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1. Vague description of UPLMN and OPLMN Access Technology Identifier. Is only one access technology per one PLMN allowed?

Alternative 1)

Logically:
1st PLMN:
244 081 (MCC MNC)



1st ACT:

UTRAN



2nd PLMN:
244 081



2nd ACT

GSM

Coding:
B1
B2
B3
B4
B5
B6
B7
B8
B9
B10

Hex
42
04
18
80
00
42
04
18
00
80

or

Alternative 2)

Logically:
1st PLMN:
244 081 (MCC MNC)



1st ACT:

UTRAN, GSM



2nd PLMN:
567 001



2nd ACT

UTRAN

Coding:
B1
B2
B3
B4
B5
B6
B7
B8
B9
B10

Hex
42
04
18
80
80
65
07
10
80
00

For Alternative 2) the order of the network selection is not clear: If in case of roaming both a GSM and UTRAN network under the same MNC/MCC is available which one has to be chosen?

2. Error message "92 40" ("Memory problems" Specified in GSM 11.11) is not implemented in 3G TS 31.101. Is this done by purpose?

If ACM is increased above the Maximum Value (3 Byte all set , "FF FF FF") such an error message could be expected.

3. The GSM procedure of INVALIDATE the ADN, IMSI and LOCI EF is not described in TS 31.102. Never the less there are some EF which can be INVALIDATED according to 31.102 (e.g. CPBCCH, InvScan, MExE-ST and ORPK). Is the invalidation procedure taken out in the 3G specification (and are the reference to it in the EF mentioned above an mistake) ? If not, which is the reason behind in taking out the invalidate procedure from the ADN and IMSI but to leave it for those other EF?

The INVALIDATION of the ADN and IMSI would mean an additional security for the FDN/BDN handling.

A test case might be needed to assure that a non supporting FDN/BDN Terminal will not allow any outgoing calls except emergency calls.

