3GPP TSG- SA WG2 Meeting #94


S2-124821
New Orleans, USA, 12-16 November, 2012
Title:
Reply LS on Inter RAT handover, Inter RAT Release with redirection, Inter RAT Reject with redirection between E-UTRAN and UTRAN
Response to:
LS (R3-12828/S2-124792) on < Inter RAT handover, Inter RAT Release with redirection, Inter RAT Reject with redirection between E-UTRAN and UTRAN >from RAN2
Release:
Rel-11
Work Item:
TEI11
Source:
3GPP TSG SA2
To:
3GPP TSG RAN3
Cc:
3GPP TSG RAN2
Contact Person:


Name:
Irfan Ali, 

NTT DOCOMO
E-mail Address:
irfanali (dot) iali (at) gmail (dot) com
Attachments:
S2-124907
1. Overall Description:
SA2 thanks RAN3 for the LS on “Inter RAT handover, Inter RAT Release with redirection, Inter RAT Reject with redirection between E-UTRAN and UTRAN”.
While reviewing the enclosed RAN3 CR (R3-12826), SA2 had discussion about the following bullet added in the CR:

If the E-UTRAN service handover function is supported,
· The RNC shall not trigger handover or redirection to E-UTRAN for a UE with a signaling connection only;
· The RNC shall not trigger handover or redirection to E-UTRAN for a UE if all established RABs have E-UTRAN Service Handover IE set to Handover to E-UTRAN shall not be performed.
One scenario that SA2 discussed is the following: The UE has both CS and PS bearer(s). The CS bearer will not have the E-UTRAN Service Handover IE  (since MSC cannot provide this IE on Iu-CS) whereas on the PS bearer  Service Handover IE is set to Handover to E-UTRAN shall not be performed. In this scenario, how can the RNC be restricted from performing handover or RRC release with redirection to E-UTRAN. SA2 were wondering if the “all established RABs” in the last bullet, should be changed to “any established RABs” to cover the above concern.  

SA2 was also wondering how the EUTRAN service handover IE can be applied to the case when the UE has only signaling connections, since the IE is signaled as part of RAB setup. Will the requirement to not trigger handover or redirection when UE only has signaling connections (bullet 1 in the RAN3 CR) be based on configuration in the RNC?
In addition, behavior that RAN3 has captured in their CR is a critical RNC behavior to ensure that subscribers in roaming scenarios do not suffer denial of service due to ping-pong, and hence SA2 requests RAN3 to make the changes applicable to earlier release of specification, i.e Rel-8. SA2 has approved CR to 23.060 from Rel-8 onwards (CR attached).

2. Actions:

To RAN3 group:
ACTION: 
SA2 request RAN3 to take the above into consideration and inform SA2 of their conclusion.
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