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1 Opening

The meeting was opened at 9:35. The meeting was chaired by the Vice-Chairman, Jean-Marie Calmel (Nortel Networks).

2 Approval of the Agenda

TSGR3#8(99)d62 ‘Draft Agenda, Meeting #8’ was presented by the Chairman. He noted that RAN plenary had asked us to prioritise certain issues and this had been reflected in the agenda. The agenda was approved. 

3 Approval of minutes from last meeting

TSGR3#8(99)d63 ‘Draft Minutes of RAN3#7’ was presented by the Secretary, Richard Townend (BT). The document was approved.
4 Letters/Reports from other groups

The Chairman presented the outcomes from the RAN plenary, as requested by the RAN3 Chairman, the information having already been distributed over the email reflector. The main outcome was that some items have been made lower priority. In general all features that are included in R99 of the radio interface should be included in R99 Iub, Iur and Iu. However, the highest priority should be given to producing good quality specifications (clear and unambiguous text, and complete specification of normal and error cases) by December. Some features shall be deferred until early 2000, to be delivered to RAN plenary by March 2000. These features are:
· Cell broadcast protocols between SMS-CBC and RNC

· Support for specific positioning methods (OTDOA, GPS-assisted) on Iur and Iub

· FACH power control on Iur

· DSCH over Iur

· USCH on Iur

· SoLSA on Iu

· Load information on Iur (pure optimisation)

· CPCH 

· SSDT (unless the simple solution considered by R3 can be accepted by R1)

· Iu time alignment

· Any new functions / features not already included in the Iu / Iur / Iub specifications 

The RAN vocabulary document has been set to 3.0.0, but editors were all asked to check this document, and to provide updates to the vocabulary editor. RAN3 has been asked to study the impacts of the hooks and extensions work for interworking with IS-41 networks. 

RAN plenary followed our recommendations regarding document approval (see RAN plenary minutes for full details), and allocated the synchronisation specification the number 25.402. RAN3 were instructed to maximise harmonisation between FDD and TDD, both in terms of modelling and procedures. RAN3 were also asked to update the workplan to include the prioritisation and plans for 2000.

TSGR3#8(99)e38 ‘LS on the removal of superframe concept in layer 1’ (R1) was presented by the Chairman. It was noted that our specifications were already aligned with this change. Nokia commented that in the TDD radio interface specification there was still a reference to this – Interdigital have a contribution on that. It was agreed to send a response to stating that we will be removing the superframe from all our specifications. Fabio Longoni (Nokia) agreed to draft the response [f60].

TSGR3#8(99)e60 ‘Answer to LS on TDD synchronisation methods’ (R1) was presented by Massimo Dell’Acqua (Italtel). The Chairman commented that we had included notes with the procedures in the signalling specifications, and that this answer meant that we could remove the notes. Nokia commented that we would also need similar procedures for positioning, and so we should finalise the discussions on these procedures early next year. Italtel disagreed, and felt that these were two separate issues; they proposed resolving the synchronisation for TDD now, and then see whether there are any impacts on this early next year. Nokia accepted this, but asked for it to be noted with the procedures that they will need revision when we do location services. It was agreed to add the note “The scope of this procedure could be widened when studying location services.” to the procedures.
TSGR3#8(99)e61 ‘LS on power control’ (R1) was presented by Kevan Hobbis (Motorola). It was agreed to leave our specification as it is until RAN1 and RAN2 have reached a conclusion.

TSGR3#8(99)e62 ‘Liaison statement on RL DL_TX_ power levels for Soft Handover’ (R1) was presented by Kevan Hobbis (Motorola). Ericsson asked for clarification as to whether the offsets could vary in time – this appeared to be the case. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e63 ‘Liaison statement on Downlink power control adjustment loop’ (R1) was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). We will have to wait for the final answer before deciding whether to include the relevant parameter. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e64 ‘Reply to WG3 regarding the operation of SSDT’ (R1) was presented by Kiran Thakare (Telecom Modus). It was commented that this LS should give us enough information to decide whether the “simple solution” could be used (with delivery for RAN#6), or whether we should defer SSDT to RAN#7. It was agreed that this LS means that we can adopt the simple solution (unless we find problems in the detailed discussion). Ericsson noted that it was not clear whether R1 had redefined the code power measurement definition, as they had not mentioned this in the LS. This will be discussed in the Iub/r SWG.

TSGR3#8(99)e65 ‘Answer on LS on the decoding of the TFCI in UL radio frames’ (R1) was presented by Fabio Longoni (Nokia). It was suggested that this is related to the existence of the normal mode in the DCH FP presented in the last meeting; Nokia commented that this answer does not allow us to rule out normal mode. This open issue (from 25.427) was therefore resolved, although Ericsson commented that there was an issue of what the quality estimate should be in the case of no user data. It was agreed to remove the normal mode open issue. The document was noted. 

TSGR3#8(99)e66 ‘Liaison on LCS to WG3’ (R1) was presented by the Chairman. Ericsson asked what the accuracy of the time alignment required by TA-IPDL was; no-one had an answer. Nortel asked what reason there was to favour the TA-IPDL over IPDL, as it would require some action from Iub/r compared to none. It was agreed to draft a response to R1 favouring IPDL over TA-IPDL. Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson) agreed to draft this [f61].

TSGR3#8(99)e68 ‘Liaison statement on the mixture of primary and secondary scrambling codes’ (R1) was presented by the Secretary. The document was noted, and we should make sure that we are aligned to whatever decision is taken.
TSGR3#8(99)e69 ‘Liaison on LCS to WG2’ (R1) was presented by the Chairman. Nokia commented suggested that the RTT is measured by the Node B, and so we will need to include this in the Iub/r interfaces dedicated measurement procedures assuming that RAN2 agree to have the measurement. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e70 ‘Liaison Statement on transmitting AMR Mode Command bits’ (R1) was presented by Natalie Ting (Nortel Networks). Nokia could not see any impact on WG3, except that for AMR it would be needed to have four co-ordinated transport channels rather than three. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)f58 ‘Liaison statement on requirements for fast switching between AMR modes’ (R1) was presented by the Chairman. It was commented that this does not have any impact on R3. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)f59 ‘Liaison statement on RACH message length’ (R1) was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). Ericsson did not understand the minimum RACH payload, and asked whether we needed to configure it when we set up the cell (or common transport channel). The document was noted, and will be discussed again in the Iub/r SWG.
TSGR3#8(99)e42 ‘LS on selected location service methods for Release 99’ (R2) was presented by the Chairman. Each SWG should study the requirements on their interfaces, and this LS should be considered in the SWG discussions. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e43 ‘Response to LS on Uu protocol information for relocation of SRNS’ (R2) was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia). The LS was allocated to the Iu SWG, for them to reference to the RRC protocol, and to decide if any other work is required.
TSGR3#8(99)e44 ‘Response to RAN3 regarding Relocation and GSM-UMTS Handover’ (R2) was presented by Atte Länsisalmi (Nokia). It was commented that many of the issues were now out of scope for R3 (as a result of e43), but this LS was deferred to the Iu SWG.

TSGR3#8(99)e45 ‘LS on compressed mode control’ (R2) was presented by Natalie Ting (Nortel Networks). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e51 ‘LS on support of compressed mode signalling on Iur/Iub’ (R2) was presented by Natalie Ting (Nortel Networks). The document was deferred to the Iub/r SWG.
TSGR3#8(99)e46 ‘LS on changed meaning of c-RNTI’ (R2) was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). Ericsson asked whether this meant that the c-RNTI had to be updated every time a UE crossed a cell boundary; it was answered that this was actually a network issue, but that a c-RNTI would need to be signalled to the UE at every cell boundary. It was noted that the c-RNTI definition would need to be changed in 25.401 (the editor agreed to draft a CR [f63]). A response will be drafted by Göran Rune (Ericsson) (f62).
TSGR3#8(99)e47 ‘response to LS on UTRAN Frame Synchronisation model’ (R2) was presented by the Chairman. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e49 ‘Reply to LS on CN Distribution Function’ (R2) was presented by Kethees Ketheesan (Motorola). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e50 ‘LS on outer loop power control’ (R2) was presented by the Chairman. It was commented that the our specifications already contained some assumptions about the functional split and the signalling. The document was noted. 

TSGR3#8(99)e52 ‘LS on uplink core network layer 3 message numbering’ was presented by the Secretary. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e53 ‘LS on RACH/FACH response time’ (R2) was presented by Kevan Hobbis (Motorola). Motorola commented that there had been a response from R1 to R2, although this had not been copied to R3. The chairman suggested that we should consider whether this is in line with the delay budget report. Motorola have some related contributions (e73 and e74). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e54 ‘LS on RNTI value ranges’ (R2) was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia). It was commented that we should include the u-RNTI into 25.401 (the editor will include in the related CR [f63]). It was agreed to send a response indicating that R3 sees no problems with the proposed ranges; Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia) agreed to draft it (f64).

TSGR3#8(99)e55 ‘Answer to LS on the usage of the physical channel BER as UL Quality Estimate in the UL DCH FP on Iub/r’ (R2) was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). 

It was discussed whether Physical channel BER is different for different channel coding methods, and whether the physical channel BER must be available per transport channel. It was also asked what is sent when the TTI is greater than 10msec. Alcatel stated that we wanted the BER of the transport channel (after decoding) for the macrodiversity combination. Nokia agreed if we want to use this for combining, but that Physical channel BER provides a very good approximation, and is the correct metric for outer loop power control. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e56 ‘Issues with the response to LS on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications’ (R2) was presented by the Secretary. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e57 ‘Reply LS on registration areas and on hierarchical tracking concept’ (R2) was presented by the Chairman. It was commented that our specifications are in line with this assumption, although some detailed work on cause values may be required. Ericsson commented that if the CN and UTRAN are able to release the RRC connection based on activity, then there may be work required on the functional split and interworking between CN and UTRAN. The document was deferred to the Iu SWG.
TSGR3#8(99)e37 ‘LS on a Common Communication Mechanism to be used by the Cell Broadcast Service’ (SA2) was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos (Mannesmann Mobilfunk). Nokia commented that Cell Broadcast is not to be discussed in RAN3 until after RAN#6, and proposed that we postpone the discussion on the architecture until next year. It was agreed to discuss this LS in the Iu SWG if there is time. In any case, it was agreed to send a response indicating the prioritisation of this topic, and requesting further information on who is responsible for solving the identified issues. Ericsson stated that they hoped that it was clear that R3 should have a very significant involvement in specifying the protocols, as the common communication channel is a service provided by UTRAN.
TSGR3#8(99)e36 ‘LS on UMTS and RAB parameter value ranges and granularity’ (SA2) WAS not presented. It was commented that it has been superseded by TS 23.107 (version 2.0.0) which is included with d74 from Ericsson. This will be discussed in the Iu SWG.
TSGR3#8(99)e39 ‘LS on RAB requirements for CS data’ (N3) was presented by Alain Maupin (Ericsson). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)67 ‘Response liaison on RAB requirements for CS data and architecture for CS data services’ (SA2) was presented by Alain Maupin (Ericsson). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e48 ‘Response to N2 LS on Tandem Free and Out of Band Transcoder Control’ (N2) was presented by Alain Maupin (Ericsson). Ericsson commented that for the Iu UP protocol, we have not made TFO or TrFO impossible, but that further work will be needed to make it realisable. Ericsson proposed passing the LS to the Iu SWG for discussion – this was agreed. 

TSGR3#8(99)e59 ‘LS on "I3.05 – Node B O&M Functional Description’ (SA5) was presented by Stephan Recker (Mannesmann Mobilfunk). Ericsson commented that making it a 3GPP internal report would increase the workload, and suggested leaving it as an internal document for R99. Mannesmann Mobilfunk felt that the information in I3.05 is useful to support the procedures, and supported the proposal from SA5 (making it a 3GPP internal report). CSELT agreed with Mannesmann. Ericsson stated that we had already had this discussion and had agreed that we had enough work to do already. Vodafone responded that converting it to a 3GPP report would not lead to extra work, and pointed out that SA5 felt that it would be useful. 

Ericsson stated that if it became valid outside RAN3, we would need to ensure that it is correct. Telia also wanted it to become available outside RAN3. The Chairman asked why the information was not simply included in 25.831 – Vodafone and Mannesmann Mobilfunk stated that I3.05 has more information than just signalling examples, and was intended to describe the operation at the level of management procedures. Ericsson suggested that if this was the case, then the document should belong to SA5. BT responded that this would simply invite a lot of LSs asking for details about the details of NBAP.

When asked which companies would object to changing I3.05 to a technical report, Ericsson, Nokia and Nortel Networks indicated that they objected. Vodafone reminded the meeting that the NBAP specification does not explain how the NBAP procedures interact with the management system. Nokia commented that they understand that I3.05 needs considerable work to get it into a state where it is ready for publication, and reminded delegates that RAN plenary had instructed us to concentrate on the technical specifications rather than reports. It was agreed that we should reconsider this after reviewing I3.05, but with maintaining the status quo as the default (if there is no time to discuss I3.05). 
TSGR3#8(99)e40 ‘LS on measurement order parameters sent to the MS for GSM to UMTS handovers’ (SMG2) was presented by the Chairman. It was commented that there are no implications for RAN3 specifications. The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e41 ‘LS on L3 Segmentation’ (SMG2 WPA) was presented by Alain Maupin (Ericsson). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e58 ‘Reply to Liaison on TS 25.442 UTRAN Implementation Specific O&M Transport’ was presented by Stephan Recker (Mannesmann Mobilfunk). Ericsson stated that it is unclear what is meant by co-located equipment – it will be difficult to do this if it is not using IP over AAL5. Mannesmann noted that there is a contribution discussing the co-located equipment. BT asked whether the statement concerning support by Node B and RNC was in alignment with the agreement reached at the last RAN3 meeting. The document was deferred to the Iub/r SWG.

5 Organisation of work

5.1 Work Plan and organisation

TSGR3#8(99)d59 ‘30.531 WG3 Workplan and Study Items’ was a copy of that sent to RAN plenary. There were no comments or questions.

TSGR3#8(99)84 ‘Editor’s proposal for 30.531 WG3 Workplan and Study Items’ was presented by Björn Ehrstedt (Ericsson). Italtel commented that the current version of 25.402 was 0.0.1 (not 0.1.1 as stated). Contributions were invited to the next meeting on the subject of 2000 work items. With the one change, the document was approved.
5.2 Appointment of representatives/editors

The Chairman welcomed Carolyn Taylor (ETSI MCC), who is the incoming secretary of RAN3. Richard Townend (BT, and outgoing secretary) explained that he and Carolyn will be splitting the secretary’s job for this meeting (RT doing plenary minutes, and CT doing Iub/r SWG minutes, document numbering and LSs).

5.3 Future meeting dates/hosting

It was discussed whether there was a need to move our next meeting forwards by one week, as RAN2 had done. Several companies expressed serious concern with this idea, and it was agreed to leave the dates as they are currently planned.

Nokia stated that they had proposed (amongst the RAN3 officials) to hold an ASN.1 coding ad hoc, and that they would be willing to host such a meeting in Finland between 22nd and 24th November – the details will be discussed under agenda items 7.3 and 32. However, holding the ad hoc was agreed in principle. Ericsson stated that this meant that we should stabilise the message contents in a lot more detail during this meeting; it was agreed to form ad hoc groups during this meeting to work on these details. 

5.4 SA co-ordination group planning

There has been little progress since the last RAN3 meeting.

6 General UTRAN Architecture

6.1 UTRAN Architecture (25.401)

TSGR3#8(99)e78 ‘Changes on 25.401 sections 7.1 & 7.2’ (Italtel/Siemens) was presented by Flavio Piolini (Italtel). Ericsson commented that the function only applied to TDD; they also proposed calling it UL timing advance (to differentiate from DL timing adjustment). It was agreed to tag the title and bullet with [TDD]. Ericsson asked about the meaning of the indentation – it was agreed that this was an error in the specification, and that this should be corrected in an updated CR [f67]. With these changes, the document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)e83 ‘Changes on 25.401 section 6’ (Italtel/Siemens) was presented by Flavio Piolini (Italtel). Ericsson asked whether this sentence meant that an RNC shall have a macro-diversity function – it was clarified that this was not the intention. However, it was agreed to reword the sentence to state that “A RNC supporting FDD mode may include a combining/splitting…”; Siemens/Italtel will submit an updated CR [f68]. With this change, the document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f34 ‘CR on 25.401 UTRAN overall description – UTRAN Identifiers’ (Vodafone) was presented by Andrew DeLaTorre (Vodafone). Nortel Networks commented that the CN Information Broadcast procedure can be used over Iu to set the area identifiers in RNC, and so this need not be done by O&M. Ericsson supported this, and stated that LAC/RAC are not fixed, as they currently apply to the accessed cell, and not to the current cell, and so can not only be set by O&M. Ericsson further questioned the setting of Cell Id in the CN, both from the architectural perspective, and because they feel that this should not be included in this proposal. Vodafone stated that they thought that the CN Information Broadcast should be fully specified so that it is clear whether it is used for configuration purposes. BT pointed out that PLMN-ID is included in several messages as well as being broadcast, and so care should be taken in using a broadcast message to set these. Nokia and Ericsson then agreed that PLMN-ID and LAC/RAC would need to be set in the RNC by O&M. In general it was agreed that all references to the CN should be removed from the CR. Otherwise:


6.1.1 – agreed


6.1.2 – agreed, but with removal of “as part of the network planning process”


6.1.3 – agreed, but “and the RNC itself” removed to make sense


6.1.4 – agreed, but without “C-ID shall…” sentence and without “at…creation” 


6.1.5 – delayed pending NBAP discussions (d86)
Vodafone agreed to produce a revised CR [f69].

