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Introduction

This document presents the report from Iu SWG meeting held on January 24-27 1999 during TSG RAN WG3 meeting #10 in Gothenburg, Sweden. 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) are reported at the end of this report.

8
Iu General Aspects (25.410)

8.1
Editorial CRs

8.2
Corrective / Modification CRs 

9
Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)

9.1
Editorial CRs  60,

Tdoc 0060 "Removal of AMR mapping table" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This proposes to remove AMR mapping table that is already specified 26.102, and replace it with reference to the information in 26.102. It was approved as proposed.

9.2 Corrective / Modification CRs 58, 59, --62, --63, ---209

Tdoc 0059 "Correction of frame format and coding sections" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0058 "Addition of spare extension" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was clarified that the spare extension is not to be used for private extensions, but only for standard extensions. It shall not be sent unless the standard is changed, but it can be received and ignored if not understood even by an entity supporting this standard version. The end point of the extension was clarified, that the length of the information received from the SAP tells where the end is, and everything after the defined fields starting from full octets is spare extension.

The document was approved with the following modifications:

· Section 6.6.3.21 The wording is changed to "The spare extension field shall not be sent"

· The spare extension should field is also added to the general frame structure definition (section 6.6.1) with few sentences describing what it is.

NOTE ALSO: The spare extension field was agreed to be added to CR for Time Alignment (see agenda item 13.2 and decisions on Tdoc 64). It should be clearly stated that this addition to CR in Tdoc 64 is pending on approval of CR in Tdoc 58.

Tdoc 0062 "Time Related Frame Numbers On Iu" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. The related CR in Tdoc 63 was also reviewed.

Tdoc 0063 "Iu timing" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0209 "Corrections to the PDU layout for UP initialisation" from Siemens was not presented. Alexander Vesely of Siemens reported that the item had already been covered in the Ericsson CR.

Review of new version of previously discussed CRs:

Tdoc 0348 "Addition of spare extension" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 58. Approved as proposed.

10
Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413) 

10.1
Editorial CRs   -48, -156, ---110, ---111, ---201

Tdoc 0048 "Editorial in RANAP" from NEC & Telecom Modus was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. It was approved with the modifications that it should be classified as F - Correction instead of D - Editorial, and also the CN box needs to be ticked.

It was clarified that the CRs should address the changes also in the ASN.1 as shown in this one. The process of writing CRs was discussed and clarified. For all Iu related CRs both CN and UTRAN box need to be ticked.

Tdoc 0110 "Some corrections for RANAP specification" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was noted that many changes from different reasons are included in this CR, and it may be required to split it into many CRs. It was agreed to go through it section by section and see if the split is required, and what the categories of the resulting CRs would be.

· Proposed modifications to Section 8.1 are not approved.

· Proposed modifications to Section 8.2 are approved.

· Proposed modifications to Sections 8.3.2 and 8.4.2: These changes were not approved, because they were viewed to be a half way solution. Nokia proposed to make another CR for the next meeting to clarify more the independence of the RELEASE REQUEST and the actual RELEASE procedures.

· Proposed modifications to Section 8.6.5: Agreed with a change that "the" is added before all appearances of "RNC".

· Proposed modifications to Sections 8.7. and 8.8.2: It was agreed that the names are changed, but also words "in relocation of SRNS" (as in tabular format) are added to the names.

It was further agreed that the text and tabular format should use same names for IEs and messages, and the ASN.1 description should only make reference to the tabular format, and ASN.1 can use whatever names wanted. Nokia took and assignment to add the references to the ASN.1 description.

· Proposed modifications to Sections 9.1: Agreed. The consequence of this was discussed (order of IEs, is a requirement to the sender only, receiver must be able to handle any order), and it seemed clear that similar statement would need to be added to the ASN.1 description (left for further CRs).

· Proposed modifications to Sections 9.1.7, 9.1.8 and 9.1.10 (and related ASN.1 description): Deferred to discussion with Tdoc 154.

· Proposed modifications to Sections 9.1.24, 9.2.11, 9.2.1.12, 9.2.1.13 and 9.2.1.14 (and related ASN.1 description): Not approved.

· Proposed modifications to Section 9.2.1.20: Approved.

For the agreed changes, separate CRs will be written by Siemens.

Tdoc 0156 "CR to 25.413: cause value in RANAP" from NEC & Telecom Modus was presented by Chenghock NG of NEC. Separate CRs should be produced for the different changes (3 of them needed). For all of them, also the CN box needs to be ticked. The following CRs were agreed:

1. The missing cause values (section 2 in the contribution): It should be classified as F - Correction. It was understood that more discussion and another CR is needed to align the definitions and grouping.

2. The two new cause values (section 2 in the contribution): This is class F - Correction. The numbering in ASN.1 will take values 7 and 29.

