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RAN WG3 would like to thank CN WG2 for the liaison statement regarding GTP Evolution (Tdoc N2-99920). In general, RAN WG3 is in agreement with the statements and technical content of the liaison statement. Two questions for CN WG2 were raised during the discussion of the liaison statement:

1. Will the Tunnel Endpoint Identifier identify a GTP-U tunnel unambiguously within a node or unambiguously for a particular IP address used by a node?

2. In the UMTS architecture, the SNDCP layer does not exist so there is no SNDCP N-PDU number. UMTS/GSM Handover and SRNS Relocation procedures are currently under study so the requirements and use of a field with a similar purpose have not been determined. It is possible, however, that if such a parameter is required, it will require a field in the header that is larger than the SNDCP N-PDU number currently suggested in N2-99920. 

RAN WG3 would like to know if it would be possible to allow the extension of such a field if the UMTS/GSM Handover and SRNS Relocation procedures require it. In that case, could the field name be more generic in order to indicate what the purpose of the field is. A possible alternative is Network PDU Acknowledge Number.