TSGR3#8(99)f48 ‘CR to 25.401 clarifying the usage of transport described in 25.442’ (Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Vodafone, Telia, CSELT, TIM, T-Mobil, GSM Assocation VPT) was presented by Stephan Recker (Mannesmann Mobilfunk). Ericsson asked whether the routing of co-located equipment is also intended to be IP over AAL5 – Vodafone clarified that this was stated in the document. Ericsson felt that it would be very difficult to make the management of co-located equipment work. The chairman felt that the last sentence meant that it was not allowed to support other options (e.g. a separate transport network). Ericsson commented that there are many other things that the RNC must support for full interoperability, which are not specified anywhere. Vodafone felt that this was important to ensure an open Iub, but Ericsson pointed out that it was not actually part of Iub. Ericsson then restated their concern about the statement of “in order to ensure interoperability”, feeling that this is already stated in 25.442, and it should be a matter for operators whether this specification is complied with. Vodafone felt that this compromised the openess of the Iub, as it threatens the benefits of having an open Iub. It was agreed to accept the changes to the notes and the first new paragraph of 10.1.1, but the other changes were not agreed. Mannesmann Mobilfunk will draft a new CR [f87].

6.2 Synchronisation (25.402)

TSGR3#8(99)f46 ’25.402 Synchronisation in UTRAN, Stage 2 v.0.0.1’ was presented by Flavio Piolini (Italtel). There were no questions or comments, so the document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f47 ’Editor’s Proposal for 25.402 Synchronisation in UTRAN, Stage 2 v.0.0.1’ was presented by Flavio Piolini (Italtel). Ericsson commented that CCH was not an official abbreviation, and so we had agreed to use Common Transport Channel rather than CCH. 

The document was then reviewed by section:

7.1 Agreed

7.2 Agreed

7.3 it was discussed whether this was the same as frame synchronisation or not – it was agreed that Frame Sync in 25.401 needs to be updated to Transport Channel Synchronisation. Section was agreed.

7.4 Nokia feel that radio interface synchronisation determines the precise timing (e.g. chip offset) over and above the transport channel sync; therefore the TDD timeslot alignment should be in node synchronisation, not here. Italtel stated that this was aligned with a previous decision, and that inter-Node B sync was used to achieve frame sync. Nokia thought that transport channel and radio interface synchronisation were for UE-UTRAN sync. Italtel thought that Node synchronisation had nothing to do with synchronising the radio interface, while the TDD procedure did. Ericsson supported a Nokia proposal to move the first half of the TDD synchronisation paragraph from 7.4 to 9.1.2; the proposal was later withdrawn to allow progress. Section was agreed.

7.5 Agreed

7.6 Agreed

8 Motorola stated that the HFN definition made no sense. It was agreed that the CSN definition is removed as it is not used elsewhere. Also, the editor should remove all counter definitions for counters that are not used elsewhere in the document.
9.1.2.1 – BT pointed out that the last Node B in the daisy chain needs input and output reversing. Motorola asked when Figure 1 configuration could be used – and in particular the maximum separation (given the use of RS422). Italtel replied that we would set the requirements in the details of the synchronisation port specifications. It was clarified that the presence of the synchronisation ports is optional for Nodes B (even for TDD). Motorola asked whether TDD mandated having one or other synchronisation port – it was clarified that it did not, because isolated Nodes B would not require synchronisation. It was agreed to add to 9.1.2.1 that sync ports are optional.
9.1.2.2 Agreed

10 It was agreed to remove the note below figure 6.
10.1 Agreed

11.1 Agreed

11.2 Agreed

12.1.5 It was commented that “CN” should be “radio network” 

12 (intro) BT stated that they were confused by the figure. It was agreed to remove (depending on RRC states) from the text above the figure. 
The Editor was instructed to restructure the document so that there were no hanging paragraphs (e.g. there should be nothing between heading 7 and heading 7.1).

Italtel proposed that section 9 of 25.401 should list the same issues as those given in section 7 (to align the terminology), and a reference to 25.402 should be added. This was agreed, and Italtel will draft a CR, including these and the alignment of transport channel synchronisation terminology [f71].

6.3 IS-41 Network Issues

No contributions. However, it was agreed that the IS-41 networks have no impact on RAN3 specifications. This topic is therefore closed, and should be reported as such to TSG RAN.
6.4 Others

No contributions.

7 General Protocol Principles 

7.1 UP Compatibility & error handling

7.2 CP Compatibility & error handling

7.3 ASN.1 Usage

TSGR3#8(99)e01 ‘ASN.1 Requirements for NBAP, RNSAP and RANAP’ (Ericsson) was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). Nokia commented that the words “object extensions” could be mis-interpreted as the ellipsis notation, and would prefer the words “IOS notation”. This was agreed. Nortel Networks asked whether the available tools mostly used ASN.1 1994 or ASN.1 1997, and asked whether we needed the extended functionality provided by 1997. Nokia replied that this may be true now, but we could not be sure in the future. Nortel were concerned that TTCN will not be harmonised with 1997 until summer 2000. Ericsson indicated that if the meeting preferred to use 1994, they could agree to that. The Chairman asked whether there would be problems caused by upgrading at a later stage from 1994 to 1997 when there is a clear need. Nokia replied that this would need new decoders in all elements. Ericsson reminded the group that they had asked for 1997 to be taken as a working assumption pending confirmation from R2. Nokia suggested that we use 1997, but only using features that are included in 1994. It was asked whether it would be impossible for a 1994 compiler to compile our ASN.1, because of our use of class – Nokia confirmed that as the class concept is in 1994, compilation would be possible. Ericsson stated that they understood that the extensions in 1997 were very minor, and proposed taking 1994 as a working assumption. It was discussed that there would still be problems caused by TTCN, as version TTCN2++ required limitations on usage of 1994. It was agreed to use ASN.1 1994 as a working assumption. Contributions were invited concerning the update to ASN.1 1997. It was also agreed to send a LS to RAN2 asking for clarification on the restrictions placed on ASN.1 usage by TTCN (Göran Rune (Ericsson) agreed to draft it [g12]).
TSGR3#8(99)f05 ‘Principles of compatibility for RANAP’ (Siemens/Italtel) was presented by Alexander Vesely (Siemens). This was discussed together with the next contribution.

TSGR3#8(99)e25 ‘Compatibility information for RANAP IE and ERROR INDICATION message’ (NEC) was presented by Cheng Hock Ng (NEC). The parts related to ERROR INDICATION were neither presented nor discussed in detail, as they were related to discussions in the Iu SWG. However, Ericsson asked whether it was intended that the ERROR INDICATION message should be included in all protocols – it was stated that the general principle was that the same principles should be used for all protocols unless decided otherwise. It was clarified that the ERROR INDICATION message was normally used for Class 2 EPs, where there is no failure message. It had been agreed in Iu SWG that where there is a response message, it shall be used to indicate comprehension errors; where there is not, the ERROR INDICATION message must be used. Ericsson asked what happened when there was only a positive response message. It was suggested that in this case, the normal response could be used in the “ignore and notify” case, and the ERROR INDICATION could be used in the “reject” case. It was asked what should be done when a Class 2 EPs indicated “ignore and notify” – Ericsson suggested that this would be bad protocol design. Nokia stated that for each procedure it had to be defined what should happen in each comprehension required error case. It was agreed that in each specification, the behaviour for “ignore and notify” and “reject” cases must be specified.
Nokia noted that one difference between Siemens and Ericsson was whether the principle was applied to all IEs or only the new IEs; they felt that this raised the issue of how IEs can be converted from mandatory to optional in later releases. Ericsson stated that the benefit of applying it to all IEs was that it made it possible to remove IEs in later releases. Nokia stated that this would only be possible if the IEs were marked as optional in the ASN.1. Alcatel asked whether not having mandatory IEs marked comprehension required meant that all features of R99 had to be implemented. It was felt that this was not the case. Siemens felt that major revisions are not possible for our protocols, as when optional IEs are removed, this will change the coding on the line, and the decoder won’t work. Nokia felt that there could be advantages in marking mandatory IEs, as this would mean that they could be flagged as ignore in later implementations, although some companies believed that this could be achieved at the upper layers, and described in the functional description. Ericsson supported Siemens proposal. After further discussion, the Chairman proposed using comprehension required on all IEs (including R99 mandatory IEs). This was agreed, although it remains FFS whether this should apply to individual IEs or groups of IEs. It was then discussed whether comprehension required was required for the message type IE – it was seen that for some Class 2 messages, especially those sent to multiple Nodes B, this could be useful, as it would prevent multiple (and possibly irrelevant) error indications. It was agreed to use comprehension required on the message type.
E01 again – regarding non-standardised extensions – the Chairman asked who would distribute the global identifiers. Ericsson responded that these had already been distributed, as it is a standard mechanism. Siemens asked whether it is proposed to use integer id for standard extensions – Ericsson replied that they preferred the Siemens solution. Nokia asked about the criticality class – in Siemens it was included in the ASN.1, while in the Ericsson case, it was specified in the descriptive text, but different values were allowed in the ASN.1. It was agreed to use the proprietary extension mechanism in the Ericsson proposal, including both extensions to messages, and new messages. It was agreed to use the Siemens proposal for standardised message extensions. 

It was agreed not to use version numbering in the message coding of RANAP, RNSAP, NBAP.

For the ASN.1 frames, it was agreed to use F06 as a basis, with propietary extensions from Ericsson added.

TSGR3#8(99)f07 ‘Encoding of RANAP, RNSAP and NBAP messages’ (Siemens/Italtel) was presented by Friedrich Brezina (Siemens). BT asked about the extensibility of PER – it was responded by Siemens that this was more related to the notation. Vodafone objected to the use of PER, but did not have the relevant experts in the meeting to provide technical arguments to support this. However, they did state that they were unable to support PER. It was agreed to take a working assumption that we would use Octet Aligned PER for all three interfaces.

7.4 Others

TSGR3#8(99)f66 ‘Editor’s version of TR 25.921’ (RAN2 Ad Hoc) was presented by Göran Rune (Ericsson). The document was noted.
TSGR3#8(99)e08 ‘Principles for specification of NBAP/RNSAP/RANAP procedures’ (Ericsson) was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). It was agreed to discuss the example in the Iub/r SWG, with the general principles discussed here. Alcatel asked why it was proposed to describe the behaviour of one side of the interface. It was clarified that it was normal not to describe the behaviour of the transmitter. Lucent suggested that it would make more sense to describe the behaviour of the receiver, rather than always (e.g.) the Node B. Nokia agreed with this principle. Alcatel stated that the situation became more complex when we used 3-step procedures, in which case we should describe the behaviour of all receiving sides. Ericsson agreed that the behaviour of the receiving node should be specified, and suggested that the second bullet should be reworded accordingly. Alcatel proposed describing all actions within a procedure, but not the initial triggering. The Chairman asked about the case of RL Failure – in this case the types of failure that could trigger it should be described. It was agreed to describe actions related to an elementary procedure. 

It was agreed that the specification shall specify the behaviour and actions during execution of an EP but not the actions leading to the triggering of the EP.

Lucent commented, regarding the timers, that the implication of the final bullet was that we would have a lot of timers, as something is required whenever any timer expires. It was clarified that the only timers specified would be those which needed the handling to be included in the standard.

The general principles were agreed (with modification above). It was agreed that the procedures would be distributed to companies, who would send the results back to the editors, who will combine in three large editors’ proposals.

TSGR3#8(99)f57 ‘Considerations on Compatibility Principles’ was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia). Lucent stated that one reason for assuming comprehension required was to reduce the O&M overhead; they understood the proposal to mean that if comprehension is required we would be relying on a timer expiry, or an error indication. Also they felt that there were possibilities for learning what a particular node would understand. Nokia responded that there was little difference between the schemes from this perspective. Ericsson stated that the main differences were that with comprehension required, the transmitter steers the receiver, whereas in this proposal, we implicitly deduce what the receiver has understood from the responses. With Nokia the transmitter has control; if comprehension is required in one IE and the receiver did not support, it must reject the whole procedure. They felt that their approach required little more work than setting the comprehension required mechanism. Ericsson stated that comprehension required had been done in GSM for 10 years and was not very complex. They felt that it was much lighter than a scheme that relies on the transmitter to deduce what the receiver’s capability was. The Chairman noted that the RAN2 Ad Hoc were adopting comprehension required. Nokia stated that introduction of a new feature meant much more than being able to understand an IE, so we would need a mechanism to state that a feature was not implemented. Lucent clarified that you would still require some O&M to configure both ends of the interface. There was then a long debate on the intricacies of comprehension required mechanisms.

When asked if there were any objections to removing comprehension required mechanism, there were several objections. Nokia asked about the setting of the comprehension required indication, and whether it would be standardised or would be decided by the vendor and operator. Ericsson stated that we would need to specify it, and Nokia asked whether it was possible for an IE to change status in a later release. In the end, there was not an agreement to accept the Nokia proposal.

TSGR3#8(99)d77 ‘Tabular Format for Messages and Information Elements in RANAP’ (Ericsson) was presented by Alain Maupin (Ericsson). It was clarified that the same approach was proposed for all three application part protocols. Nokia stated that they felt it to be very good, and supported the concept. However, they stated that, as there was some information that was in addition to the ASN.1 and some that was overlapping, they felt that if there were inconsistencies between the tables and the ASN.1 that the ASN.1 should be binding. Ericsson feel that a decision should be taken at RAN plenary level as to which parts remain and which become normative – this can be done for all L3 signalling specifications, not just our ones. It was agreed to apply the proposed format to RANAP, RNSAP and NBAP.
8 Iu General Aspects (25.410)

Treated in Iu SWG.

9 Iu User Plane Protocol (25.415)

Treated in Iu SWG.

10 Iu Signalling (RANAP) (25.413)

10.1 Study Item Reporting

Treated in Iu SWG.

10.2 Actions

Treated in Iu SWG.

10.3 Procedure Specifications

Treated in Iu SWG.

10.4 Message Contents and Parameter Range

Treated in Iu SWG.

10.5 Review Specification

Treated in Iu SWG.

10.6 Other Issues

Treated in Iu SWG.

11 Iu Data Transport and Transport Network Control Plane

Treated in Iu SWG.

12 Iu Signalling Transport

Treated in Iu SWG.

13 Iu Related Features/Functions for RAN#7

Treated in Iu SWG.

14 Iur/b General Aspects

14.1 Iur General Aspects

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

14.2 Iub General Aspects

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

14.3 Review specifications

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

15 Iur Signalling (RNSAP) (25.423)

15.1 Study Item Reports

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

15.2 Contributions on general sections

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

15.3 RNSAP Procedures

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

15.4 General parameter proposals

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

15.5 Review specification

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

16 Iub Signalling (NBAP) (25.433)

16.1 Study Item Reports

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

16.2 Contributions on general sections

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

16.3 NBAP Procedures

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

16.4 General parameter proposals

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

16.5 Review specification

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

16.6 Other Issues

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

17 Iub/r User Plane Protocols

17.1 Iub/b DCH data streams (25.427)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

17.2 Iub CCH data streams (25.435)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

17.3 Iur CCH data streams (25.425)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

18 Iur Signalling transport (25.422)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

19 Iub Signalling transport (25.432)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

20 Iur/b Data Transport and Transport Network Control Plane

20.1 Iur/b DCH transport layer (25.426)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

20.2 Iub CCH transport layer (25.434)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

20.3 Iur CCH transport layer (25.424)

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

21 Implementation Specific O&M Transport

Treated in Iub/r SWG.

22 Delay budget

No contributions.

23 Node B O&M Functional Description (I3.05)

No contributions.

24 Iur/b Features for RAN#7

No contributions.

25 Layer 1 Specifications (25.4x1)

Treated in Iu SWG.

26 UTRAN Functions, Examples on Signalling Procedures (28.931)

No contributions.

27 Reporting From SWGs

27.1 Iu SWG

TSGR3#8(99)g10 ‘Summary of Iu SWG’ (Iu SWG Chairman) was presented by the Iu SWG Chairman, Atte Länsisalmi (Nokia). 