3. Alignment of the value range for cause-misc in ASN.1 description (section 2 in the contribution). This is class F - correction. The values for everything after value 7 are not corrected, because value 7 is taken into use in the previous CR.

Modifications to the ASN.1 part were discussed in general. It was seen that a full modified ASN.1 description should be constructed before TSG RAN meeting to assure that the changes from the CRs create valid ASN.1. Nokia promised to do this. It was also requested that all of RANAP should be constructed, so that consistency could be checked, but Nokia did not promise to do that.

Tdoc 0111 "Inclusion of Criticality Information within tabular format" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is a similar proposal that had already made in the Iur/Iub SWG for RNSAP and NBAP, and there had not been any objections, but they had not made a decision on this wanting to wait Iu SWG view first.

The proposal to include the new column for criticality information was agreed with the modification that the meaning section of the information for the new column were modified as follows:

· - = No criticality information is applied.

· YES = Criticality information is applied. Usable only for non repeatable Information Elements.

· GLOBAL = The Information Element and all its repetitions together have one common criticality information. Usable only for repeatable Information Elements.

· EACH = Each repetition of the Information Element has its own criticality information. Usable only for repeatable Information Elements.

Also the grouping of RAB parameters in the tabular format is approved. Siemens will produce a modified version of the CR.

Tdoc 0201 "Editorial Correction of RANAP RELOCATION COMMAND" from NTT DoCoMo was moved to agenda item 10.2 relocation to be treated with related CRs.

New versions of previously discussed CRs:

Tdoc 0325 "CR to 25.413: Correction in RANAP: RAB Assignment Response message" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is the new version of Tdoc 48. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0272 "Criticality Information within the Message Tabular Format" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is the new version of Tdoc 111. It was agreed with the modification that yet another column that states includes the actual value of the criticality is included.

Tdoc 0322 "CR to 25.413: cause value range of cause miscelleneous in RANAP" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 156. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0323 "CR to 25.413: Cause value related to relocation" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 156. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0324 "CR to 25.413: missing cause value in RANAP" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 156. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0273 "Corrections within ASN.1 definition of some security related IEs" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 110. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0274 "Corrections within RAB Assignment procedure description" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 110. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0275 "Some editorial modifications of EP descriptions related to relocation of SRNS" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 110. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0276 "Editorial Modification of the Chosen UP Version IE description" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 110. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0277 "Removal of an out of date statement about a specific order of IEs within RANAP messages" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is one of the CRs resulted form Tdoc 110. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0279 "Additional description of the usage of “no encryption” and the prioritisation of UEAs within RANAP EP description" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens (source also Ericsson). This is one of the CRs resulted form the discussion during treating Tdoc 110 not the contribution itself. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0364 "Criticality Information within the Message Tabular Format" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is a new version of Tdoc 272. It was approved as proposed.

10.2
Corrective / Modification CRs  

Partial relocation (and handover): check confirmation from other groups 

There were no documents addressing this item, but the item was already clarified from N1 point of view with their LS in Tdoc 108.

Check use of NAS binding id within UTRAN  ---69, ---70, 103, 250
Tdoc 0069 "Renaming NAS Binding information to RAB ID in RANAP" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The related CR is shown in Tdoc 70.

It was clarified that the current RAB Id is actually a local Id in the Iu interface. Ericsson proposal was to remove the local Id, and use the NAS Binding Id as the UE to CN bearer (RAB) Id. The need for local Id for Iu bearer was discussed, and many seemed keen on keeping it for flexibility. Also Richard Townend from BT commented that the proposal of removing the local Id ties NAS and AS together very strongly. It was not agreed to remove the local Id.

Proposals in section 4 were handled as follows:

· First proposal: It was not agreed. Instead it was agreed that current NAS Binding Info is renamed RAB Id and current RAB Id is renamed Iu Bearer Id. Ericsson will produce a new CR and will especially make sure that the find - replace is done correctly throughout the document.

· Second and third proposal: A LS to R2, S2 and N1 will be drafted by Ericsson as proposed in second proposal. The third proposal is not valid as such, but the LS should clarify that we are now changing the identities.

Tdoc 0070 "Renaming NAS Binding information to RAB ID and removing local RAB ID in RANAP" from Ericsson was no longer applicable due to substantial changes agreed for Tdoc 69.

The Liaison statements on this issue (Tdocs 103 and 250) were treated together: 

Tdoc 0103 "Reply to LS on usage of NSAPI, RB identity, RAB ID and TEID (incoming LS)" from CN1
Tdoc 0250 "Response to LS (N1-000135) on Usage of NSAPI, RB identity, RAB ID and TEID" from R2 to R3 and N1 (cc: S2, N2) 

It was agreed to respond both of these by adding a reference to this discussion in the LS Ericsson is drafting as agreed for Tdoc 69.
Other 61, 151, 152, 153, -150, -159, --66, --67, --68, --73, --74, --75, --182, ---212

Tdoc 0061 "Definition of Transport layer address" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This proposes the alignment of transport layer address of 25.413 with 25.423 and 25.433, that is to make it variable length (also BIT STRING instead of OCTET STRING). Approved as proposed.

