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1 Purpose

After a good work, the Iu release topic has been closed off at last meeting with a clear status.

The purpose of this document is tidy up the RAB Release function which contains a contradiction in RANAP. If nothing is done, serious issues like the ones experienced on-field for the Iu Release can be expected to take place on the RAB Release also.

2 Introduction  

The clarity of RANAP is a strategic point for the operator when it comes to the success  of 3G.

As explained  by one key representative of operators:

We are talking about a "so called" Open interface here and not otherwise.  Let us please write things down clearly. Even if it takes a few more pages, it is worth it. It will save a lot of time and money for the industry(including all of our company) during IOT.
Currently the section 8.3 contains the following contradiction:

Upon reception of the RAB RELEASE REQUEST message, the CN should initiate the appropriate release procedure for the identified RABs in the RAB RELEASE REQUEST message

And after that, also:

It is up to the CN to decide how to react to the request

This second sentence could be interpreteted as a misjudgement of the first one i.e. given the fact that we have a “should” in the first sentence, CN is only recommended to initiate a release procedure but can do differently if it likes so.

However, based on the recent clarification from SA2 in RAB Release (cf LS S2-030934), it was said that whatever the cause, the CN is expected to obey a RAB Release Request from an RNC in the normal situation. 

Therefore this second sentence should be interpreted rather as : the ‘CN decide how to react’ in the sense that it will choose between initiating Iu Release Command or RAB Assignment (RAB Release).

In order to remove any ambiguity, it is proposed to be more explicit and to remove the second ambiguous sentence.

3 Consequence if not approved 

The consequence to leave a misinterpretation here is very damaging:

· Some CN nodes would not release the RAB as expected by RNC whereas they are not involved in other procedures which would lead to inter-working issues,   

· Some RNCs could not have RABs removed when needed (e.g. user inactivity) leading to a waste of radio resources, code usage, or battery savings for UEs in case of user inactivity (e.g. RNC not supporting the XXX_PCH states).

4 Conclusion and Proposal 

It is proposed to clarify the first sentence and to remove simply the contradictory sentence from the section 8.3.

The correction is proposed for release 4 onwards inline with RAN guidelines to correct miswording leading to inter-working issues. The correction in section 8.3 is highlighted here:

Upon reception of the RAB RELEASE REQUEST message, the CN should initiate the appropriate release procedure for the identified RABs in the RAB RELEASE REQUEST message unless other procedures are in progress. 
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