The decisions of the Iu SWG were approved.

27.2 Iub/r SWG

TSGR3#8(99)g09 ‘Summary of Iub/r SWG’ (Acting Iub/r SWG Chairman & R3 Secretary) was presented by the acting Chairman of the Iub/r SWG, Jean-Marie Calmel (Nortel Networks). It was clarified during the presentation that the outcome of document e04 was that 4 bit priority and a length based solution instead of a TFI-like solution was selected.

Ericsson clarified that under Other Business, the deadline for editor’s final compiled proposal was 30th November. It was agreed that this editor’s proposal need not show revision marks, to ease the burden on the editors.
Ericsson also stated that d91 (agenda item 15.2) had been agreed in principle, but it had been agreed to remove the exceptions from d91, not from the existing specification.

Nokia asked for clarification on the decision on document e04 (see above), and whether it was a working assumption, as some problems were foreseen with the approach. It was stated that no objections had been maintained in the SWG, and so it was an agreement (see also later discussions below).  

With these clarifications, The report was approved as an accurate record of the SWG.

Ericsson commented that while d88 had been agreed on the subject of handling of UL scrambling code, they had since reconsidered, and wished to withdraw the physical reconfiguration aspects of the proposal although they would like the cause value still to be adopted. This was agreed.
Nokia asked that the decision on E04 be changed to a working assumption – it was agreed that use of length vs TFI and the contents of mac-sdu being transparent in RACH/FACH FP would be a working assumption. If not challenged at the next meeting, it will be converted to a decision.

Service area identity definition had been postponed (from d71), but as Alcatel had withdrawn their objection the definition as proposed in d71 was agreed.

With these changes, the decisions of the Iub/r SWG were approved.
28 Study Item for future releases (25.831)

No contributions.

29 Summary of versions and CRs output from meeting

No contributions.

30 Summary of open study items

No contributions.

31 Outgoing LSs

TSGR3#8(99)g04 ‘Proposed Reply to LS on Security Algorithm Information in UE Capability’ was presented by Mick Wilson (Fujitsu). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f60 ‘Proposed answer on the LS on the removal of superframe concept in layer 1’ was presented by Fabio Longoni (Nokia). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f61 ‘Reply to “Liaison on LCS to WG3”’ was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). Motorola disagreed that this was a fair reflection of the work status in this group as we had not studied the methods, and their impact on Iub/r. Ericsson felt that that the time aligned method will always involve additional complexity. Motorola were not sure that we had agreed that inter-Node B synchronisation was required for TA-IPDL. It was commented that the incoming LS had stated that the synchronisation was required. Motorola replied that it could be achieved in other ways, and that plain IPDL also requires signalling.

Italtel commented that TDD would support this synchronisation, but when Nokia asked whether TDD does IPDL, Italtel did not know.

The following changes were agreed for the LS:

The third paragraph was reworded to state: For FDD no inter node synchronisation mechanisms are currently needed for correct functioning of the UTRAN.
The second sentence of the fourth paragraph was deleted.

A fifth paragraph was added stating: R3 has not studied the full Iur/Iub impacts of either time aligned, or non-time aligned IPDL and therefore cannot state which ( if any ) of the two methods is more complex in this respect.  R3 prefers that the solution that requires the least complexity on the Iur/Iub should be selected.
With these changes, the document was approved [g13].
TSGR3#8(99)f62 ‘Proposed Answer to the Liaison Statement on Changed Meaning of C-RNTI’ was presented by Göran Rune (Ericsson). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f64 ‘LS on RNTI value ranges’ was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f65 ‘Liaison statement on Common Communication Mechanism to be used by the Cell Broadcast Service’ was presented by Björn Ehrstedt (Ericsson). It was agreed to add that it is for the Release ’99 specifications. The document was approved [g14].
TSGR3#8(99)f73 ‘Proposed LS to WG2 : "Response to LS on support of compressed mode signalling on Iur/Iub"’ was presented by Natalie Ting (Nortel Networks). It was commented in the presentation that the proposal in e26 could also perform admission control. Ericsson commented that in bullet 2, “minimal” should be removed. Nokia objected to the last sentence in bullet 2, as it had not been fully discussed – it was removed. With these changes, the document was approved [g15].
TSGR3#8(99)F75 ‘Eb/N0 range (DRAFT)’ was presented by Gert-Jan van Lieshout (Ericsson). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)F85 ‘Proposed Liaison statement on DPC Mode Support for Release '99’ was presented by Beena Connors (Motorola). Nokia asked whether we should state that this new feature is not supported this year – it was agreed to add the sentence DL Power Control Load reduction is being considered for RAN#7 in RAN3. With this change, the document was approved [g16].
TSGR3#8(99)F94 ‘Liaison statement on FACH and RACH data streams across Iur’ was presented by Björn Ehrstedt (Ericsson). It was agreed to add a note to the figure to reflect the change in number of priority bits to 4. With this change, the document was approved [g17].
TSGR3#8(99)g12 ‘Proposed Liaison Statement on the Relation between ASN.1 Version and the Usage of TTCN’ was presented by Göran Rune (Ericsson). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)g07 ‘Liaison statement on Radio Access Bearer attributes’ was presented by Björn Ehrstedt (Ericsson). Alcatel asked why we referred to version 2.0.0, when there is a version 3.0.0 available. Nokia replied that it was version 2.0.0 that had been studied. Alcatel suggested that the LS should refer directly to IP DIFFSERV in the section on delay. Ericsson stated that it was intended to show that we did not currently have a means to vary transport delay per connection at the SDU level. Bracket replaced by (at least as long as there is no support for differentiated QoS at SDU level in the UTRAN. With this change, the document was approved [g18]. 

TSGR3#8(99)f88 ‘LS on Partial Relocation’ was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia). It was clarified during the presentation that the recipients were asked to study this subject (missing word). Telecom Modus asked whether the contacting of the UE through an RRC message had been included in the working assumption, as they think that it may need to be through a CC message. BT indicated that if we could not decide whether it should be an R2 or N1 problem, then someone else would need to be involved to make that decision. It was confirmed that it had been taken as a working assumption. There were no objections to approving the LS. It was finally proposed to make a couple of editorial corrections to the specification. With these changes, the document was approved [g19].
TSGR3#8(99)f89 ‘Proposed LS to S1, S2, N1 on RAB linking’ was presented by Pierre Lescuyer (Nortel Networks). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f80 ‘LS on Initial UE Message’ was not yet available. It will be approved by email; if available, it will be distributed on Monday, and comments should be made before Friday 5th November.

TSGR3#8(99)g03 ‘Draft RAB pre-emption’ was presented by Josep Casals (Telecom Modus). The document was approved.
TSGR3#8(99)f90 ‘Draft LS to R2 on Usage of Uu interface Sequence Numbers in Relocation of SRNS’ was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara (Nokia). Ericsson pointed out an editorial error that needed correction. Alcatel asked whether we should make it clear that these are L2 sequence numbers – Nokia replied that it was not necessarily true, and so the existing approach was better. With the correction of the typo, the document was approved [g20].
TSGR3#8(99)f93 ‘Liaison statement on RANAP modifications related to handover between UMTS and GPRS and within UMTS via CN’ was presented by Björn Ehrstedt (Ericsson). The document was approved. Later Alcatel commented that they had a contribution which conflicted with the sequence chart for UMTS to GPRS handover, and were not sure that the exchange of sequence numbers would work as described. Alcatel felt that the place of the RAB assignment request would need confirmation. Nokia stated that this uncertainty was the reason for sending the LS to SA2 for comment. 

TSGR3#8(99)f53 ‘Draft answer to LS from RAN1 on Power Control – TDD aspects’ was presented by Massimo Dell’Acqua (Italtel). Nokia asked regarding the last sentence in 2.8, what the UL SIR target was doing in the UE – they proposed removing the last sentence. With this change, the document was approved [g21]. 

32 Next Meeting (agenda etc)

Arrangements proposed for the ASN.1 ad hoc were discussed. Nokia plan to provide the ASN.1 coding for RANAP as a contribution to the ad hoc. Monday 22nd will be for discussing RANAP, Tuesday 23rd for RNSAP leaving Wednesday 24th for NBAP. 

Nokia asked how the ranges for the information elements will be defined. Companies doing RNSAP and NBAP procedures are also asked to suggest IE definitions, ranges and types, as part of the email re-drafting.

BT urged companies participating in the ad hoc to distribute the output at the earliest possible opportunity. Nokia supported this view. 

It was agreed to set-up an additional ad hoc (Monday 22nd in Helsinki, in parallel with the RANAP ASN.1) to allow completion of the NBAP and RNSAP tabular format. BT expressed a strong view that as much as possible should be done by the email discussion to allow as many companies as possible to participate.

The deadline for submission of editor’s proposal to next meeting is set to November 30th to allow 3 working days to review the document. This means that comments on the Iu procedures are required by 23rd November. This is a modification to what was agreed in the Iu SWG report.

TSGR3#8(99)g11 ‘Draft Agenda for RAN3#9’ (Vice-Chairman) was presented by the Chairman. It was indicated that this was a first draft to agree the basic structure. The Iu SWG Chairman asked whether the study item on Partial Relocation could be considered as closed. It was proposed that a sub-item of 13 should be included for the study item report for Iu time alignment . The editor of the workplan asked the SWG chairman to inform him of the SWG study items. 

Telecom Modus asked that SSDT be removed from the RAN#7 agenda item.

33 Closing

The Chairman informed the meeting that Golden Bridge Technologies had submitted two contributions introducing CPCH [f91 and f92], and they felt that these may be of interest to delegates prior to the discussions on CPCH. 

Closing the meeting, the Chairman thanked NEC for the excellent facilities.

Annex A - Summary of CRs (discussed during this meeting)

Tdoc
CR to
Approved
Modified in (*)

E78
25.401
No
F67

E83
25.401 
No
F68

F34
25.401
 No
F69

F48
25.401
 No
f87

E34
25.410
 No
F72

F51
25.410
 No
-

D73
25.415
 No
F78

D76
25.415
 No
F79

F41
25.415
 No
G01

F39
25.415
 No
-

F40
25.415
SWG only


D83
25.412
SWG only


D80
25.411
SWG only


F86
25.410
SWG only


G01
25.415
SWG only


F77
25.415
No
G06

F78
25.415
SWG only


F79
25.415
SWG only


E07
25.427
No
F99

E09
25.427
SWG only


E10
25.427
No
F95

E27
25.435
SWG only


E93
25.435
No
F96

E05
25.435
No
F98

E06
25.435
No
-

F49
25.442
No
-






(*) This column is of little relevance, as all modified CRs were carried over to the next meeting, and companies are responsible for obtaining a new number.
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Introduction

This document presents the report from Iu SWG meeting held on October 26-28 1999 during TSG RAN WG3 meeting #8 in Abiko, Japan. The meeting was hosted by NEC in Abiko club. The meeting was chaired and the report prepared by the Iu SWG chairman Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. The report is organised according to the agenda that was agreed in the opening plenary. The order does not correspond necessarily to the order the items were handled. The unnumbered agenda items (e.g. LS handling) that were added during the meeting are reported at the end of this report.

8
Iu General Aspects (25.410)

Change Requests: - E34, - F51

Tdoc E34 "Q.2630.1 set-up and release on the Iu interface" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. The document proposes additions to clarify the usage of AAL2 connections.

It was clarified that section 5.5.3 already describes the handling of AAL2 connections. It aims to state that the UTRAN has the ownership of the AAL2 connection and should send both AAL2 setup and AAL2 release requests, but it does not say it very clearly whether the CN requests only the RANAP RAB Assignment (clear) or AAL2 release. It was added that section 5.5.3 should be clarified. Nortel agreed to draft the CR (to be provided during this meeting) against this section stating more clearly that CN sends RANAP RAB Assignment (clear) and RNC sends AAL2 release.

The placement of AAL setup before or after the RAB Assignment response was discussed. It was clarified that the RAB assignment procedure already states that the RNC must setup the AAL2 connection and radio bearer before sending the RAB Assignment response.

The situation for the Iu release case is different. It was clarified that the synchronisation for Iu release and AAL2 release is not required, because the RNC has the ownership of AAL2 connections and it can answer the Iu release immediately and co-ordinate the AAL2 connection release afterwards.

Tdoc F51 "Change Request on TS25.410 UTRAN Iu Interface, General Aspects and Principles" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. It proposes to add the possibility to have two logical RNCs in one physical RNC and consequently connection from one physical RNC to two CN entities of the same type.

It was clarified that it has been agreed to specify only the logical network elements and their connections, and not physical ones to avoid the specification of numerous combinations of different physical implementation options. Therefore the specifications do not refer to physical implementations at all.

It was also clarified that the current definition does not restrict such implementation that is proposed to in this contribution by any means. Therefore the proposed change was not agreed.

In addition to the proposal, the second bullet point in section 6.1.2.4.1.2 was discussed. It was understood that the words "may be connected" should be "shall be connected". Richard will include this in a CR that he will provide to the next meeting with some other proposed editorial modifications.

9
Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)

Change Requests: - D73, - D76, ---F39, ---F40,-- F41

Tdoc D73 "CR Iu UP Editorial Clarifications and Corrections" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. The proposed changes were agreed with the following modification:

· Section 6.5.2.1: The second proposed new paragraph: The beginning is changed from: "If chain indication is used, ...." to "If several initialisation frames are used for initialisation procedure, ...."

Tdoc D76 "CR Iu UP Coding Clean Up" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. The proposed changes were approved with the following modifications:

· Section 6.6.1: the occurrences of "byte" are changed to "octet", and the following statement added: "The header part of the frame is always octet rounded". Also a payload field box is added to the bottom of the figure with Field 6 consuming only part of the octet starting from left to indicate that the payload does not need to be octet aligned.
· Section 6.6.3.6: phrase "structure of the payload" is used instead of "content of the payload".
· Sections 6.6.2.3.4.1 and 6.6.2.3.4.2: The phrase "procedure is coded" is changed to "procedure frame is coded".
Tdoc F41 "Initialization Procedure" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of DoCoMo.

The principle was agreed with the clarification that in the case the RNC receives initialisation in the U-Plane, it should apply the received RFCIs to the data it sends to the far end.

The attached CR was reviewed. It contains two proposals:

1.
Principle for which RFCIs to use in UL and DL. The proposed text was modified to read:

1. When sending frames over Iu UP, i.e. UL direction, RNC uses the RAB subflows Combination set indicated in Initialisation phase of the peer TFO or TrFO partner.

2. When receiving frames over Iu UP, i.e. DL direction, RNC use RAB subflows combination set sent in its intialisation frame.

2.
Need to indicate that there is initialisation going on. It was discussed that GSM transcoder frames have this information. The indication could be used just for knowing that the initialisation is going to take place, and it hadn't been proposed e.g. for suspending the user data until the initialisation. The application for it was still unclear, and it was agreed not to have this indication.

DoCoMo will provide a CR updated according to these decisions.

Tdoc F39 "Internal CRC" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of DoCoMo. This contribution proposes to leave the FQC out in favour of an "internal CRC".

Alain Maupin of Ericsson clarified according to Ericsson S4 experts it has not been agreed in S4 that an "internal CRC" will always be included. The CRC that they refer to could as well indicate the CRC in the Iu U-Plane be protocol. It was further clarified by Alain that the FQC will be set based on the meaningful class A bits CRC in the case of AMR call. It does not make sense to set CRC checking for other parts. If CRC check is applied for other class bits as well, then the setting of the FQC needs to specified.

With this explanation it was agreed that the FQC field is not removed (i.e. proposal no accepted).

Tdoc F40 "Header CRC check for support mode" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of DoCoMo. The proposed CR was agreed as proposed.
- error handling,

No contributions.

- time alignment:: ----F42

Tdoc F42 "Proposed Time Alignment Procedure" was presented by Junichirou Hagiwara of DoCoMo. Alain Maupin of Ericsson asked that it seems that segmentation is assumed to be according to the interleaving length, but what if this is not the case, i.e. what if many PDUs are included to one interleaving length? It was understood that the interleaving length is the same as TTI (Transmit Time Interval).

It was proposed by Ericsson that instead of agreeing the details now, it would be better to first analyse what kind of services need and benefit from time alignment and what is the complexity implied with it. It was commented by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia that the 20ms speech frame size is also quite long, and time alignment would benefit speech quality. Ericsson agreed that it benefits the speech quality, but commented that it is not essential.

It was understood that according to the proposal, in TrFO there is need for the DHO to buffer the outgoing data if there is a request to delay. It was not clear whether the DHO should do the advancing in the case a request to advance is received, or if this should somehow be communicated to the UE. Ericsson further commented that due to this and other inconsistencies the proposed mechanism does not work. DoCoMo commented that the mechanism that they propose should be the same as in GSM.

