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	Reason for change:
(

	GTPv1 spec was common for CP and UP protocol flavors and certain statements had to be generic. One of such statements in TS 29.060 specifies that sending an Echo Request is an optional feature:
The reason for optionality was that in UMTS/GSM PS domain same nodes implemented GTP CP and GTP UP entities. The industry assumed CP Echos as mandatory messages, which made UP Echoes redundant and optional. So, combining optional and mandatory features resulted in a generic statement that may be interpreted as proposing CP Echoes as an optional feature, which is not correct. The introduction of the Direct Tunnel option has changed the state of matters, but respective adjustments to GTPv1-C are still missing.  

GTPv2 is a completely CP protocol and therefore there is no need for generic, CP + UP statement in TS 29.274. TS 29.274 however refers to TS 23.007 on this matter:
· 3GPP TS 23.007 [17] specifies that a GTP-C entity may send an Echo Request to find out if the peer entity is alive.

The above verbal form 'may' is not correct, because it contradicts to other parts in TS 23.007:

· The MME shall detect a peer SGW as currently unavailable by the MME sending a series of GTPv2 echo requests... (subclause 14.1.1).
· The SGW shall detect a peer MME as currently unavailable by the SGW sending a series of GTPv2 echo requests... (subclause 16.1.1).
· The PGW shall detect a peer SGW as currently unavailable by the PGW sending a series of GTPv2 echo requests… (subclause 17.1.1)
It is proposed to make the spec consistent and clarify in TS 23.007 that it is mandatory for GTPv2 entities to send Echo Request messages and also to respond to Echo Request messages.
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* * * 1st Change * * * *

14.1.1
Restoration Procedures

After an MME restart, the MME shall delete all MM Bearer contexts affected by the restart that it may have stored.
When an MME detects that a peer SGW or peer PGW has restarted (see clause 18 "GTP-C based restart procedures") it shall as a default delete all PDN connection table data/MM bearer contexts associated with the peer node that fails as well as freeing any internal MME resources associated with those PDN connections. The MME may optionally perform other implementation specific actions such as to clear external resources (e.g. S1-MME messages to clear RNC resources) or more advanced forms of restoration.

NOTE:
The MME will have the identity of the PGW and SGW currently in use for a PDN connection available in the MME’s PDN connection table as part of existing EPC procedures as well as other peer state data.



* * * 2nd Change * * * *

16.1.1
Restoration Procedures

After an SGW restart, the SGW shall delete all MM Bearer contexts affected by the restart that it may have stored.

During or immediately after an SGW Restart the SGW shall place local SGW restart counter value in all GTPv2 Echo requests/responses messages and PMIPv6 heartbeat requests/responses the SGW sends.

The SGW will receive the MME restart counter in GTPv2 Echo requests and Echo response messages that the SGW receives from the MME.

The SGW will receive the PGW restart counter in GTPv2 Echo requests/ responses and PMIPv6 heartbeat requests/responses that the SGW receives from the PGW.

When an SGW detects that a peer MME or peer PGW has restarted (see clause 18 "GTP-C based restart procedures") it shall delete all PDN connection table data/MM bearer contexts associated with the peer node that fails as well as freeing any internal SGW resources associated with those PDN connections. The SGW shall not try to directly clear resources in the MME or PGW. The SGW may optionally perform other implementation specific actions such as messages to clear other external resources (e.g. PCC messages).

NOTE:
The SGW will have the identity of the MME and PGW currently in use for a PDN connection available in the SGW’s PDN connection table as part of existing EPC procedure.




* * * 3rd Change * * * *

17.1.1
Restoration Procedures

After a PGW restart, the PGW shall delete all MM Bearer contexts affected by the restart that it may have stored.

During or immediately after a PGW Restart, the PGW shall place this PGW restart counter value in all GTPv2 echo requests/responses and PMIPv6 echo requests/responses the PGW sends.

