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RAN2 has received the liaison statement on Radio Access Bearer attributes and would like to thank RAN3 for giving their view on the RAB attributes. The questions from RAN3 were discussed and the answers are given below.

1. Value Ranges

RAN3 understands that value ranges are being worked on by a number of groups: RAN2, SA2, CN1, CN3… . Most of the value ranges given in Annex A are extracted from 23.107, some have been expanded to allow protocol evolution.

To SA2, RAN2, CN1, CN3, SA4: RAN3 is seeking guidance the listed groups on these ranges.

RAN2 is still studying this item and will come back with more information when available.

2. Header Compression

It needs to be clarified how header compression is applied on a RAB: 

is the CN making the decision and indicating it to the SRNC through a RAB attribute or is SRNC deciding based on RAB attributes values combination,

is the algorithm to use and suported by the UE provided by CN or is it an UTRAN internal matter considering UE UTRAN capabilities?

To SA2, RAN2: RAN3 is seeking guidance from RAN2 and SA2.
RAN2’s opinion is that the choice of algorithm is an UTRAN internal matter and shall not be indicated by the CN. In addition, RAN2 has noticed that it is not indicated in the RAB attributes what type of flow a radio access bearer is carrying, e.g. TCP or UDP. In order to make the correct decision on header compression algorithm, UTRAN needs to know the type of flow.

RAN2 would like to ask SA2 if it is possible to add a type of flow parameter to the RAB attributes.

3. RAB Asymetry

In order to develop the proper protocol elements, it needs to be clarified which setting of the RAB attributes can differ per traffic direction (maximum bit rate, guaranteed bit rate, maximum SDU size…) to support asymetric RAB.

To SA2, RAN2: RAN3 is seeking guidance from SA2 and RAN2 on this question.

RAN2 consider this to be a SA2 issue.

4. Maximum SDU size

We understand that the Maximum SDU size can indicate for certain RABs small maximum SDU size (e.g. 244 bits for 12.2 bits/s AMR codec mode) while on the other hand it can also indicate larger size such IP packet size and could be expressed in octets.

RAN2 can see no problem with the maximum SDU size. From the radio interface protocols point of view there is no upper limit of the maximum SDU size, since segmentation can be done. 
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