With open questions remaining and the fact that the schedule for Time Alignment was moved to RAN#7, the proposal was not agreed at this time. It was agreed to open a study item for time alignment in the e-mail reflector. DoCoMo will act as the rapporteur for this item.
10
Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413): D54, F17

Tdoc D54 "UMTS 25.413 UTRAN Iu Interface RANAP Signalling v 1.3.1" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. The document contains the modifications agreed in the previous meeting. This version has also been presented in TSG RAN #5. The document was approved as proposed.

Tdoc F17 "Editor's Proposal for 25.413" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. The document contains a number of modifications, most of them editorial, but some also technical, clearing items that have been left in the text by mistake. One major modification is the common structure for all EPs. This is done in attempt to convert the current description into specification text, where the procedure handling is specified consistently throughout the document.

The proposed changes were agreed with the following modifications:

· In section 8.5.2 the last two paragraphs and the editors note should be removed.
· The editors note under figure 8 should be removed.
· Section 8.7.4: bullet item 2: the words "and towards the source RNC" are removed, and it was agreed to move the new text to the previous section for unsuccessful operation.
· The starting of the timer TRELOCalloc should be defined in section 8.7.2. The editor was mandated to add this.

· A general comment was made that the abnormal conditions sections throughout the document need to be reviewed in the light of the procedure description guidelines agreed in the opening plenary. This could be done as part of the editors proposal for the next meeting.

Tdoc D78 "Comments to RANAP V1.3.1" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The presentation was restricted to comments relating to sections 1-7 of RANAP (see agenda items 10.3 and 10.4 for the remaining parts). The proposals were agreed as proposed.
10.1 Study Items report and decision

– Bearer renegotiation and partial relocation for UMTS/GSM handover (Richard)

No discussion.

– SRNS relocation transparent field (Jörgen)

This study item was closed due to recent progress in this area (R2 covering the issue).

– Interaction between RANAP and RNSAP for SRNS Relocation (Kalle)

Also this study item was closed due to recent progress in this area.

10.2 Actions

– RANAP Error handling (Lucent):

No discussion in this agenda item. See agenda item 10.3.

– RAB Attributes/definitions (Ericsson (S2 QoS AdHoc?)): --* D74

Tdoc D74 "Radio Access Bearer Attributes" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. The numbered proposals in section 3 were discussed and the following was decided:

1. Agreed as proposed, so the numbered proposals 1-18 in section 2 were endorsed as proposed;

2. Agreed with the addition that the RAB attributes presented in section 2.4 need to be added into every message where RAB attributes are used;

3. Agreed as proposed. The editor will write the required informative descriptions;

4. Agreed with following modifications: In section 2.5 the maximum SDU size range upper limit is changed to 32768 (was 4096) and the unit changed to bits (was bytes), but the range is stated to be FFS. The text in IE type column is removed from items stated to be FFS (Header Compression and Time Alignment);

5. Agreed with the modification that the new name is "Sub-flow SDU size" instead of just "SDU size";

6. Agree as proposed;

7. Agreed LS to S2 and R2 with addition that N1 should be included in the receiver list. Alain will draft this.

– RANAP services: F18

Tdoc F18 "RANAP Services" was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia. The proposed text was agreed with the following modifications:

· Since the SAPs are only visible in CN side, it should be said that the services are accessed in CN through the SAP in question (the words "in CN" are added) instead of just referring to the SAP.

· Since the reference to SCCP layer does not need to be stated in RANAP specification, the words "SCCP layer" should be replaced with "signalling bearer"

– SCCP services: (- D81), F19

Tdoc F19 "Services Expected from RANAP Signalling Transport" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. It was agreed to present document Tdoc D81 (from agenda Item 12) at this time, before starting the discussion.
Tdoc D81 "SCCP services" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson.

Discussion and Decisions on Tdocs F19 and D81:

It was agreed that the connectionless transport with in sequence delivery (SCCP class 1) is not needed for RANAP.

It was agreed not to mention SCCP in the RANAP, but to refer only to Iu Signalling Connection.

Text for RANAP section 5 was agreed based on Tdoc F19 as follows:

· Item 1: Add the words "between RNC and CN domain" at the end of second sentence.

· Item 2: Agreed with the two last sentences removed.

Iu SWG also discussed the updating of 25.412 at this time. See discussion for Tdoc D83 in agenda item 12.

– Compatibility Handling: F05

It was realised that there are some related contributions allocated for agenda item 7 (e.g. E01), which are to be handled at plenary level. It was agreed to handle the remaining compatibility related items in the closing plenary, as requested by the R3 vice chairman Jean-Marie Calmel.
– Timers: F12

Tdoc F12 "Timers" was presented by Josep Casals of Telecom Modus. The timer definitions and the proposed procedure definition modifications were discussed separately:

· General timer definition: It was not agreed to include the proposed text. It was agreed that the timer description should have a functional description of the timer, like what it is guarding and what function it is running for, and it should define where it is running. An editorial task force headed by Josep was formed to modify text from F12 according to the agreed principles (See outcome in Tdoc F82 and report for that below)

· Proposed modification on description of overload philosophy (section 8.18.2): It was agreed that the requirement to reduce and increase traffic load in relation of overload messages or timer expiry should be specified with the word "should" and not "shall" or any other verb. Also for the resuming back to the level where traffic is not limited, the words "full load" should be replaced by "normal load".

Tdoc F82 "Timers Revision" was presented by Josep Casals of Telecom Modus. This is the outcome of the editorial task force headed by Josep. It was agreed without modification.

10.3 Procedure specifications: - D78, --* D79, - E13, - E23, - E25, - E31, - E33, -- F00, -- F01, -- F02, F15, F16, - F38

Tdoc F15 "Initial UE Message Procedure" was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia. It was noted that the spelling "DN domain" should be "CN domain". It was clarified that the procedure is not to be used as an error recovery for the Iu signalling connection. The following was agreed:

· Section 2.1.1: The text for the General section was modified to read:

"Initial UE message procedure is used by UTRAN to establish Iu signalling connection to CN domain for which the RNC does not yet have an Iu signalling connection. The procedure is connection oriented.

Note: This procedure is not used for re-establishing the Iu signalling connection.

Note: It needs to be clarified with R2 if the UTRAN is able to know that the UE is trying to re-establish the NAS signalling connection."

· It was also agreed that a LS to R2 is drafted to ask if there is going to be some means for the UTRAN to know whether the UE is trying to re-establish the NAS signalling connection, or whether the NAS signalling message is for other purpose.

· Section 2.1.2: The proposed changes to the first paragraph were not agreed, but remaining changes were agreed.

Tdoc F16 "Partial Relocation and Handling of RABs in Relocation" was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia. The item was discussed from many different view points.

In the discussion, among other things, it was clarified that the source decides whether the UE is involved in the relocation or not, and this is indicated with the Relocation Type. Consequently the previously defined cause value for this purpose is not needed. The source knows the situation, e.g. the radio conditions, and can therefore determine whether the UE should be involved or not. Based on the Relocation Type, the Target RNC knows whether the HO Command should be sent. In the case the UE is involved, the HO command is sent by the target, and the source shall forward it to the UE.

It was also clarified that the RAB parameters will include enough information that the Target knows where and how to apply partial relocation and where not. How the information is set based on the CC level attributes is another question. However, this functionality is exactly the same as for the normal RAB Assignment case where partial allocation is already allowed.

It was also clarified that the release of a RAB due to relocation uses the same mechanism as abnormal release of a call/connection due to any other radio/UTRAN reasons. The AS level must first do the release and the CC/SM level must get the information from the fact that the RAB has disappeared. This situation has to be coped for in any case, and nothing new needs to be specified for partial relocation from this aspect. As a consequence of the AS release, CC/SM level messages have to be exchanged to indicate this abnormal release and update the CC/SM level processes accordingly.

There weren't any open questions left open, but NEC/Telecom Modus had the opinion that the procedure might not be as simple as proposed. In particular the relation of this with the RAB linking was raised. It was understood that the partial relocation is needed in other cases as well.

Agreements:

· The proposed text from F16 was agreed to be inserted to RANAP specification as a working assumption. Notes will be added to appropriate places to clearly indicate that this is only a working assumption (due to NEC/Telecom Modus concern).

· LS to N1 and R2 is drafted by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia. The main concepts of our working assumption will be presented and N1 and R2 view will be requested in the LS.

It was also understood by the group that according to the current understanding the partial relocation is applicable for both inter-system (UTRAN -> GSM/GPRS) and intra-system (UTRAN - UTRAN) relocation.

Tdoc E13 "Untreated failures during SRNC Relocation/handover" was presented by Nicolas Drevon of Alcatel. It was agreed that the newest version of RANAP already addresses these issues, and no modification to the document based on the currently proposed text is needed.

However, it was pointed out by Alain Maupin of Ericsson that the relationship between partial relocation and relocation co-ordination needs to be further checked. Especially it needs to be checked if the currently defined timers are enough. Nokia commented that F16 (on partial relocation) aimed to address also the relation relocation co-ordination. Brendan commented that F52 proposes a new guard timer for waiting the relocation messages from the second CN domain.

Tdoc E23 "Cause in RANAP" was partially presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. The principle of cause values usage was discussed and clarified. The following principle was agreed:

The cause values can be categorised into three classes:

1. Specific cause values, for which the trigger to use, and the required action at the receiving entity is specified (in the standard)

2. a non exclusive list of other possible cause values, including no cause value (in the standard).

3. any other cause values outside the previous two classes (not in the standard, but may include standard cause values).

Also a default action for the case when the cause value is missing needs to be specified.

For the procedure description this means that for class 2 the text is written like: "The appropriate cause value should be used e.g. <place here the class 2 cause values>."
The group reviewed the proposed cases as follows:

· RABs to be released: Agreed that cause values should be specified for each RAB and not the whole list. Agreed example values (class 2) are: Normal Release and O&M Intervention
· RAB Assignment response: Agreed example values (class 2) are: No resource available, O&M Intervention, Normal Release, Tqueuing Expiry.
It was proposed by the contributor not to proceed further and that they propose to write another contribution on the subject according to the agreed principle. This was agreed and the remaining parts of the contribution were not discussed.

Tdoc E25 "Compatibility information for RANAP IE and ERROR INDICATION message" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. It comprises of two parts, proposal to include the comprehension required principle in the RANAP document, and proposal to enhance the error indication procedure.

· For the comprehension required principle proposal it was decided to wait for the decision in the closing plenary to see if the principle needs modification based on the decision on how to apply it in ASN.1. That was decided because Siemens noted that they propose comprehension required only for new IEs, whereas the principle states all IEs.

· For the Error indication part it was agreed to first present also Tdoc F13 that is on the same subject.

Tdoc F13 "RANAP Error handling" was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia. Kalle clarified that currently the proposal does not include the explicit comprehension required mechanism, but there are a lot of other clarifying modifications.

Agreements on Tdocs E25 (error indication part) and F13:

The contributing companies had a short offline meeting, and the outcome is reported in Tdoc F84.

Tdoc F84 "RANAP Error handling" was presented by Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia. The document was reviewed with the overhead projector. It was decided to return to it when it has been distributed on floppy disc and everyone has had the change to read it carefully. It was later approved to include the proposed changes to RANAP without modification.

Tdoc E31 "RAB Linking usage on RANAP" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. It was questioned whether there is a service that would utilise the linking. Multimedial and multicall were discussed. It was realised that currently there is no possibility to do the linking at CC or SM level, and it is not possible to address several calls/connections with one CC/SM transaction. It was commented that there is no stage 1 requirement for the linking, so there should not be stage 3 for this either.

The proposal was not accepted at this time, and RANAP document was not modified (i.e. the previously accepted linking IE still stays).

It was agreed to send a LS to S1 and N1 (CC S2) to inform them about our discussion on RAB linking, and to ask if they see application for it.

Tdoc E33 "RAB pre-emption" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. Pierre reported that this is partially related to the RAB linking, so those parts were not considered. The remaining parts that relate to pre-emption only were agreed with the following modifications:

· General note: It was understood that the relocation should have a similar mechanism, but it needs further study and no text is agreed for the relocation procedure at this time.

· First proposed paragraph, last sentence: "connection" changed to "RAB"

· The text in the first bullet list should be modified to be less coding dependent.

· Second bullet list, only remaining bullet: "ongoing calls" is replaced with "RABs"

· A note is added indicating that the priority and pre-emption for RABs belonging to a single UE is FFS.

Also a LS to N1 and S1 will be drafted by Telecom Modus to ask how priority and pre-emption for RABs belonging to a single UE should be applied.

Tdoc F38 "The stage 3 description for volume data report" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of DoCoMo. The consequences of the proposal were discussed at length. For example, it was pointed out that the RNC would need to know some charging related information to be able to split the charging report into meaningful pieces. This is against the S2 decision that charging is CN function, and RNC only assists to correct the report.

It was agreed to not modify the documents based on this contribution until the S2 understanding on this area is fully clear. It was noted that some news from concurrent S2 (see also Tdoc F97) indicate that only the unsuccessful data should be reported and not the full amount of successful data.

Tdoc D78 "Comments to RANAP V1.3.1" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The presentation was restricted to comments relating to section 8 of RANAP (see agenda items 10 (main heading) and 10.4 for the remaining parts). The proposals were agreed as proposed with the following exceptions:

· Comment on section 8 was not agreed.

· Comment on section 8.1: It was agreed to remove timers also from class 1 table too.

· Comment on Section 8.6.1: "cause" changed to "type"

· Comments on 8.6.3.1 were not agreed.

· Comments on 8.6.4: first one not agreed, and second one agreed.

· Comments on 8.6.5.1: the first comment, the text agreed should read "relocation complete procedure", and the second comment not agreed.

· Comments on 8.15: the first one is not applicable any longer, and for the second one we need to wait information from R2 before knowing what to do.

· Comment 8.19.1: After discussing this comment it was agreed to remove the second paragraph of this section.

Tdoc D79 "General Cleanup of RANAP procedures" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. It was understood that the editor has already done some modifications to this direction, but many changes are still to take place. The principle for doing the modifications was agreed, and also companies were willing to take procedures for their responsibility. It was agreed that the work should be done in the e-mail reflector to minimise the discussion in the next meeting. The responsibility was divided as follows:

Section
Responsible company

8.2 Radio Access Bearer Assignment
Ericsson

8.3 RAB Release Request
Ericsson

8.4 Iu Release Request
Ericsson

8.5 Iu Release
Vodafone

8.6 Relocation
Nokia

8.7 SRNS Context Transfer
Alcatel

8.8 Paging
Ericsson

8.9 Common Id
Alcatel

8.10 CN Invoke Trace
Vodafone

8.11 Security Mode Control
Ericsson

8.12 Location Reporting Control
Alcatel

8.13 Location Report
Alcatel

8.14 Data Volume Report
Nokia

8.15 Initial UE Message
Siemens

8.16 Direct Transfer
Siemens

8.17 CN Information Broadcast
Nortel (TO BE CONFIRMED)

8.18 Overload Control
Telecom Modus

8.19 Reset
Ericsson

8.20 Error Indication
Nokia

The schedule for the e-mail discussion was agreed as follows:

· November 5: RANAP 25.413 modified according to decisions from this meeting available from the editor;

· November 12: The proposals for the specification text from the responsible companies sent to e-mail reflector (except from Vodafone, one week more time allowed for Vodafone due to travel);

· November 26: Deadline for sending comments on the proposals to the reflector. Comments should be sent ASAP to allow time for discussion;

· December 3: RANAP editor to send the RANAP document for the next meeting. RANAP is modified according to the agreed changes (some commented parts may need re-discussion);

Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia was tasked to propose guidelines on practices, like how the e-mails should be titled, and how changes are presented, how difficult points are identified etc.

It was also agreed to defer the discussion on example RANAP procedure specifications (section 3 of Tdoc D79B) to the e-mail discussion.

Tdoc F00 "RANAP Modifications for GPRS to UMTS Handover" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. It proposes to add PDU numbers to RAB Assignment request message to be used for inter-system HO, and proposes definitions for some of them. The details of the concept were clarified during the discussion. The proposals in section 3 were handled as follows:

· Proposals 1-2: It was agreed to place the proposed text to RANAP with the following changes: In both sections 9.2.1.x the following changes need to be made: "GPRS -> UMTS" replaced by "Inter-system", the word "GPRS" Removed from the end of the first sentence, and the second sentence is removed as a whole.

· Proposal 3: Not applicable because SNDCP was removed from the text.

· Proposal 4: It was agreed that Alain will draft the proposed LS to R2 to ask them to include the N-PDU sequence numbers to RRC protocol.

· Proposal 5: It was agreed that Alain will also draft the proposed LS to S2 to inform them about the decisions so that they can update 23.060 accordingly if needed.