The PGW will receive the SGW and MME restart counters in GTPv2 echo requests/responses and  PMIPv6 heartbeat requests/responses that the PGW receives from the SGW.When a PGW detects that a peer MME or peer SGW has restarted it shall delete all PDN connection table data/MM bearer contexts associated with the peer node that fails as well as freeing any internal PGW resources associated with those PDN connections. The PGW does not try to directly clear resources in the MME or SGW. The PGW may optionally perform other implementation specific actions such as messages to clear other external resources (e.g. PCC messages).

NOTE:
The PGW will have the identity of the MME and SGW currently in use for a PDN connection available in the PGW’s PDN connection table as part of existing EPC procedure.




* * * 4th Change * * * *

18
GTP-C based restart procedures

Across GTP-C based interfaces an SGSN, GGSN, SGW and PGW utilize either GTPv1-C or GTPv2-C Echo Request and Echo Response messages or GTP-C messages containing the Recovery Information Element to detect and handle a restart.

A GTP-C entity shall maintain two Restart counters:

- 
in volatile memory a remote Restart counter of a peer with which the entity is in contact;

-
in non-volatile memory own, or local Restart counter that was sent to a peer.

After a GTP-C entity has restarted, it shall immediately increment all local Restart counters and shall clear all remote Restart counters. 

A GTP-C entity may have a common local Restart counter for all peers, or it may have a separate local Restart counter for each peer.

A GTP-C entity may probe the liveliness of each peer with which it is in contact by sending an Echo Request message (see clause X "Path management procedures") . The presence of the Restart counter in Echo Request or in a GTP-C message depends on the GTP-C version and therefore is specified in 3GPP TS 29.060 [8] and 3GPP TS 29.274 [13], respectively.


The GTP-C entity that receives a Recovery Information Element in an Echo Response or in another GTP-C message from a peer, shall compare the received remote Restart counter value with the previous Restart counter value stored for that peer entity. 

· If no previous value was stored the Restart counter value received in the Echo Response or in the GTP-C message shall be stored for the peer.

· If the value of a Restart counter previously stored for a peer is smaller than the Restart counter value received in the Echo Response message or the GTP-C message, this indicates that the entity that sent the Echo Response or the GTP-C message has restarted. The received, new Restart counter value shall be stored by the receiving entity, replacing the value previously stored for the peer.

· If the value of a Restart counter previously stored for a peer is larger than the Restart counter value received in the Echo Response message or the GTP-C message, this indicates a possible race condition (newer message arriving before the older one). The received new Restart counter value shall be discarded and an error may be logged.

* * * 4th Change * * * *

X
Path management procedures
This clause specifies path management procedures for GTP-C based and PMIP based interfaces. For GTP based interfaces, Echo Request / Response procedure is used. The usage depends on the GTP-C version in the following way: 
-
GTPv1-C entity may periodically send an Echo Request message as specified in 3GPP TS 29.060 [8]. 
-
GTPv2 entity shall probe the liveliness of each peer with which it is in contact by sending an Echo Request messages (see TS 29.274 [13]). When and how often a GTPv2 Echo Request message may be sent is implementation specific but an Echo Request shall not be sent more often than every 60 s on each path. This does not prevent resending an Echo Request with the same sequence number according to the T3-RESPONSE timer.

It is recommended that GTPv2 Echo Request should be sent only when a GTP-C entity has not received any GTP response message for a previously sent request message on the GTP-C path for, an implementation dependent period of time.
A GTP-C entity (both GTPv1-C and GTPv2) shall be prepared to receive an Echo Request message at any time and it shall reply with an Echo Response message.

For the PMIP based S5/S8 interface, the SGW and PGW shall detect respectively a peer  PGW and SGW as currently unavailable by sending a series of PMIPv6 Heartbeat Request messages, and not receiving within a period of time respectively a PMIPv6 Heartbeat Response message (see 3GPP TS 29.275 [16]).
* * * End of Changes * * * *
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