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To:
3GPP SA WG2

CC:
RAN WG2, CN WG1, CN WG2, T2-SWG3

Source: 
3GPP RAN WG3 

Title: 
Liaison statement on Common Communication Mechanism to be used by the Cell Broadcast Service
RAN WG3 thanks SA2 for their liaison summarizing the most recent work regarding an architecture solution for the Cell Broadcast Service and the current working assumption within TSG SA2 that we copied hereafter to illustrate our questions.
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In addition to the issues stressed by SA2,

1. IP Routing functionality in the 3G-SGSN,

2. An appropriated layer 3 protocol has to be chosen (TCP or UDP) per application,

3. Addressing of the Application and Application node by the RNC(s),

4. Addressing (dynamic or static) of the application (e.g. CBC) on the RNC(s).

RAN3 would like to highlight the following:

· According to the currently proposed architecture, TCP is a possible candidate as layer 3 protocol on top of IP. However RAN3 would like to stress that for Release 99, TCP is not part of the Iu protocol stack specified in 25.414 V3.0.0. and changes in the Iu Transport Network Layer at this stage of the development of the specifications, could compromise our target deadline for the Transport Network Layer specifications.

Beyond the addressing issues identified by SA2, RAN3 is also curious about the establishment of the Common Communication Channel:

· is there a need for dynamic signalling between CN and RNC (i.e. RANAP) to establish the common communicaiton channel or is it foreseen to be pre-configured ?

· is there a need for a particular Radio Access Bearer and in that case what would be the expected QoS of such a channel ?

More generally, RAN3 would like to know about the organisation of the work. RAN3 understands that the specification of the UMTS SMS-CB requires expertise from various WGs accross 3GPP. In the area of Iu interface, RAN3 believes that it needs to be clarified which group out of RAN3 or CN2 would be in charge of specifying the transport/application protocol on top of (TCP/UDP?)/IP.

Currently, GTP-U is on top of this protocol stack towards the PS domain. RAN3 believes that a SMS-CB transport and application protocol(s) over Iu will be required and will terminate in the RNC. This transport/application protocol(s) will have to transport the SMS-CB messages, and provide the RNC with relevant application information: scheduling and geographical information, which appears to be requiring extensive RAN expertise.
Finally, RAN3 would like to recall that according to the recent decision made at RAN#5, SMS-CB has been lower prioritized on our workplan and the target deadline for completion of the specifications is RAN#7 (March 2000), R’99.
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