Tdoc F01 "RANAP modifications for N-PDU retransmission and duplication avoidance during handover via CN" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. The reason for cause value in the proposed message could not be justified, so it was agreed not to include it. It was also clarified that the message is optional. It was understood that with the current definition there is a race condition between this message and access from the mobile, and this is valid for the already approved case when the information is sent in the relocation commit message over the Iur. It was clarified that the arrival of this message is required to avoid loss and duplication but the forwarding can work without it as well.

It was agreed that this area needs further study, but RANAP can be modified to have a starting point. It was clarified that if this new message (or the Iur message) arrives after the HO complete has been sent, the target just has to ignore it. It was agreed that whether the indication of this message (or Iur relocation commit message) taking place needs to be put to relocation required and relocation request messages is studied for the next meeting. It was agreed that the RNSAP relocation commit message needs to be aligned to include this information (if not already so).

The proposals in section 3 were handled as follows:

· Proposal 1-2: It was agreed to place the proposed text to RANAP with the following changes: the cause value is not included in the new message and in both sections 8.x the word "backwards" is removed from the first sentence.

· Proposal 3: It was agreed that Kalle Ahmavaara of Nokia will draft a LS to R2 to ask them to include the RLC sequence numbers into the communication with the UE where appropriate. This LS will also cover the UTRAN to UTRAN case.

· Proposal 4: It was agreed that Alain include in LS to S2 also the information about this decision so that they can update 23.060 accordingly if needed.

Tdoc F02 "Updates to Handover from UMTS to GPRS procedure" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. 

The proposals in section 3 were handled as follows:

· Proposal 1-3: It was agreed to place the proposed text to RANAP with the following changes: It was agreed to delete the paragraph referring the other EP (was IU RELEASE COMMAND and proposed to be changed to SRNS DATA TRANSFER COMMAND).

· Proposal 4: It was agreed that Alain include in LS to S2 also the information about this decision so that they can update 23.060 accordingly if needed.

It was also agreed to remove related text from the current RANAP document (F17), that is section 8.5.2, fourth paragraph needs to be removed.

10.4 Message contents and parameter range: -- D71, --* D75, -- D77, (- D78), , - E24, - E32, F09, F14, 

It was agreed to start the discussion in this agenda item from those contributions that propose changes generally throughout the RANAP IE section. Tdocs D77, E24 and F14 were identified to be such. Since Tdoc D77 is already in the newly agreed tabular format, it was agreed to use that as the basis of discussion, and the contributors of Tdocs E24 and F14 agreed to just present verbal comments during discussion for that.

It was also agreed to group contributions related to the area concept. They are Tdocs D71, E32 and F09, and they will be handled together. It was also agreed to prioritise the purely editorial comments less (remaining part of Tdoc D78).

Contributions on IE definitions in general D77, E24 and F14:

Tdoc E24 "Parameter range for RANAP" from NEC was not presented and comments from it were taken verbally during presentation of Tdoc D77.

Tdoc F14 "RANAP Information Element Definitions" from Nokia was not presented and comments from it were taken verbally during presentation of Tdoc D77.

Tdoc D77 "RANAP Tabular Format: messages and information elements" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The presentation was restricted to new things only. It was clarified that the document obviously does not take in to account the changes agreed in this meeting, and it was agreed that the editor needs to change them into this format. It was also clarified that the presence for groups is not required, and the range for the groups indicate whether it can be 0 (optional) or if it has to be at least 1 (mandatory). The proposals were agreed with the following changes:

· Outside the proposals it was agreed to add a note in section 9 stating that the messages have been defined in accordance to the guidelines specified in UMTS 25.921.

· 9.1.2: "RAB ID" and "cause" in the bottom should be in normal font, and Transmitted DL data Volume should be C - ifReqPS (if Data volume reporting for PS domain required).

· 9.1.5: The RABS Subject to Data forwarding items are removed due to earlier decision.

· 9.1.6: "ifPS" changed to "ifReqPS"

· 9.1.7: The words "shall be" changed to "is to be" in the first line "usage and" removed from the semantics column.

· 9.1.9 :"ifModorPS" changed to "ifPS", and it was pointed out that according to a previous agreement RABs failed to establish group (same as RAB Response) needs to be added.

· 9.1.9 and 9.1.10: The condition for the transparent container needs to be changed to ifapplNotOtherCN (if applicable and if not available via other CN).

· 9.1.17, 9.1.18, 9.1.27 and 9.1.28: "MaxnoofPSRABs" changed to "MaxnoofRABs", with the understanding that the maximum number RABs is not restricted separately for each domain.

· 9.1.36: CN Domain indicator is added (as agreed in this meeting).

· 9.1.37: the words "the other" removed.

· General comment to section 9.1: It was agreed to indicate the signalling transfer mode (connectionless, connection oriented or both) for each message. The editor was tasked to get this information from the procedure descriptions.

· 9.2.1.1 & 9.2.1.2: "Bit string (8)" replaced by "Integer (1..256)"

· 9.2.1.4: the Diagnostics IE, the group cause, and the statement in parenthesis are removed. The type of the cause was discussed. It was agreed to change it to "Integer (1..256)" with mapping to agreed names in the ASN.1 description. It also needs to be partitioned later to standard values, standard extensions and proprietary extensions.

· 9.2.1.5: This section is not applicable and needs to be removed, because it is part of RAB parameters now.

· 9.2.1.6, 9.2.1.8, 9.2.1.9, 9.2.1.10, 9.2.1.12, 9.2.1.15, 9.1.2.18, 9.2.1.19, and 9.2.1.23: "FFS" changed to "tabular format FFS"

· 9.2.1.7: Type changed from "Boolean" to "Enumerated" with values CS domain and PS domain.

· 9.2.1.11: Statements added to semantics description that IMSI is 6-15 digits and IMEI is 15 digits.

· 9.2.1.13, 9.2.1.14, 9.2.1.16 and 9.2.1.17: The values for the enumerated type are taken from the NEC contribution Tdoc E24 with the spelling modification from UIA to UEA.

· 9.2.1.25 and 9.2.1.26: The RNC-Id needs to be consistently a bit string of 12 bits, and the PLMN Id part we should separated to MCC and MNC, and they should both be 3 digits (each digit is an integer). A note is added to the semantics of the PLMN id that the setting of the digits (order etc.) is defined in UMTS 24.008.

· 9.2.1.28: It was agreed that this IE is a sequence with "RRC container" and at least the following explicit IEs: "d-RNTI", O, bit string (20), and "Number of Iu instances", M, Integer (1..2).

· 9.2.1.29: The IE name changed to "RRC Container"

· 9.2.1.30: size of the Integer was agreed to be (1..16).

· 9.2.2.1: it is either AAL2 address, to be further divided to be either E.164 or AESA (choise) (condition ifCS), or IP address (condition ifPS). Also a reference to 25.414 is added.

· 9.2.5.4: The following values were added: speech call, CS data call, PS Data call, and SMS

· 9.2.3.7: PLMN is changed as presented for sections 9.2.1.25 and 9.2.1.26

Contributions on area concept D71, E32 and F09:

It was agreed to resent the related contributions together, and conduct the discussion afterwards.

Tdoc D71 "Service Area" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. In short the proposal is to use Ids of areas to be defined in the UTRAN, and only the Ids are visible to the CN. It was clarified that the Source Id was originally included into the relocation messages to include the serving cell in the Inter-system HO, and it has been updated according to the new proposed method. It was asked why in Initial UE message SAC is used, and in Location report it is Area Identity. It was understood that in Initial UE message SAI should be used.

Tdoc E32 "CN "broadcast area" definition" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. This is in continuation on the discussion started in the previous meeting, and present more details on the same proposal as presented in the previous meeting. The proposal is to use a geographical way to represent the areas, and e.g. the cell Id is not visible to the CN.
Tdoc F09 "RANAP - Representation of location related information" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This proposal includes the different levels of Ids, including the cell Id to be visible in the CN. Alain Maupin of Ericsson asked why the GSM BSS would need to address the UMTS system via RNC Id? It was discussed that there are other ways to achieve the addressing, e.g. to give a cell Id. The distinction between UTRAN Cell Id (defined in 25.401) and the UMTS Cell Id (proposed here) was clarified so that UTRAN Cell id is UTRAN internal, whereas UMTS cell ID is global.

Discussion and decisions on Tdocs D71, E32 and F09:

It was understood that the principle in Tdoc D71 provides a very nice compromise between the two different approaches of either reporting the cell explicitly to the CN or not. The Ericsson proposed compromise principle for Service Area was agreed.

The details of the different area concepts from Tdoc D71 were discussed as follows:

Proposals on 25.401:

Service Area Identifier: It was clarified that the LAC is used in the SAI to allow maximum compatibility with CGI. The definition was approved, and Ericsson will draft the required CR to 25.401 to include this definition.

Proposed modifications for 25.413 RANAP:

· SAC: this is not needed for RANAP as a standalone IE, it is part of SAI.

· SAI: Agreed with the same modifications that were stated before for PLMN Id part (see Tdoc D77).

· Area Identity: Agreed with the modification that the content of SAI do not need to be re-stated and the structure of Area Identity should be choice of SAI or Geographical co-ordinates.

· Proposal for Initial UE identity: Agreed with modification that, as discussed before, SAC should be replaced with SAI.

· Location Report agreed as proposed.

· Request Type in Location Reporting Control agreed as proposed.

· Source Id: Agreed to be SAI and there is no need to repeat the internal structure. Also agreed that RNC-Id is conditional to ifUMTStarget and SAI to ifGSMtarget.

· General note was agreed that the reference to the section with actual content of the structured IE should be used.

· Agreed to globally replace Area Identity Code with Service Area or Service Area Identity depending on whether the service area concept or its Id is referred to.

The presentation of the Geographical co-ordinates was discussed. It was agreed that those are presented in Tdoc E32 but they need to be reformulated into the current presentation format, and Nortel volunteered to do that to the next meeting.

It was agreed that the Area Identity shall be used for CN Broadcast Procedure.

It was agreed that remaining items on Tdoc F09 can be handled offline, that is the representation of target when handing over from GSM.

Remaining technical contributions D75:

Tdoc D75 "Classmark Information in RANAP protocol" was not presented. Due to limited input from N1 it was withdrawn by the contributor Alain Maupin of Ericsson.

Mostly editorial contributions part 3 of D78:

Tdoc D78 "Comments to RANAP V1.3.1" from Ericsson. Only the part related to IE definitions had not been discussed. It was presented because section 9 had been modified so heavily during the meeting. The editor was urged to look at the proposals to see if any are still applicable, and use them for editors proposal.

10.5 Review spec. and open issues: -- F52, --- F56

Tdoc F52 "RANAP - Changes & Additions to TS 25.413" was not presented. The contributor Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone reported that the editorial parts are already largely covered, and if not they will likely be covered when the procedures are re-written to specification text. The proposed new procedures in this will be considered for next meeting (one likely to be needed, one likely not).

Tdoc F56 "RANAP - Comments to TS 25.413" was not presented. The contributor Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone stated that what applies to Tdoc F52 applies to this one as well.

10.6 Other issues: - F12

Tdoc F12 "Timers" was moved to agenda item 10.2, because Timers used to be an Action, but was omitted as such from the agenda by a mistake.

11
Iu Data Transport + Transport network control plane (25.414)

Change Requests

No contributions.

12
Iu signalling transport (25.412)

Change Requests: - D81, - D83

Tdoc D81 "SCCP services" was handled in agenda item 10.2
Tdoc D83 "CR on SCCP Services" from Ericsson was presented. It was agreed as proposed. See also discussion in agenda item 10.2.

13
Iu related feature functions for RAN #7

- Cell broadcast protocols between SMS-CBC and RNC: E37

Tdoc E37 "Liaison statement on a Common Communication Mechanism to be used by the Cell Broadcast Service" from S2. It had been agreed that the Iu SWG treats this issue if time allows. A LS back will be drafted by Alain Maupin to indicate that according to TSG RAN agreement the CBS is deferred to RAN #7 and is given a lower priority during the year 99. If the Iu SWG has time to treat the item, also technical considerations can be included to the answer. There was no time for more detailed discussion.

- SoLSA on Iu:

No contributions.

- Iu time alignment:

See agenda item 9 (Tdoc F42).

Iu Data Transport (25.411)

Change Requests D80
Tdoc D80 "Proposed CR: Addition of references to ITU G.824 and G.825" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. The CR was agreed as proposed.

Incoming Liaison Statements; (E37 -> agenda 13), E42, E43, E44, E57, F90, F97, G00

Tdoc E42 "Liaison statement on selected location service methods for Release '99". This is from R2. The Iu SWG was requested by the opening plenary to study if there are aspects here to be taken into account for Iu development.

The document was noted with the understanding that it does not affect Iu which positioning method is used in UTRAN. This is the case especially now when the stage 3 description of the positioning services is to be defined for RAN #7 next year, and the item has lower priority during year 99.
Tdoc E43 "Response to LS on Uu protocol information for Relocation of SRNS" is from R2 informing the Iu SWG that they have selected to specify the transparent container for SRNS Relocation in the RRC specification and they also agree to maintain this in the future. The Iu SWG was asked by the plenary to consider this in the Iu development.

It was clarified that we had not yet agreed what method to use when we sent this question to R2, and therefore we had asked guidance from R2. Based on the answer from R2, also we agreed to the same approach. It was pointed out that we need to add the corresponding reference to RRC specification. That is already included in proposals in Nokia contribution F14.

Tdoc E44 "Response to RAN WG3 LS regarding Relocation and GSM-UMTS handover" is from R2. It presents answers to the questions we sent them from the previous meeting relating to GSM-UMTS handover. The Iu SWG had been asked to consider the answers.

Some of the questions were still open, but the working assumptions on handling of the transparent container were acknowledged by R2. It was understood that the still open questions relate to the content of the transparent field, but with the current working assumption that R2 specifies the content of the transparent container for UTRAN to UTRAN case, we do not need to get this information. For the GSM/GPRS part the discussion is still open and pending SMG2 answer.

Tdoc E48 "Response to N2 LS on Tandem Free and Out of Band Transcoder Control" from N2 to S4 (CC S2, R3, TSG CN). It had been agreed in the plenary that the Iu SWG should understand these concepts and take them into account in the design. It was agreed to check the concepts while discussing the DoCoMo contributions in the agenda item 9. During discussion for agenda item 9. it was agreed that a CR should be written according to the definitions.

Tdoc E57 "Reply LS on registration areas and on hierarchical tracking concept" from R2. This was remanded to the Iu SWG from the opening plenary to remind the group to consider which IEs are to be used to keep RAN and CN updated about the situation on Iu and RRC connections being released due to inactivity.

The issue was discussed, and it was agreed to include a new cause value "release due to UE inactivity" to Iu release request EP. The following statement to RANAP was agreed: "Iu release request can be also used if the RNC desires to release the Iu connection due to user inactivity. In this case the cause value "release due to UE inactivity" should be used.

Tdoc F81 "Response to the Liaison Statement on the evolution of GTP for Release '99" from S2 was reviewed. It presents answers to the questions we had presented them. The answers were noted, and there is no need to modify any of our documentation.

Tdoc F97 "Liaison Statement on Functional Distribution for volume-based charging between RNC and SGSN" from S2 was reviewed. The working assumption had already been taken into account, and the document does not provide any help for the other questions we had discussed in this meeting, so the liaison was just noted.

Tdoc G00 "LS on Security Algorithm Information in UE Capability" from N1 was reviewed. This relates to the LS we had sent them on the usage of Classmark in the security Mode procedure to confirm that the integrity checking is working properly, i.e. checksum on known information is correct. N1 is proposing not to use classmark and this approach. It was further clarified that this terminology and method comes from S3, and the Classmark is just on selected NAS bit string used to check that the Integrity check is done properly.

It was also clear form G00 that N1 had understood that Classmark 2 needs to be added to Location Updating, but that was not the intention of R3. R3 didn't take any position on where CN gets this information.

It was agreed to clear R3 position on this with a LS back to N1 cc S3. Mick Wilson of Fujitsu agreed to draft it. The companies were also urged to talk with their N1 delegates to clear up this issue.

Outgoing CRs

These documents were reviewed before the closing plenary to assure that Iu SWG supports them and the closing plenary can proceed faster with hopefully less discussion.

Tdoc F86 "Modifications of Function Description for support of RAB QoS management function" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This presents the changes agreed during the discussion on Tdoc D74. Agreed as proposed. It was also agreed to include the deletion of a duplicated statement on congestion control in section 5.5.6. It was agreed to keep the first occurrence. Alain will get a new Tdoc number. The source can be changed to Iu SWG

Tdoc G01 "Initialisation procedure for UTRAN for Iu UP protocol" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of DoCoMo. This presents the changes agreed during the discussion on Tdoc F41. It was agreed as proposed.