It was also pointed out that in the ASN.1 descriptions of RNSAP and NBAP the element type is still OCTET STRING, whereas the tabular format does have it as BIT STRING. Ericsson promised to make sure appropriate CRs are written to change the ASN.1.

Tdoc 0151 "CR to 25.413: Correction to NAS Broadcast Information IE description" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. Approved as proposed.

Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel pointed out that N1 is defining what the information to be broadcast is, and it was understood that it is outside of R3 scope.

Tdoc 0152 "CR to 25.413: Correcting the usage of RAB Id in RAB Assignment procedure" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was pointed out that the proposed deletion was already agreed based on Tdoc 110, and will be included one of the CRs Siemens is producing based on Tdoc 110. It was agreed to include the additional statement about same RAB Id meaning modification of the RAB to the CR written by Siemens.

It was also discussed that the Iu instance may need to be changed to Iu Signalling Connection (this will be discussed more off-line), but this is subject to a new CR to be provided for subsequent meetings.

Tdoc 0153 "CR to 25.413: Correcting the conditions for RAB information in Relocation Request Acknowledge message" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0150 "Correction of the type of DRNTI in RANAP ASN.1" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0159 "Addition of “HFN” in RANAP Relocation Information" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of NTT DoCoMo.

It was understood that HFN is needed to start the ciphering in the target RNC. The placement of this information was discussed. It was not clear when the information will need to be made available to the target.

It was agreed that in any case this is not RANAP information, and DoCoMo agreed to take this proposal to Iur/Iub SWG (if the appropriate place is RNSAP) and/or to R2 (if the appropriate place is RRC container either in relocation messages in Iu, or in a new RRC container for RELOCATION COMMIT message).

Tdoc 0182 "Definition of "categorisation parameter" IE for the CN broadcast procedure" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel Networks. This is adding some more detail to the definition of categorisation parameters IE for Broadcast Information. It was clarified that the repetition is more a command to the UTRAN and not a suggestion.

It was agreed to include these two information elements for the Categorisation Parameters, and that is made into a group. Also the ASN.1 modifications need to be added (modify IE module, and use INTEGER NAMED NUMBER LIST type). Also some clarification of the usage was suggested to be added. Nortel will draft the new version.

Secretary/chairman's note: Nortel reported later that they are not preparing the modified CR for this meeting, and will consider it for the next meeting.

Tdoc 0066 " Report RABs for which a Data Volume report can’t be generated in the Data Volume Report message" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson.

The modifications to the DATA VOLUME REPORT were discussed. The ability to fail to report was only proposed for this message and not for RAB ASSIGNMENT RESPONSE or IU RELEASE COMPLETE, which also contain the data volume report. The reason is that the only reason for failing is unknown RAB id, and that can already be reported in those messages.

It was agreed that the capability to fail must be made available for other reasons as well. Therefore other CRs to be provided to subsequent meetings are needed for ASSIGNMENT RESPONSE or IU RELEASE COMPLETE.

The CR was approved with the change that the new cause value (use next free value after other CRs (likely to be 30)) and the other changes needs to be added to ASN.1 also (included in the CR).

Also the other comment to modify the definition class 1 EP was discussed. It was agreed to include this in the CR (move it from "other comment" to "reason for change").

Tdoc 0067 "Handle invalid RAB IDs in the SRNS Context Transfer procedure" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was discussed shortly if the failure should be reported when the same information is transferred in Iur in RELOCATION COMMIT. It was seen not needed to inform this failure there.

The CR was approved with the modification that the "other comment" section in the cover page is cleared (the comment there is addressed with Tdoc 66 already).

Tdoc 0068 "Corrections and clarifications of RANAP" from Ericsson was not presented. Anders Molander of Ericsson commented that it is being split into several (about 15) different smaller CRs.

NOTE: There was no time to handle these CRs in Tdocs 299-311, and they will need to be re-submitted to the next meeting.
Tdoc 0073 "Initiation of Iu release procedure as a consequence of RAB Release Request" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was agreed with the modifications that the first appearance of word "shall" is changed to "should" in the last paragraph of section 8.3.2, and the second sentence is removed from the same section.

Nokia again notified that they are planning to make proposal to further clarify the independence of the RAB or Iu release request procedures and the actual release procedures (RAB assignment (release) or Iu release).

Tdoc 0074 "New cause values in RANAP" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved with modifications that:

· The existing two NAS cause values for disaster area that are already defined for RANAP are used in procedure description, and no new cause value is needed for this purpose.

