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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 has discussed the issue on data forwarding for inter RAT, and cannot achieve agreement on the “target CN node determining data forwarding or not for per bearer”, which was agreed in SA2.

For the data forwarding issue, RAN3 had agreed that: (all data forwarding is assumed for downlink, uplink is out of the scope)
· In case of intra LTE HO, data forwarding or not for per bearer is proposed by the source eNB and decided by the target eNB.

· In case of intra UTRAN HO, data forwarding or not for per bearer is decided by the source SGSN based on QoS (see 23.060 6.9.2.2.1 step 6). 
· In case of intra GERAN HO, data forwarding or not for per bearer is also decided by the source SGSN based on QoS (see 43.129 5.1.4.2 step 2). 
While for inter RAT HO, RAN3 has three opinions on data forwarding:

· Opinion 1: In case of inter RAT HO, data forwarding or not for per bearer is always proposed by the source RAN node and decided by the target RAN node like intra LTE HO case.
· Opinion 2: In case of inter RAT HO, data forwarding or not for per bearer is always decided by the target CN node, which seems the SA2 agreement (see S2-090614).
· Opinion 3: According to source adapt to target rule, data forwarding or not for per bearer is always proposed by the source RAN node and decided by the target RAN node in case of UTRAN/GERAN to LTE HO, while data forwarding or not for per bearer is always decided by the source CN node in case of LTE to UTRAN/GERAN HO,.
RAN3 also noticed that in case of LTE to UTRAN HO, the target UTRAN node (RNC) would only assign one tunnel (i.e.TEID) for both downlink and forwarding data transmission. So, if it is up to the target RAN node to decide data forwarding or not for per bearer, the target CN node would not be aware of each bearer implementing data forwarding or not, so that the target CN cannot decide whether to assign data forwarding resource in case of indirect data forwarding.
In case of GERAN to LTE HO, the forwarding packets are transferred from source SGSN to target eNB. The source BSS is not involved in the data forwarding and can not propose data forwarding or not for per bearer. So the opinion 1 is ruled out. 
Opinion 2 seems SA2 agreement, while RAN3 think in case of UTRAN/GERAN to LTE HO, the target eNB behaviours differently from the intra LTE case.

Opinion 3 needs RNC/BSC update to propose data forwarding or not for per bearer though the BSC is not involved in the data forwarding, which is new functionality. And also there are two mechanisms to decide data forwarding among two directions.
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: RAN3 kindly asks SA2 to clarify opinion 2 and reconsider this issue.
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