TSG-RAN Working Group 3 #33



R3-022347
Sophia, FRANCE, November 11-15, 2002

Agenda Item:
Pl8.6.2 (TS25.413)

Source: 
Nortel Networks

Title: 
Report on e-mail discussion “RAB Subflow Mapping Information”

Document for:
Report

1
Background

At the last RAN3 meeting #32 in Xi’an (China), Nortel presented the issue of RAB Subflow mapping information and a CR to correct it in Tdoc R3-022239. The principle of the CR was agreed but during the discussions, it turned out that it would be better to have the correction as the most backwards compatible as possible.  Nortel was tasked to kick off an e-mail discussion on the problem and make several proposals to solve this. 

This paper presents the solutions proposed by Nortel, the comments made on the reflector and the conclusion solution that was foreseen via this email discussion.

2
Description

Nortel started the email discussion on 14.10.02 by proposing four solutions to this problem:

<<solution 1: introduce in the extension container a new loop to indicate the mappings of the CN Domain Id corresponding to the RAB Id previously listed.
solution 2: not include the CN Domain Indicator at all but introduce a new RAB-TrCH-Mapping IE in the extension container only for the case two domains are involved. In this solution the CS RABs are given before the PS RABs.
solution 3: introduce in the extension container a new RAB TrCH Mapping which includes the CN Domain indicator but to be used only when two domains are involved,
solution 4: introduce in the extension container a new RAB TrCH Mapping which includes the CN Domain indicator to be used in all cases in replacement of the today RAB TrcH Mapping.
Of course, the extension container mentioned above is the one of the IE "Source RNC -to-Target RNC Transparent Container".>>
The other companies expressed the following opinions/preferences:

Nokia: email 24.10.02 Nokia could agree on solutions 3 and 4 and prefers solution 4.

Ericsson: email 25.10.02 Ericsson can agree with either solution 2 and solution 3

NEC on email 30.10.02 NEC can agree on solutions 2 and 3 and expressed preference for solution 3.

Alcatel on email 31.10.02 said they also support solution 3.

Therefore, Nortel Networks prepared the solution based on solution 3. Nokia and NEC participated in the writing of the CRs.

However some last minute concerns were expressed:

NEC in email on 01.11.02 expressed concerns on the release 5 CR when it is needed to extend the “TrCH-ID-List IE” in release 5 in order to add the HS-DSCH-MAC-d-Flow-ID. It appears that this IE (TrCH-ID-List IE) doesn’t have extension container as well. NEC opinion would be then that solution 4 might be better when looking at the perspective of this needed enhancement.

Nortel Networks answered on email 06.10.02 that another concern could be that we might have also missed the earlier (R99) addition of FACH-ID as well in the TrCH-List (which even brings the NEC concern as applicable earlier i.e. as soon as in R99). However, Nortel said they want to stick to the agreement to use solution 3 for the backwards compatibility reason as it was clearly expressed by most companies that they would be against the non-backwards solution 4.

Nokia in email on 06.10.02 expressed concerns on the way to allow future extensions by the solutions at stake.

4
Conclusion & Proposal

Therefore, Nortel Networks tried to find out a final version of the CR that would be based on solution 3 but at the same time answer the two concerns expressed above by NEC and Nortel. It also tried to cover Nokia concern for future extension. This final version was sent out on 06.10.02 to meet the deadline for RAN3#33 Tdocs submissison. Nortel sent out the R99 and Rel5 versions of the CR and will prepare the mirror Rel-4 during the meeting.
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