

How to notify RNC about the priority information is FFS
































