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Introduction

The gist of the question from RAN3 is the following. 

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?
Discussion

The above scenario applies to rSRVCC or CS-to-PS HO.  The assumption is that the UE is not allowed subscription in E-UTRAN and hence neither CS or PS HO/redirection to E-UTRAN should be supported. The PS HO part has already been captured in the following specifictions:

-- HSS-> SGSN: 29.002 and 23.221
-- SGSN behaviour:  23.060 

-- SGSN -> RNC/BSS: 23.060. 

-- RNC behavior: 25.413/ 48.018

However, we do not have such behaviour captured for CS-to-PS HO. In fact TS 29.002 Rel-11 version still states the following:
AccessRestrictionData ::= BIT STRING {
    utranNotAllowed (0),
    geranNotAllowed (1),
    ganNotAllowed   (2),
    i-hspa-evolutionNotAllowed (3),
    e-utranNotAllowed (4),
    ho-toNon3GPP-AccessNotAllowed (5) } (SIZE (2..8))
    -- exception handling:
    -- The VLR shall ignore the access restriction data related to an access type not
    -- supported by the node.
    -- The handling of the access restriction data by the SGSN is described in subclause
    -- 5.3.19 of TS 23.060.
    -- bits 6 to 7 shall be ignored if received and not understood
Way Forward
Since the updates to MSC-Server for rSRVCC are captured in 23.216, one approach is to state in 23.216 that the MSC Server shall process the E-UTRAN not allowed IE from the HSS/HLR. This way we keep 29.002 unchanged and capture the rSRVCC related aspect in 23.216. This is fine, though there is conflict between 29.002 and 23.216, but 23.216 contains all rSRVCC specifics.
For Iu-CS (UTRAN), 25.413 (RANAP) contains the E-UTRAN Service Handover IE which can be used to restrict the HO to E-UTRAN for rSRVCC.
However, for A interface (GERAN), TS 48.008 does not include the CS equivalent of Service E-UTRAN CCO IE, which is included in the Gb interface in 48.018, and used to provide HO restriction information to the BSS.
Hence, we would require GERAN to update TS 48.008 to cover this aspect in their specification.

NOTE: 
In offline discussions, the use of “CS to PS allowed” indication from MSC to the RNC as a way to restrict rSRVCC to E-UTRAN was also discussed. However, one of the issues with the use of “CS to PS allowed” IE is that the IE is used for rSRVCC to both HSPA and E-UTRAN. So if we need to deploy a scenario where rSRVCC to HSPA is allowed but not to E-UTRAN, we cannot use this IE.
Proposals
1. 
Update 23.216 to cover the 3G case of HO restriction for rSRVCC to E-UTRAN. (S2-131198)
2.
Send LS to RAN3 to answer their question. (S2-131200)
3. 
Send LS to GERAN for them to update their specifications to enable HO restriction to E-UTRAN from GERAN for rSRVCC. (S2-131199)
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