Tdoc F77 "Addition of definitions for transcoder operation" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This presents the changes discussed during the discussion on Tdoc E48. It was agreed to only include TFO, TrFO and TC definitions, i.e. not the definitions relating to in-band or out-of-band. They were agreed without modification. Frederik will get a new Tdoc number. The source can be changed to Iu SWG.

Tdoc F78 "Editorial corrections and clarifications" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is an updated version of Tdoc D73. Agreed as proposed.

Tdoc F79 "Cleanup of coding section" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This presents the changes discussed during the discussion on Tdoc D76. Agreed as proposed. 

Outgoing Liaisons

This document was reviewed before the closing plenary to assure that Iu SWG supports them and the closing plenary can proceed faster with hopefully less discussion.

Tdoc F76 "Liaison statement on Radio Access Bearer attributes" This LS was agreed to be written when Tdoc D74 was discussed. The following was discussed:

· It was agreed to remove reference to "security functions" from Header Compression section.

· Annex C: "maximum SDU" size is added before "SDU parameters", and a new row is added to the top of the table indicating Maximum SDU size and the value is 244.

It was agreed that the delegates need more time to review the document thoroughly, and presentation with possible discussion is needed in the closing plenary.

ANNEX A summary of action items and their current status.

#
Slogan
Deadline
Comments
Responsible Companies
Status

1
Iu Interface Characterstics
August
25.410 deadline: Sept.
Ericsson/BT
done

2
Iu Specification Objectives
August

BT
done

3
List of Functions over Iu
August

Nokia
done

4
Definition of Functions o. Iu
September

Nokia
done

5
Function Distribution o. Iu
September

Nokia
done

6
Relocation/Handover
September

All
done

7
Protocol principles
September

Lucent
done

8
Error handling principles
September

Lucent
done

9
Use of SCCP
July

Ericsson
done

10
SCCP Addressing schemes
August

Ericsson
done

11
Freezing of Procedures list
July
25.413 deadline: Dec.
All
additions from stage 2 work possible

12
RANAP Error handling
August

Lucent
done

13
Timers, O&M param.
October

NEC
done

14
RAB attributes/def.
September

Ericsson
done

15
Restructuring of Iu UP
July
25.415 deadline: September
Ericsson
done

16
CS Data impacts
September

input coming from CN WG3
done

17
Iu UP procedures final.
September

All
done

18
RANAP ASN.1
Ad-hoc October

All/Nokia
open

Annex C - Summary of Iub/r SWG

TSG-RAN Working Group 3  meeting #8

TSGR3#8(99)g09

Abiko, Japan 25 - 29 October 1999


Agenda Item:
27.2

Source: 
RAN 3 Secretary and Iur/Iub SWG Reporter

Title: 
Summary Iur/Iub SWG

Document for:
Approval

___________________________________________________________________________

GENERAL

The lur/lub SWG meeting was held 25-29 October and chaired by Jean-Marie Calmel.  The notes were taken by Jean-Marie Calmel for the decision and editorial modifications and Carolyn Taylor for some discussion content. These discussion are reported between brackets and in italic style. The conclusions are fully reported. Only limited discussions is reported.

4 Letters / Reports from other groups

LS e51

Answer drafted is tdoc f73 according to the discussion on F20 and e26.

6
Left over from General UTRAN Architecture

6.3
Synchronisation

e02: proposal to add Cell timing information in the neighbouring cell list from Ericsson

[TS 25.402 presently doesn’t contain any information about this optional “Neighbour cell list timing information between cells”.  A few lines are proposed to be added in TS 25.402, to reflect the possibility to use this neighbour cell list timing information in the synchronisation concept of the system. Discussion on the need on the precision of the cell timing difference and how it is related to what is currently in the RRC specification.]

Agreed with following modification: SFN striken out of the second sentence.

f43: elimination of superframe in TDD from Interdigital 

already covered in Editor's proposal. RNSAP and NBAP part to be treated in relevant agenda items.

e03: Rounding of Chip offset to Td from Ericsson

also contains proposal for usage of Offset values at initial RL and Handover

agreed

6.5
Other

e12: allocation of DL Channelization Code  from Fujitsu

[The purpose of this proposal is to cope with possible discrepancy between Node B and RNC caused by protocols error, implementation issues, etc.

Ericsson doesn’t see the point of how the inconsistencies occur.  There were 4 companies who also agreed with Ericsson.  Therefore, the proposal was not accepted because it is unclear how such inconsistency can occur.

]

not accepted because it is unclear how such inconsistency can occur.

14
Iur / Iub General Aspects

14.1
General Aspects and principles of Iur interface (25.420) 

D52 25.420 V1.01 from Editor

Approved to version 1.1.0

14.2
General Aspects and Principles of Iub interface (25.430)

D53 25.430 V2.0.0 from Editor

RAN Endorsed document. No change

e28: Improving FDD and TDD commonalities in the Node B Logical model from Nortel Networks
not agreed. 

e30: Node B capacity management on Iub interface from Nortel Networks

[This contribution presents the Node B capacity management over Iub interface.  It proposes to manage new logical objects for Node B capacity modelling and refine the related NBAP procedure. Discussion on how the RNC can use this information is needed.]

Not agreed. Further discussion invited

e88: Refinement of the Traffic Termination point in Node B Logical model from Siemens/Italtel

not agreed because the group was failing to see the added information compared to what is currently in the specification.

d85: Refinement of Node B logical model from Ericsson

[There are questions about why to delete type and setup in 6.2.4. Answer is because that the messages that is used for configuration there is no longer no type for procedures. If you look at section 9.1.2.1 type is being referenced. 

They will withdraw that type is not needed. Need to understand what the difference is between a parameter and an attribute. The reason for deleting them is that it is actual addressing force it not really attributes. 

Nokia think it is a problem with the proposal.  If approved there will be editorial changes. Another editorial correction that need to be done in the figure3 section 6.3.4 this was noted by Motorola.  

Another question about cell Id was raised by Nokia.  

They both identifies the cell. The local cell Id is used after the configuration. Afterward the RNC map a logical cell then the local Id is no used anymore.

Any objections to accept what is proposed with the previous modification?

With the correction done for not stating what type of Id is to be used is this document approved?  The section 6.2.2 note that in the bullet list the last item should be striked out.  With this done is the document approved? Accept with the exception of the cell Id. The editorial changes need to be included. Type is included and cell is not included. All mention of local cell id should be replaced.  

]

· Remove the PCH related part of the text.

· The Type should be kept

· Remove list of node B Communication context ID

· In fig 3 AICH and PRACH must have the same ranges

· Italic text not part of the proposal.

Agreed with the above modifications and the restriction that what exactly is identifying the cell (cell Id  or Local Cell Id) will be discussed with tdoc D86

From Discussion of Tdoc D86, the Cell is identified by C-ID instead of local cell ID

e95: Enhanced NBAP Procedures regarding result of procedures and impact of Node B Logical Model from Ericsson

proposal to exchange an Administrative state over the Iub for the cell.

Discussion on the existence of administrative state over Iub.

Ad hoc to agree on the concepts and Ericsson will resubmit an updated contribution

Not agreed as such

14.3
Review specs. and open issues

f20: Support for Compressed Mode Control in UTRAN Interfaces from Nokia

RNSAP and NBAP new procedures to support the compress mode.

e26: In-band signalling for compressed mode commands from Nortel Networks

Use of RNSAP and NBAP RL parameters to configure the compress mode and in-band signalling to indicate which frame needs to be compressed

Discussion between the two solutions

F20 taken as a WA.

These Procedures are for FDD only and should be tagged as such as well as messages.

15 Iur signalling (RNSAP) (25.423)

D55 25.423 V1.4.1 from Editor

Typo on the version.

E98: Editor's proposal on 25.423

Information for measurements wrongly placed in measurement termination request. This will be corrected by the editor.

Information on which node is responsible to setup bearer has been removed because it is felt it should not be in RNSAP specification.

Information related to Iu removed from the RNSAP specification

Approved to 1.5.0

15.1
Study item reports

e85 TDD parameters from Siemens/Italtel

The document was agreed section by section as following:

section 9.1.2.2: accepted with modifications:

· replace CCTRCH Activation CFN is replaced by CFN

· DSCH related parameters are put FFS for all messages

· Additions are not accepted CCTRCHfor all messages.

Section 9.1.3.2: accepted 

Section 9.1.4.2 already accepted

Section 9.1.5.2 accepted except CFN

Section 9.1.6.2 accepted without the removal of the DCH information response

Section 9.1.8 not accepted: stick with the common FDD and TDD messages for RL deletion because there may be some need for deleting several messages.

Section 9.1.10.2 accepted with Supporting CCTRCH Ids to be replaced by UL and DL (two parameters)

Section 9.1.11.2 accepted

Section 9.1.13.2 not accepted: keep the same message as for FDD

Section 9.1.15.2 accepted

Section 9.1.16.2 accepted

Section 9.1.17.2 not accepted: use the FDD message

Section 9.1.20.2 accepted

Section 9.1.39 accepted

Section 9.2.3.19 Supporting CCTRCH Ids should be splitted in two:  one UL Supporting CCTRCH ID and one DL Supporting CCTRCH ID

15.2
Contributions on the general sections

d91: parallel RNSAP procedures from Ericsson

agreed with removal of all the exceptions related to the physical channel reconfiguration

e29: Principles for FDD and TDD Common messages for RNSAP and NBAP from Nortel Networks

not agreed

f08: Concept for common FDD and TDD ASN.1 message definitions from Siemens/Italtel

Ageed with the understanding that this is only a high level guidance towards ASN.1 experts

d95: Elementary procedures definition for RNSAP from Ericsson

agreed with offline discussion on the need for additionnal class to be reported during the NBAP discussion

d97: proposal for functions of RNSAP

agreed with the following modifications:

· merging of load information management and TDD synchronisation measurement into measurements on common resources.

· removal of "at least" from the TDD synchronisation measurement paragraph. 

· inclusion of the table.

It is also noted that Iur/Iub SWG should indicate the presence this table to Iu SWG for possible alignment.

15.3
Text, message and parameter proposals for RNSAP procedures

Basic mobility procedures

d92: RNSAP support for URA extending over RNC borders from Ericsson

agreed

d93: RNSAP support for cell belonging to multiple URAs from Ericsson

f31: Addition of URA ID to RNSAP in UL signalling transfer message from NTT DoCoMo

both are proposing addition to support multiple overlaping URAs.

discussion for d93 and f31: 

d93 agreed because the CRNC is felt better positionned to accurately select the URA

d94 withdrawn
DCH procedures

f21: Clarification of the Eb/N0 and power allocation through Iur from Nokia

it was clarified Relative power is relative to CPICH instead of CCPCH

f50: Eb/N0 parameters in RNSAP messages from Alcatel

proposal to replace the Eb/N0 by quality of service parameters Transport Frame Erasure Rate

missing Eb/N0 in the response.

Discussion on f21 and F50:

[There are two possibilities.  Radio conditions: What are the targets? The Eb/No target will be received after that the node needs to send some power control commands in this case the initial should be set by the service.  There are a lot of issues that other companies have about this proposal.  Is it a correct understanding that Nokia proposal is a superset of the Alcatel proposal (F50)? Yes it is a superset of the Alcatel proposal (F50). The UL Eb/No, max UL Eb/No, min UL Eb/No, DL Eb/No, max DL Eb/No, min should be removed in all proposals.]

f21 agreed with the following modifications:

Valid for both FDD & TDD

UL Eb/N0 always return

· Proposal 1: edited as follow:

For each DCH, SRNC includes the required block error rate (BLER) for both UL and DL.

SRNC includes in the RL SETUP REQUEST either the value of the initial DL power of one RL (relative to the power of the primary CPICH of the cell) together with the target EB/No or the measured primary CCPCH Ec/Io. If the DL initial power is not present, then DRNC shall include the UL initial Eb/No and the suggested DL Eb/No in the RL SETUP RESPONSE message. The DRNC shall always report the upper and lower limits of Eb/No (to be used  by the outerloop power control in the SRNC) in the RL SETUP RESPONSE message

· Proposal 2: agreed

· Proposal 3: agreed as follow:

Add the UL Eb/No, DL Eb/No in the RNSAP RL SETUP RESPONSE and RL SETUP FAILURE message (optional parameters, no indentation). Add max UL Eb/No and min UL Eb/No as mandatory parameters. Brief explanation of the introduced parameter shall be added as well.

· Proposal 4: agreed

· Proposal 5: agreed with modification of the CCPCH to CPICH

· Proposal 6: agreed with the following addition:

The SRNS always provides the DRNC with the UL Eb/No target. The DRNC always return the max UL Eb/No and min Eb/No

· Proposal 7: agreed but editor to check consistency

· Proposal 8: agreed with the following additions:

The UL Eb/No has to be removed from the RL Reconfiguration Request and RL Reconfiguration Prepare messages 

The DRNC shall return the new max UL Eb/No and min UL Eb/No in the RL Reconfiguration Response and RL Reconfiguration Ready messages

· Proposal 9: agreed with modification that Initial DL TX power is replaced by Reference power and the reference is to CPICH and not CCPCH

· Proposal 10: agreed with the CPICH modification

e16: Proposal for additionnal parameters in RNSAP RL Setup Request and RL Reconfiguration Request from Alcatel

Addition off mean bit rate (UL and DL) and Dynamic control Parameter

No agreement for Dynamic control field

Agreement: RL mean bit rate optional parameter and for FDD only. Mail discussion or offline discussion is invited to define this parameter accurately

e84: USCH defered to agenda 24. Other modifications already taken in account or judged not necessary.

f23: Indication of the RLC mode to Node B from Nokia

agreed. Last sentence should be put in the procedures descriptions

d88: Clarification of Code IE from Ericsson

agreed with the same cause in RL Reconf and addition of the UL scrambling code (synchronised)

d89: Modification of neighbouring cell information from Ericsson

CPICH power to be kept optional

Agreed with above modification

Common transport channel procedures

e76: Parameters for the RNSAP Common Transport Channel initialisation procedure from Siemens/Italtel

Discussion for e04 and e76:

E76 put for RAN 7

e04 Iur FACH (and RACH) FP IE coding + RNSAP impacts from Ericsson

Common Transport Channel Response should include an SRNTI.

It should be noted that it is not possible to change CCPCH after initial access to the cell over Iur

It is proposed that the removal of this restriction is an item for rel 2000

Transport Layer address, binding ID are optional parameters

DL Channelisation code, spreading factor are now mandotory parameters of the CmCH Info for optional S-CCPCH.

Agreed for the RNSAP aspect

15.4
General parameter proposals

e77: Neighbouring parameters for TDD in FDD RL setup and addition procedures from Siemens/Italtel

same to be added to the failure messages

agreed with above modifications

f22: parameter for available resources in a drift cell from Nokia

defered to RAN 7

f30 Renaming of parameters from NTT DoCoMo

Eb/No is kept

Agreed with above modification

d71 Service area from Ericson

add SAI field but defer the definition of SAI until plenary decision on SAI on Iu.

Agreed with the above restriction

16 Iub signalling (NBAP) (25.433)

D56: TS 25.433 V1.3.2 from Editor

[Common measurements in 8.1.4.1 there have defined different measurement types but in the RAN3 in Korea the names for the measurements have been renamed. Transmissitor power carrier measurements. ISCP is renamed to time slot ISP measurements. In 8.1.5.1 it is referenced to the resource status indication.  In the scrambing code in there can be removed because the parameter are included. In 9.1.10 it should only list class 2. In 9.2.1.17 it should be renamed back to service impacting.  In 9.2.1.37 there should be a reference included in this section.  In 9.4.33 the causes should be removed and placed in section 9.2.  There are some editorial modifications that need to be changed.]

Section 8. resource indication and node B failure to be deleted

Section 9.1.33 add/Delete indicator should not be deleted

RAN meeting result:

Total Transmitted should be renamed Transmitted Carrier power measurment

ISCP measurements should be renamed Time Slot ISCP measurements

In Cell setup procedure change reference to Resource Indication into a reference to Resource status indication

Remove Scrambling Code and Basic Midamble

Remove Ref 6

In Node B restarted procedure remove Node B ID

For Block Resource procedure remove any "Class 3 shutdown" mention

9.2.1.17: bullet 1 should remain service impacting

9.2.1.13 in note reference 25.433 for the model

Cause IE is missing. To be collected by the Editor in the procedures descriptions

Accepted as v1.4.0 with the above corrections

F32 addtion of UC-ID in system information update from Editor

agreed

16.1
Study item reports

study item SSDT

f10: Report from SSDT Ad Hoc from reporter
Noted and detailled proposal is in f11

f11: Modification proposal for SSDT from Tmodus and NEC

During the presentation, the Indicator on/Off has been indicated as removed

The following modification were agreed:

· Section 8.1.7 related to NBAP the modified bullets should read:

· UL DPCCH Slot Format

· S Field length

· SSDT Information (Id Code Label, Id Code Lenght)

· The modification of UL DPCCH slot Format and S Field length is to be reported through out the modifications with the result of the removal of the UL TFCI used tag.

