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1. Introduction

RAN3 thank CT4 for their LS and information regarding GTPv2 activity in CT4.  In our response to the questions raised by CT4, RAN3 distinguish between requirements arising from Handover in EUTRAN and requirements for MBMS in LTE since these are distinct activities in RAN3 and as such have different levels of maturity. In addition 3GPP SA has agreed to include MBMS for LTE in Release9 and as such has a less immediate priority in RAN3 discussions.
2. X2 Handover Requirements

1. How long is a PDCP Sequence Number, which will be put into GTP-U header?

A PDCP Sequence Number may be either 7 bits or 12 bits configured by upper layers. 
2. CT4 assumes only one, either UP or DL PDCP Sequence Number will be necessary. Is this a correct understanding?

This is correct. A GTP-U packet over X2 will only contain a single PDCP SDU with its associated Sequence Number.  Different GTP-U tunnels will be used to differentiate UL and DL forwarded traffic over X2 interface. 

3. MBMS for LTE Requirements
For the MBMS Requirements for LTE, RAN3 is still investigating a number of possible solutions.  At this stage and until a solution is selected it is premature to provide specific requirements on GTP-U.  RAN3 will keep CT4 informed as the work on MBMS for LTE progresses in RAN3 with respect to the questions raised by CT4 (listed below). 
3. How long will be the SYNC protocol container, which will be put into GTP-U header of the MBMS user plane data?
To clarify RAN3’s position, currently within RAN3 there is no agreement that the SYNC protocol container should be included in the GTP-U header for transport of MBMS data.
4. How many parameters will go into the MBMS SYNC container?
This is for future discussion in RAN3 in Release 9 timeframe
5. What will be the precision of the timestamp for the MBMS?
This is for future discussion in RAN3 in Release 9 timeframe
4. Actions:

RAN3 have two questions for CT4

1. Is it CT4’s intention that GTPv2 will be used for meet EUTRAN requirements for both Handover and MBMS?

2. Would CT4 provide RAN3 with a suitable reference for GTPv2 that can be included in EUTRAN Release 8 specifications?
5. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG3 Meetings:
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Kansas City, US
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