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RAN WG3 Iu SWG has discussed the realisation of transfer or Uu interface related parameters from source RNC to target RNC during the Relocation of SRNS.The discussions concentrated on those parameters (e.g. RRC)  that are not currently defined at all in R3 specifications but which exist in R2 specification(s) and which have to be moved from source RNC to target RNC.

Among the possible approaches discussed in R3 Iu SWG the following two were preferred. The third option, definition of every required parameter in RANAP was already ruled out by R3 Iu SWG.
1. Defining the required information in RANAP as a set of Information elements defined in other specifications

This approach means that RANAP specifications shall define which information elements from other specifications are to be included in the RANAP transparent container. RANAP should also define the usage of these information elements and specify how they are coded into the transparent container. The definition of the information elements itself in the RANAP is not required. All required protocol (e.g. RRC) information elements have to be anyway referred in RANAP specifications which introduces quite strong relationship between RANAP and other UMTS (e.g. RRC) specifications. 

2. A special PDU to be inserted to the RANAP transparent  container is defined in each radio interface related protocol specification associated to each relocation type

This approach means that for each relevant protocol a special PDU (containing a 'database' of the protocol parameters) shall be defined outside of RANAP. This PDU would be moved from the old protocol termination point (in the source RNC) to the new termination point (in the target RNC) in case of Relocation of that protocol. This approach is illustrated in a R2 contribution R2-99B18.

In addition to the information to be included also the usage of the PDU in target RNC and coding of the PDU would be specified. R3 Iu SWG realises that this may justify that R3 Iu SWG would define this information. 

In RANAP messages used for relocation of SRNS only a transparent container for each of these special initialisation PDUs would be defined (from RANAP point of view the contents of the container would be a 'bitsring' without any meaning for RANAP). For the 'real contents' of the container only a reference to the appropriate specification would be included in RANAP. 

It was recognised in RAN WG3, that the required expertise to justify what Uu or other radio interface protocol related information needs to be transferred during relocation of SRNS does not exist in R3 but exists in R2 for Uu and outside of 3GPP for other radio interfaces. Therefore, independently of the specification in which this information will be defined and how it is transmiited between RNCs, R3 Iu SWG has to anyway rely on the input from R2 and other groups about the contents of this information and its usage for initialising protocols in target RNC.

From R3 Iu SWG point of view it is clear that the approach 2 would be easiest choice regarding RANAP specifications. 

R3 Iu SWG would like to ask clarification initially from RAN WG2 for the following issues related to the possible approaches:

· In what level - the information currently defined only in R2 specifications and that has to be transferred from source RNC to target RNC during relocation - shall be present in R3 specifications? Is either of the approaches 1 or 2 described above seen feasible or is there some other approach that is seen to be better by R2? 

· If the approach 2 is seen feasible, 

· does R2 have any view in which 3GPP specification(s) such 'initialisation PDUs' should be defined? 

· Who would be responsible for creation and maintanance of that information (R2/R3)? 

· How the co-ordinated evolution of that information and the evolution of Uu interface protocols would be managed?