· In all the messages the SSDT Information group should be optionnal but the IE inside this group should be mandatory

· Proposed text of section 8.2.1 related to RNSAP needs to be aligned with the above modifications

· Section 8.2.2 related to RNSAP: Editorial work is required because point 3 of the numbered list is not part of the same field as the two other entries and this third information is optional.

· Section 8.2.2 related to NBAP: second sentence is modified to "The procedure can be used to add, delete or reconfigure a DCH or to reconfigure a RL."

· Definition of the individual IE needed instead of the group SSDT Information

Agreed with the above modifications

f55: Withdrawn

TDD parameters 

e86: TDD Parameters for NBAP from Siemens/Italtel

Supporting CCTRCH Ids shall be splitted as agreed for RNSAP.

Text for procedure needed for use of CCTRCH

Questions on the way to manage DSCH and why it is different from FDD

Accepted except for the DSCH part.

Siemens/Italtel asked the minutes to reflect that this last decision on DSCH introduces inconsistency with the logical model of Node B in 25.430

16.2 contributions on general sections

d86: Proposal to remove UC-id in NBAP specification from Ericsson

use of local cell id instead.

Not agreed.

d96: Elementary procedures for NBAP from Ericsson

The outcome of the offline discussion on this topic was that no need for a new class is currently forseen.

 RNC Restart is in fact splitted in two class 2

Agreed.

d98: Functions of NBAP from Ericsson

TDD Synchronisation measurement is merged with the measurements on common resources as for RNSAP

Change FDD or TDD prefixes to suffixes.

Change for system information to manage the scheduling of the system

SRNC should be renamed CRNC

DRNC should be renamed Node B

Remove "events influencing" from the Resource event management description.

Agreed with the above modifications
Editor of 25.430 is invited to align the functionnal split for the relevant functions

e96: Message Tabular format description NBAP from Ericsson

agreed as the starting point for the editing work on NBAP.

16.3
Text, message and parameter proposals for NBAP procedures:

Dedicated procedures

d70:DL Tx power control information over Iub and Iur from Motorola

propose power relative to the CPICH also in Iub

agreed.with removal from the second and third proposals of their last sentence starting with "A single value…"

This also applies to the power measurements which must be relative to CPICH

e15: Proposal for modification of Parameters in RL setup request and addition request from Alcatel

Bullet e not to be treated now

Bullet a : partially answered differently and deffered to an other contribution

Bullet b : Multicarrier not agreed

C already in the spec

D already in the spec

No Modification required

e17: Proposal to add transmission power measurement reports per UE on a DSCH in common measurements from Alcatel

not agreed

e18: Proposal for DSCH parameters in RL Setup, Reconf procedures from Alcatel

DSCH TFCI signalling mode should be renamed TFCI signalling mode and place near the DL Transport format combination set.

Partition of DSCH information to add/modify and delete in three different part in reconf prepare and reconf request as for DCH

In RL setup response DSCH info should be optional instead of conditionnal

Agreed with the above modifications
e72: DPC Rate reduction in SHO from Motorola

new procedure over Iub and Iur

To be put for RAN #7, LS to be drafted on the activation time

e89: Dedicated measurements provided in node B for TDD mode: from Siemens/Italtel

agreed

d64: Addition of TOAWS and TOAWE to Common channel Reconfiguration from Motorola

agreed

e74: Concept of access tag in NBAP from Motorola

not agreed. Concept put for RAN 7

f25: Dedicated NBAP Measurement Control and Reporting procedures from Nokia

agreement: 3.1 changed to:

Object would be UE context with one special one meaning all current and future UE controlled by a communication control port

SIR, SIR error and TX power for each RL of this UE context. This is FFS

3.2 not agreed

Contributions are invited on report grouping

f26: Hard handover  at the Iub from Nokia

not agreed

e00: postponed to RAN 7 agenda item

e08: Example of the Specification template on NBAP RL addition from Ericsson

taken as an example

Common procedures

d87 enhanced NBAP Procedures for Common Transport Channels Management from Ericsson

in section 9.1.42 the FACH/PCH should be PCH.

First paragraph after the second bulleted list of section 8.1.1.1.1 should read: "After a successfull procedure the channels have adopted the operational state Enabled in Node B and the common transport channels exist on the Uu interface." The rest of the sentence is to be deleted

Any PICH and AICH should be tagged FDD

Reformulate the sentance in 8.1.1.1.1 and 8.1.1.1.3 One message can configure/delete only one of the following combination

Alignment off TDD request messages is also mandated.

Agreed with the above comments and modifications

d65 Removal of Node B Restarted and RNC Restarted procedures from Motorola, Ericsson, Siemens and Alcatel

agreed

d66 Usage of configuration Generation Id and State Re-Sync in Audit Procedure from Motorola

e90 State alignment procedure from Siemens/Italtel

Conclusion on d66 and e90: 

Configuration Generation ID is to be managed according to D66

Audit Request does not contain the state resync flag

Audit Response message always contains the list of all object state information (copy from the Ressource Status indication message)

d68: Block and Unblock Resource from Motorola

Block proposal not agreed

Unblock proposal agreed and Motorola task for the specification of this procedure but as a Unblock resource Indication (class 2 procedure) with no response message

F83: Merging Neighbour Cell Measurement procedure into the NBAP common measurment procedure from Nokia

Not agreed

F74: Procedures and impacts of Node B logical model from Ericsson (outcome of the O&M ad hoc)

8.1.6.1 add 6th bullet for Communication Control Port

9.1.33 Transport Channel info are made children of the cell info

delete Configuration Generation ID

remove FFS from the PICH ID and the AICH ID

Delete last sentence of 8.1.5.3 and moved to 25.430

Agreed with above modifications

16.3 General parameter proposals

e97: Information Elements for 25.433 from Ericsson

General rule: The parameters should be copied and informative reference should be made to the source specification.

Node B communication context ID range maybe no longer valid

Comments invited on the mail reflector before Nov 17th 

f35: NBAP proposal for additional cause values from Tmobil and Vodafone

not agreed

f27: L1 parameters for FDD Cell Setup procedure from NTT DoCoMo

part of the proposal would be the removal of the moved parameters from the Common Transport channel setup and reconfiguration procedures.

In cell reconf add Primary CCPCH power

Agreed with the above extention

f28: L1 parameters for Common Transport Channel Setup and Reconfiguration procedures from NTT DoCoMo

payload CRC presence is a typo.

Taken for addition of parameters to structure agreed in D87

Power information has to be kept to the transport channel and not the physical channel

The Editor will provide in NBAP a proposal for merge od D87 and F28 and comments are invited over mail before 17/11

f29: L1 parameters for RL Setup and Reconfiguration from NTT DoCoMo

Eb/No change is not agreed

Keep UL TFCI used flag and remove the UL Slot formats

Taken as a basis for addition of parameters. The merge will be proposed by the Editor and discussed over the reflector before 17/11

f43: Elimination of Superframe in TDD from Inter Digital

The Renaming of Superframe offset is now proposed to be DPCH offset.

Agreed with the above modification

f37: Communication control Port ID from NEC, TM and NTT DoCoMo

not agreed

16.5
Review spec. and list of open issues (Agree old working assumptions. Assessment of stability / completeness / version number of spec.)

16.6 Other issues

e75: Node B states during TDD Inter Node B Synchronisation on air from Siemens/Italtel

agreed

17
Iur/Iub User-plane protocols

17.2
Iur/Iub DCH data streams (25.427), 

f24: Order of the coordinated DCH in the DCH Frame protocol from Nokia

agreed. Change request to be written by Nokia

d90: CR Replacement of Eb/No by SIR for outterloop power control from Ericsson

withdrawn

e07: CR Editorial changes from Ericsson

agreed with change "may be applied" to "shall be applied" to be CR f99

e09: CR on location of Quality estimate in the payload

agreed

e10: CR DCH Frame timing related issues from Ericsson

proposal  1 agreed to be CR f95

proposal 2 not agreed

17.3
Iub CCH data streams (25.435),    

e27: CR Improving FDD and TDD Commonalities for Iub CCH from Nortel Networks

agreed

e73 discussed on Tag put for RAN 7 as e74

e93: CR Renaming Rx Timing deviation for RACH message into RX timing deviation on RACH from Siemens/Italtel

agreed  CR f96 to be produced

e05: CR editorial modification from Ericsson

impact on IE missing.

Agreed to be CR f98

e06: CR on TFI handling in Node B from Ericsson

Not agreed

17.4 Iur CCH data streams (25.425)

d57: 25.425 V0.2.5 from Editor

add The definition of MAC-c SDU is FSS

Ref 5 has to be align to the actual title of 25.401

Add reference to the vocabulary document

DSCH Flow control Control Frame to be put FFS

Agreed as V0.3.0 with above modifications

e92: Review of 25.425 V0.2.5 from Siemens

RACH/FACH flow control to be renamed FACH flow control

No USCH Flow control

Mac-share SDU definition to be marked FFS

Agreed with above modifications

Data transfer procedures 

e04: Iur FACH (and RACH) FP IE coding + RNSAP impacts from Ericsson

DL Channelisation Code Number and Spreading factor Ied is Common Transport Channel Response are Optional

Discussion on 3 bits or 4 bits priority 4bits

Discussion  on length or kind of TFI length
Agreed for the Uplane pending the two discussions

Draft and LS to WG2 on MAC-c SDU tdoc F94

20
Iur/Iub Data transport  + Transport network control plane

20.1 Iur/Iub DCH, transport layer (25.426)

e19: Need for priority handling over Iub/Iur interfaces from Alcatel

not agreed

21
Implementation specific O&M Transport (25.442)

f49: CR to add signalling for co-located equipment from Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Vodafone, CSELT, TIM, T-Mobil, GSM Association VPT

Not agreed

33
Other Business

It has been agreed that the different companies are tasked to procedure proposal for specification text and tabular format message for the next meeting for both RNSAP and NBAP protocols.

The following deadlines have been agreed:

· 5th of November is the deadline for editors of RNSAP and NBAP to produce an update of the specification incorporating the agreed modification

· 14th of November is the deadline is for companies to issue over the reflector their proposal for a procedure text and associated tabular format for the messages. Each procedure is supposed to be placed in a separate contribution containing two sectioins: one for the text proposal and one for the messages.

· 17th of November is the deadline for commenting the above proposals

· 19th of November is the deadline for the companies in charge of a procedure to take comments into account and reissue a new proposal

· 30th of November is the deadline the editors of RNSAP and NBAP to compile the proposal and issue a new version (as an editor's proposal) of the specification.

Following is the table giving the sharing of responsibilities between companies:

NBAP Procedure
RNSAP Procedure
Company in charge

Audit

Motorola

Audit Required

Motorola

Block Resource

Motorola

Cell Delete



Cell Reconfiguration



Cell Setup



Common Measurement Failure



Common Measurement Initiation



Common Measurement Report



Common Measurement Termination



Common Transport Channel Delete



Common Transport Channel Reconfigure



Common Transport Channel Setup



Unblock Resource Indication

Motorola

Resource Status Indication

Motorola

Synchronisation Adjustment [TDD]

Inter Digital

Synchronisation Failure [TDD]

Siemens/Italtel

Synchronisation Restart [TDD]

Siemens/Italtel

System Information Update Procedure

Vodafone

Dedicated Measurement Failure
Measurement Failure


Dedicated Measurement Initiation
Measurement Initiation


Dedicated Measurement Report
Measurement Reporting


Dedicated Measurement Termination
Measurement Termination


Downlink Power Control [FDD]
Downlink Power Control [FDD]
BT

Neighbour Cell Measurement [TDD]
Neighbouring Cell Measurement [TDD]
Siemens/Italtel

Radio Link Addition
Radio Link Addition


Radio Link Deletion
Radio Link Deletion
Vodafone

Radio Link Failure
Radio Link Failure
Nokia

Radio Link Restoration
Radio Link Restoration
Nokia

Radio Link Setup
Radio Link Setup
Nokia

Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Cancellation
Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Cancellation


Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Commit
Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Commit


Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Preparation
Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Preparation


Unsynchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration
Unsynchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration



Common Transport Channel Resources Initiation
Nortel Networks


Common Transport Channel Resources Release
Nortel Networks


Downlink Signalling Transfer
Nokia


Load Information
For RAN#7


Load Information Reporting Initiation
For RAN#7


Paging
BT


Physical Channel Reconfiguration
Nokia


Radio Link Load Indication
For RAN#7


Relocation Commit
Tmodus


Uplink Signalling Transfer
Nokia

Not treated contributions

d61, d67, e87, e91, e94, f33
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Editor
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Editor
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Editor
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Editor
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Editor
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R3-99d64
Common Transport Channel Reconfiguration Request (resubmit)
Motorola

R3-99d65
Removal of Node B Restarted and RNC Restarted procedures
Motorola

R3-99d66
Usage of Configuration Generation ID and State resync in Audit Procedures


Motorola
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Node B Configuration and Initial Cell Configuration (resubmit)
Motorola

R3-99d68
Block and Unblock Resource
Motorola

R3-99d69

Motorola
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DL Tx Power Control Information over Iub and Iur
Motorola
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Ericsson

R3-99d72

Ericsson

R3-99d73
CR Iu UP Editorial Clarifications and Corrections
Ericsson

R3-99d74

Ericsson

R3-99d75

Ericsson

R3-99d76
CR Iu UP Coding Clean Up
Ericsson

R3-99d77
RANAP Tabular Format: meesages and information elements
Ericsson

R3-99d78
Comments to RANAP V1.3.1
Ericsson

R3-99d79

Ericsson

R3-99d80
Clock Stability references in 25.411
Ericsson

R3-99d81
SCCP services
Ericsson

R3-99d82
Alignment of Example of signalling document with RANAP
Ericsson

R3-99d83
CR on SCCP Services
Ericsson

R3-99d84
UMTS 30.531 WG3 Work Plan and Study Items (editors' proposal based on agreements at RAN#5)
Ericsson

R3-99d85
Node B logical model
Ericsson

R3-99d86
Removal of UC-Id in NBAP specification
Ericsson

R3-99d87
Enhanced NBAP procedures for CTH [Re-submission]
Ericsson

R3-99d88
Clarification of Code Information Elements in 25.423
Ericsson

R3-99d89
Modification of Neighbouring Cell Information
Ericsson

R3-99d90
Replacement of Eb/N0 with SIR target
Ericsson

R3-99d91
Parallel RNSAP Procedures [Re-submission]
Ericsson

R3-99d92
RNSAP Support for URAs Extending over RNC Borders[Re-subm]
Ericsson

R3-99d93
RNSAP Support for Multiple URAs per Cell
Ericsson

R3-99d94
Handling of C-RNTI at Secondary UE Accesses in a DRNC
Ericsson

R3-99d95
Elementary Procedures of RNSAP
Ericsson

R3-99d96
Elementary Procedures of NBAP
Ericsson

R3-99d97
Functions of RNSAP
Ericsson

R3-99d98
Functions of NBAP
Ericsson

R3-99d99
Version Handling of the DCH FP
Ericsson

R3-99e00
Delayed Activation of Uu DCH Transmission
Ericsson

R3-99e01
ASN.1 requirements for NBAP, RNSAP and RANAP
Ericsson

R3-99e02
Neighbour cell list timing information addition
Ericsson

R3-99e03
Rounding of chip_offset to Td
Ericsson

R3-99e04
Iur FACH (and RACH) FP IE coding + RNSAP impacts
Ericsson

R3-99e05
Editorial changes to 25.435
Ericsson

R3-99e06
Allow freedom in TFI handling in node-B
Ericsson

R3-99e07
Editorial changes to 25.427
Ericsson

R3-99e08
Principles for specification in NBAP/RNSAP/RANAP
Ericsson

R3-99e09
Location of quality estimate in payload
Ericsson

R3-99e10
DCH frame timing related issues
Ericsson

R3-99e11
Proposed Example Procedure of Channel Type Switching from  RACH/FACH to RACH/PCH (resubmit)
FUJITSU Limited

R3-99e12
Allocation of DL Channelisation code
FUJITSU Limited

R3-99e13
Untreated failures during SRNS Relocation/Handover
Alcatel

R3-99e14
Break in transmission during relocation/handover for real-time services
Alcatel

R3-99e15
Proposal for modification of parameters in the Radio Link Set Up Up Request and Radio Link Addition Request messages in TS 25.433 (resubmission of old R3-99C52)
Alcatel

R3-99e16
Proposal for additional parameters in RNSAP Radio Link Reconfiguration messages in TS 25.423 (resubmission of old R3-99C54)
Alcatel

R3-99e17
Proposal to add Transmission Power Measurement Reports per code in TS 25.433 (resubmission of old R3-99C56)
Alcatel

R3-99e18
Proposal for addition of DSCH parameters in the Radio Link Setup  (resubmission of old R3-99C58)
Alcatel

