3GPP TSG- SA WG2 Meeting #96


S2-131520
08 - 12 April 2013, San Diego, California, USA
Title:
LS Reply on Clarification of the setting of E-UTRAN Service Handover IE on CS bearer
Release:
Rel-11
Work Item:
rSRVCC
Source:
3GPP TSG SA2
To:
RAN3
Cc:

Contact Person:


Name:
Irfan Ali

NTT DOCOMO
E-mail Address:
irfanali (dot) iali (at) gmail (dot) com 
Attachments:  Approved CR#0317 to TS 23.216

1. Overall Description:
SA2 would like to thank RAN3 for their LS R3-130399 (S2-130754).  The question asked by RAN3 in their LS is excerpted below:

==

As specified in TS 25.413 subclause 8.2.2 (RAB Assignment):
…

-
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”.
…

The text above implies that if a CS bearer has no E-UTRAN Service Handover IE (since, e.g., the MSC cannot provide this IE over Iu-CS) and all other PS RABs have the E-UTRAN Service Handover IE set to “Handover to E-UTRAN shall not be performed”, the RNC may trigger handover or redirection towards E-UTRAN for that CS bearer. 
Is the one described above the correct behaviour in case of rSRVCC from an SA2 point of view?
==

In discussing the scenario above, SA2 realized that for rSRVCC if HO restriction to E-UTRAN is to be supported, the MSC should be able to provide E-UTRAN access restriction on CS bearers to the RNC. SA2 updated TS 23.216 (CR attached) to capture this. 
If the MSC-server enhanced for rSRVCC does not provide the E-UTRAN Service HO IE over Iu-CS to the RNC, the RNC may trigger handover or redirection towards E-UTRAN for that CS bearer.
2. Actions:

To RAN3 group:
ACTION: 
SA2 kindly requests RAN3 to take the above into consideration.
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