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1. Overall Description:

SA2 would like to thank CT1, SA3, RAN2 andRAN3 for their LSs on piggy-backed Service Request in S3-070388(S2-074938), C1-071993(S2-074925), R2-074573(S2-074949) and R3-072026(S2-074954).

With regard to R2-074573 (S2-074949), .SA2 assume that the S-TMSI will have 40 bits. SA2 is sending a related LS on Identities which gives more information on Globally Unique Temporary IDs and MME IDs and its relation with the S-TMSI.

SA2 notes RAN2’s desire to include the Service Request’s NAS information (excluding S-TMSI) within 32 bits, and that the consequence of not achieving this is to increase delay. However, SA2 would appreciate clarification as to whether, if the 32 bit limit cannot be achieved, is it worth trying to keep the size below 40 bits, or, is the next ‘step size’ at 56 bits, etc? And how much will the delay be influenced? In addition, SA2 like to know what additional information elements are provided via S1 from eNodeB to MME, e. g. Radio Access Priority used by the UE.

SA2 notes RAN2’s comment that the Service Request will now “be handled as other NAS messages”. SA2 is a bit confused by this statement. SA2 feels that RAN2’s description of the Service Request message handling indicates that it will be handled in a significantly different manner to other NAS messages. SA2 would appreciate clarifications in this area and more details of the exact proposed solution.
CT1 asked whether there is a requirement to transfer the NAS messages Attach Accept and Attach Complete piggybacked with the RRC messages Radio Bearer Establishment Request and Radio Bearer Establishment Response, even if the combined RRC+NAS messages could not fit in a single RRC frame. SA2 describes piggybacking for the S1 interface radio bearer messages and the transfer of the related NAS messages. This combining of the radio bearer establishment with the transfer of the related NAS messages on S1 intends to avoid that two related activities (NAS and radio bearer handling) arrives as independent events in the eNodeB. This allows for more efficient RRC and S1 interface operation. The handling on RRC, e.g. combining into a single RRC message or using separate messages is in the scope on RAN2.

2. Actions:

To RAN2.

ACTION: 
.SA2 kindly asks RAN2 to take the above into consideration and provide feedback to SA2, SA3, and CT1.

3. Date of Next SA2 Meetings:

3GPPSA2#62
 14 - 18 Jan 2008
Marina Del Rey, U. S.

3GPPSA2#63
 18 - 22 Feb 2008
Athens, Greece