R3-99e19
Need for priority handling over Iub interface; CR to TS 25.426 (resubmission of old R3-99c59)
Alcatel

R3-99e20
Sequence charts for SRNS relocation (resubmission of old R3-99C62)
Alcatel

R3-99e21
Sequence charts for GPRS to UMTS cell reselection (resubmission of old R3-99C63)
Alcatel

R3-99e22
Sequence charts for UMTS to GPRS cell reselection (resubmission of old R3-99C64)
Alcatel

R3-99e23
Cause in RANAP
NEC Corporation

R3-99e24
parameter range for RANAP parameters
NEC Corporation

R3-99e25
Compatibility information for RANAP IE and ERROR INDICATION message 
NEC Corporation

R3-99e26
In-band signalling for compressed mode commands
Nortel networks

R3-99e27
Improving FDD and TDD Commonalities for Iub CCH
Nortel networks

R3-99e28
Improving FDD and TDD Commonalities in the Node B Logical Model
Nortel networks

R3-99e29
Principle for FDD and TDD Common messages for RNSAP and NBAP
Nortel networks

R3-99e30
Node B capacity management on Iub interface
Nortel networks

R3-99e31
RAB Linking usage on RANAP
Nortel networks

R3-99e32
CN "broadcast area" definition
Nortel networks

R3-99e33
RAB pre-emption 
Nortel networks

R3-99e34
Q.2630.1 set-up and release on the Iu interface
Nortel networks

R3-99e35

Nortel networks

R3-99e36
QoS Report (attachment to b26) (Resubmission of R3-99C90)
SA2

R3-99e37
LS on a common communication mechanism to be used by the cell broadcast service (Resubmission of R3-99C91)
SA2

R3-99e38
Liaison on the removal of superframe concept in layer 1 (Resubmission of R3-99C92)
R1

R3-99e39
LS on RAB requirements for CS data (Resubmission of R3-99D11)
N3

R3-99e40
LS on measurement order parameters sent to the MS, for GSM to UMTS handovers
SMG2

R3-99e41
LIAISON STATEMENT L3 segmentation
SMG2 WPA 

R3-99e42
Liaison statement on selected location service methods for Release '99
R2

R3-99e43
Response to LS on Uu protocol information for Relocation of SRNS
R2

R3-99e44
Response to RAN WG3 LS regarding Relocation and GSM-UMTS handover
R2

R3-99e45
Liaison statement on compressed mode control
R2

R3-99e46
Liaison statement on changed meaning of C-RNTI
R2

R3-99e47
response to liaison on UTRAN Frame Synchronisation model
R2

R3-99e48
Response to N2 LS on Tandem Free and Out of Band Transcoder Control
N2

R3-99e49
Reply to Liaison on CN Distribution Function 
R2

R3-99e50
LS on Outer loop power control
R2

R3-99e51
liaison on support of compressed mode signalling on Iur / Iub
R2

R3-99e52
Proposed LS on Uplink core network layer 3 message numbering
R2

R3-99e53
Liaison statement on RACH/FACH response time
R2

R3-99e54
LS on RNTI value ranges
R2

R3-99e55
Answer to LS on the usage of the Physical channel BER as UL Quality estimate in the UL DCH Frame Protocol on Iub/Iur
R2

R3-99e56
Issues with the response to LS on MExE support of QoS negotiation and handover notifications
R2

R3-99e57
Reply LS on registration areas and on hierarchical tracking concept
R2

R3-99e58
Reply to Liaison on TS 25.442 UTRAN Implementation Specific O&M Transport (Resubmission of R3-99B21)
TSG-SA WG5

R3-99e59
LS on "I3.05 - Node B O&M Functional Description" (Resubmission R3-99B22)
TSG-SA WG5

R3-99e60
Answer to the LS about TDD synchronisation methods
R1

R3-99e61
Liaison statement on power control
R1

R3-99e62
Liaison statement on RL DL_TX_ power levels for Soft Handover
R1

R3-99e63
Liaison statement on Downlink power control adjustment loop 
R1

R3-99e64
Reply to WG3 regarding the operation of SSDT
R1

R3-99e65
Answer on LS on the decoding of the TFCI in UL radio frames
R1

R3-99e66
Liaison on LCS to WG3
R1

R3-99e67
Response liaison on RAB requirements for CS data and architecture for CS data services 
SA2

R3-99e68
Liaison statement on the mixture of primary and secondary scrambling codes
R1

R3-99e69
Liaison on LCS to WG2
R1

R3-99e70
Liaison Statement on transmitting AMR Mode Command bits
R1

R3-99e71
IP-based Iub and Iur interfaces for R00
Telia

R3-99e72
Discussion on the DPC Rate Reduction in Soft Handover
Motorola

R3-99e73
Introduction of Access Tag Concept in Iub RACH FP
Motorola

R3-99e74
Introduction of Access Tag Concept to NBAP Protocols
Motorola

R3-99e75
Node B states during TDD Inter Node B Synchronisation on air
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e76
Parameters for the RNSAP Common Transport Channel Initialisation procedure
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e77
TDD parameters in RNSAP FDD Radio Link Setup Response
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e78
3G CHANGE REQUEST on 25.401 - sections 7.1 and 7.2
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e79
Radio Access Bearer Establishment: DSCH Establishment in RACH/FACH State [TDD]
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e80
Radio Access Bearer Establishment: USCH Establishment in RACH/FACH State [TDD]
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e81
Radio Access Bearer Establishment: DSCH Establishment in DCH State [TDD]
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e82
Radio Access Bearer Establishment: USCH Establishment in DCH State [TDD]
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e83
3G CHANGE REQUEST on 25.401 - section 6
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e84
Revision of TS 25.423 v1.4.1 (section 8)
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e85
Report of the NBAP & RNSAP TDD Parameter Study Item: TDD parameters in RNSAP
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e86
Report of the NBAP & RNSAP TDD Parameter Study Item: TDD parameters in NBAP
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e87
Packet delay caused by an AAL2 2Mbit/s link
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e88
Meaning of Traffic Termination Point in Node B logical model
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e89
Dedicated measurements provided in Node B for TDD mode
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e90
NBAP state allignement procedure
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e91
Study Item (ARC/3) "Overall delay budget within the Access Stratum"
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e92
Review of 25.425 v0.2.5
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e93
CR for 25.435, Parameter definitions
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e94
UL Signalling Transfer: L3 information definition
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99e95
Enhanced NBAP procedures regarding result of procedures and impact on Node B Logical Model
Ericsson

R3-99e96
Message tabular format description - NBAP
Ericsson

R3-99e97
nformation Elements for 25.433
Ericsson

R3-99e98
Editors proposal on UMTS 25.423 UTRAN Iur Interface RNSAP Signalling
Ericsson

R3-99e99
Study Item Report - DCH FP Version Handling
Ericsson

R3-99f00
RANAP Modifications for GPRS to UMTS Handover
Ericsson

R3-99f01
RANAP modifications for N-PDU retransmission and duplication avoidance during handover via CN
Ericsson

R3-99f02
Updates to Handover from UMTS to GPRS procedure
Ericsson

R3-99f03

Ericsson

R3-99f04

Ericsson

R3-99f05
Principles of Compatibility mechanisms for RANAP protocol
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f06
ASN.1 frame for RANAP, RNSAP and NBAP protocol definition
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f07
Encoding of RANAP, RNSAP and NBAP messages
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f08
Concept for common FDD and TDD ASN.1 message definitions
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f09
RANAP - Representation of location related information elements
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f10
ssdt-study item
Telecom Modus Ltd

R3-99f11
ssdt-text-proposal
Telecom Modus Ltd

R3-99f12
Timers
Telecom Modus Ltd

R3-99f13
RANAP Error handling
Nokia

R3-99f14
RANAP Information Element Definitions
Nokia

R3-99f15
Initial UE Message Procedure
Nokia

R3-99f16
Partial Relocation and Handling of RABs in Relocation
Nokia

R3-99f17
Editor's Proposal for 25.413
Editor

R3-99f18
RANAP Services
Nokia

R3-99f19
Services Expected from RANAP Signalling Transport
Nokia

R3-99f20
Support for Compressed Mode control in UTRAN interfaces (**Resubmission**) 
Nokia

R3-99f21
Clarification on the Eb/No and power allocation through Iur interface
Nokia

R3-99f22
Parameter for available resources in a drift cell
Nokia

R3-99f23
Indication of the used RLC mode to the Node B
Nokia

R3-99f24
Order of the coordinated DCH in the Frame Protocol frame
Nokia

R3-99f25
Dedicated NBAP Measurement Control and Reporting procedures
Nokia

R3-99f26
Hard Handover at the Iub
Nokia

R3-99f27
L1 parameters for Cell setup/reconfiguration 
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f28
L1 parameters for Common Transport Channel Setup/Reconfiguration
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f29
L1 parameters for NBAP:RL Setup/Addition/Reconfiguration
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f30
L1 parameters for RNSAP:RL Setup/Reconfiguration
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f31
Addition of "URA ID" to "RNSAP: UL signalling transfer" message
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f32
Editor's proposal for modification to NBAP V1.3.2
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f33
I3.05 - Node B O&M Functional Description v 0.2.2
Editor (Vodafone), Mannesmann Mobilfunk

R3-99f34
Change Request on TS25.401 UTRAN Overall Description - UTRAN Identifiers
Vodafone

R3-99f35
NBAP : Proposal for additional Cause Values (Re-Submission of TDOC B80)
T-Mobil, Vodafone

R3-99f36

Vodafone

R3-99f37
Communication Control Port ID in NBAP messages
NEC, TM, NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f38
The stage 3 description for volume data report
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f39
Internal CRC
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f40
Header CRC check for support mode
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f41
Initialization Procedure
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f42
Proposed Time Alignment Procedure
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99f43
Elimination of superframe in TDD parameters
InterDigital

R3-99f44
Proposed restructuring of Section 5 (Functional Split) of 25.430 UTRAN Iub General Aspects and Principles
Editor (Fujitsu)

R3-99f45
Extensions to the Node B Logical model
Fujitsu Telecom R&D

R3-99f46
TS 25.402 (V.0.0.1)
editor's proposal

R3-99f47
TS 25.402 (V.0.0.2)
editor's proposal

R3-99f48
CR to 25.401 clarifying the usage of transport described in 25.442
Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Vodafone, Telia, CSELT, TIM, T-Mobil, GSM Association VPT

R3-99f49
CR to 25.442 adding signalling for co-located equipment
Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Vodafone, Telia, CSELT, TIM, T-Mobil, GSM Association VPT

R3-99f50
Eb/No parameters in RNSAP messages (Resubmission of tdoc R3-99d28)
Alcatel

R3-99f51
CR to TS 25.410 (UTRAN Iu Interface - General Aspects & Principles)
Vodafone

R3-99f52
Comments to TS 25.413 (RANAP)
Vodafone

R3-99f53
Draft answer to LS on power control, TDD aspects
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f54
CR for 25.411
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f55
Text proposal of State Update Timing Offset Indicator in SSDT specification
NEC

R3-99f56
Additional Discussion Points to TS 25.413 (RANAP)
Vodafone

R3-99f57
Considerations on Compatibility Principles
Nokia

R3-99f58
Liaison statement on requirements for fast switching between AMR modes
R1

R3-99f59
Liaison statement on RACH message length
R1

R3-99f60
Answer on the LS on the removal of superframe concept in layer 1
Nokia

R3-99f61
Draft Reply to "Lisaison on LCS to WG3" (as an answer to E66)
Ericsson

R3-99f62
Answer to the Liaison Statement on Changed Meaning of C-RNTI
Ericsson

R3-99f63
Draft to the 25.401 to draft a change request in the section describing C-RNTI 
editor

R3-99f64
Draft LS on RNTI value ranges
Nokia

R3-99f65
Proposed liaison statement to SA2, cc: CN1, CN2, RAN2, T2-SWG3
Ericsson

R3-99f66
Editors version of TR 25.921 (v1.3.2)
Ran WG2 RRC Methods Ad Hoc

R3-99f67
Ls need to be updated with modification for a change request. E78
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f68
Update this change request to fix the sentence E38 
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f69
Update this change request to fix the sentence F34 
Vodafone

R3-99f70
Updated change request f48 ( make sure it's not for f49)
Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Vodafone, Telia, CSELT, TIM, T-Mobil, GSM Association VPT

R3-99f71
CR on 25.401, section 9
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f72
CR 25.410 on al2 connection setup
nortel networks

R3-99f73
Draft of the answer to E51
nortel networks

R3-99f74
Resubmission for E95
Ericsson

R3-99f75
LS on Eb/N0 range
Ericsson

R3-99f76
LS on radio access bearer attributes
Ericsson

R3-99f77
Added definitioins for trascoder operation  CR on 25.415
Ericsson

R3-99f78
Editorial corrections and clarifications CR on 25.415 this is a update to R3-99D73
Ericsson

R3-99f79
Cleanup of coding section CR on 25.415
Ericsson

R3-99f80
Liaison statement on Initial UE message and Iu connection 

 establishment


Iu subworking group

R3-99f81
LS response to the LS on the evolution of GTP
CN WG2

R3-99f82
Timers revision
Telecom Modus Ltd

R3-99f83
Merging the Neighbour Cell Measurement procedure into the NBAP Common Measurement procedures.
Nokia

R3-99f84
RANAP Error Indication Procedure
NEC  & Nokia

R3-99f85
Proposed Liaison statement on DPC Mode Support for Release '99
Motorola

R3-99f86
CR on 25.410 modificaitons of function description for support of RAB Qos management function
Ericsson

R3-99f87
Change request on TS25.401 clarification of implementation specific O&M transport.
Mannesmann Mobilfunk, Vodafone, Telia, CSELT, TIM, T-Mobil, GSM Association VPT

R3-99f88
Draft LS to N1 & R2 on Partial relocation statement
Nokia

R3-99f89
Draft LS on RAB linking
nortel networks

R3-99f90
LS on Usage of Uu Interface Sequence Numbers in Relocation of SRNS and in Inter System Handovers
RAN WG3

R3-99f91
CPCH overview for RAN3
GBT

R3-99f92
RAN3 speciifcation changes for CPCH
GBT

R3-99f93
Liaison statement on RANAP modifications related to handover between UMTS and GPRS and within UMTS via CN
Ericsson

R3-99f94
Liaison statement on FACH and RACH data streams across Iur
RAN WG3

R3-99f95
CR 25.427 (related to E10) 
Ericsson

R3-99f96
Alignment of the FDD and TDD operations CR on 25.435 
Siemens/Italtel

R3-99f97
LS on functional distribution for volume-based charging between RNC and SGSN
LS from S2

R3-99f98
CR on 25.435 (related to E05)
Ericsson

R3-99f99
CR on 25.427 r(elated to E07)  
Ericsson

R3-99g00
LS on Security Algorithm Information in UE Capability
CN WG1

R3-99g01
Initialisation procedure for UTRAN Iu UP protocol
NTT DoCoMo

R3-99g02
NOT USED


R3-99g03
Draft RAB pre-emption
Telecom MODUS Ltd 3GPP TSG RAN WG3

R3-99g04
LS to CN WG1 reply to LS on Security  Algorithm Informaiton in UE capacbility.
Fujitsu Telecom R&D

R3-99g05
CR on 25.410 related to RAB Qos management functions
Iu subworking group

R3-99g06
Addition of definitions for transcoder operation CR on 25.415
Iu subworking group

R3-99g07
Liaison statement on Radio Access Bearer attributes (RABAP) 
RAN WG3

R3-99g08
Initialisation procedure for UTRAN Iu UP protocol
Iu subworking group

R3-99g09
Summary Iur/Iub SWG
RAN3 Secretary and Iur/Iub SWG Reporter

R3-99g10
Summary of Iu SWG
RAN3 Secretary and Iu SWG Reporter

R3-99g11
Proposed Draft Agenda, Meeting #9
Chairman

R3-99g12
Liaison Statement on the Relation between ASN.1 Version and the Usage of TTCN
Ericsson

R3-99g13
Reply to “Liaison on LCS to WG3”
Ericsson

R3-99g14
Ls to make modifications based on E65 (proposed liaison statement to SA2)
Ericsson

R3-99g15
LS on support of compressed mode signalling on Iur/Iub
nortel networks

R3-99g16
Liaison statement on DPC Mode Support for Release '99 (resubmit)
Motorola

R3-99g17
Liaison statement on FACH and RACH data streams across Iur
Ericsson

R3-99g18
Liaison statement on Radio Access Bearer attributes
Ericsson

R3-99g19
Draft LS to R2 and N1 on Partial Relocation 
Nokia

R3-99g20
Draft LS to R2 on Usage of Uu interface Sequence Numbers in Relocation of SRNS
Nokia

R3-99g21
Answer to LS from RAN1 on Power Control – TDD aspects
Siemens/Italtel
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