· The next available value for the for the 'Interaction with other procedure' cause value is taken from ASN.1.

Tdoc 0075 "Several Location areas in the paging area IE" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was asked when there is a need to page the UE in more than one location area. It was understood that the VLR only stores on location area for each UE. Therefore the case when paging in more than one LAI would be needed is related to the case when UE is "lost".

Since the reason for having several LAIs in one paging message is not clear, and it is always possible to send more than one paging message (each with one LAI) , the proposal was not approved.

Tdoc 212 "Corrections and clarifications of RANAP" was presented by Nicolas Drevon of Alcatel. It was agreed by the group that the LAI and RAI should be made available to the CN INFORMATION BROADCAST procedure. This means that a new IE "CN BROADCAST AREA" is created, and it includes 4 possibilities: LAI, RAI, SAI and Geographical Co-ordinates. Alcatel and Ericsson will work together on this, and produce a new CR (for this or subsequent meetings). Tdoc 212 is not approved at this time.

Review of the new versions of already presented CRs:

Tdoc 0312 "Report RABs for which a Data Volume report can’t be generated in the Data Volume Report message" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 66. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0313 "Handle invalid RAB IDs in the SRNS Context Transfer procedure" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 67. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0314 "Initiation of Iu Release procedure as a consequence of RAB RELEASE REQUEST." was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 73. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0315 "New Cause values in RANAP" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 74. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0332 "Correction of the presence of Transparent Container IEs in RANAP RELOCATION REQUIRED and RELOCATION COMMAND message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is the new version of Tdocs 110 and 201. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0350 "Addition of the NAS PDU IE in RANAP message" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of NTT DoCoMo. This is the new version of Tdoc 184. Approved as proposed.

New security mode message –173, -177
Tdoc 0173 "Addition of New RANAP Message - SECURITY MODE COMMAND REQUEST" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. The related CR in Tdoc 177 was reviewed before entering the discussion.

Tdoc 0177 "Addition of New RANAP Message - SECURITY MODE COMMAND REQUEST" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone.

Discussion on Tdocs 173 and 177:

The following was agreed

· It was agreed that the integrity check failure indication needs to be provided from RNC to the CN. It does not need to be a new procedure.

· It was agreed that a clean solution is to add the indication as a new cause value to RAB Release Request , AND clearly change the definition of RAB RELEASE REQUEST so that it does not necessarily result into clearing the RAB. The latter part has already been achieved by changing "shall" to "should" as stated for discussion for Tdoc 73, and Nokia had taken the assignment to clarify this even more with a CR to next meeting.

· Vodafone agreed to draft the CR on the new cause value. Therefore Tdocs 173 and 177 were not agreed as such.

· Brendan will draft a LS to S3 asking if they agree to our working assumptions that are:

· Integrity checking is applied to signalling only.

· RAB RELEASE REQUEST with cause integrity check failing is used for every signalling message with integrity check failing (does not automatically mean releasing the RAB), and it is up to the CN to decide the actions to be taken, i.e. to first try re-authentication and assigning new keys, and then if problem persists release the RAB.

Direct transfer  -176, -178
Tdoc 0176 "Addition of New IE within the DIRECT TRANSFER Message" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. The related CR in Tdoc 178 was reviewed before entering the discussion.

Tdoc 0178 "Addition of New IE within the DIRECT TRANSFER Message" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone.

Discussion on Tdocs 176 and 178:

The following is agreed:

· It was agreed that the AUTHENTICATION RESPONSE in DIRECT TRANSFER must be sent to the CN even if integrity checksum for it has failed.

· It was again discussed what actually is done by the RNC if it has received signalling messages with failed integrity checksum. It was agreed that Brendan will add to the LS to S3 the following questions: Is the RNC to just notify the CN and act according to the integrity checksum failed signalling messages until the CN takes an action, or is the RNC to discard all such messages (AUTHENTICATION RESPONSE will not go through), or is there a need to discard some (e.g. Radio related?) and let others go through (e.g. Direct Transfer). Furthermore, if the Direct Transfer messages were to go through, should they have special indication or is it enough to have the indication in RAB RELEASE REQUEST message.

· The contribution and CR were not agreed as such at this time. Further clarification is needed from S3

Relocation –154 (Note the LSs), related part of ---110, ---201
Tdoc 0154 "CR to 25.413: Correcting transparent information in Relocation messages" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia.

Some companies had reservation on the requirements for the decoding in the source RNC. There is no indication with the transparent container on which target system it had come from, so the source RNC should memorise which type of target it had initiated the relocation with in order to know how to decode the information it has received.

The proposal was not approved.

Tdoc 0201 "Editorial Correction of RANAP RELOCATION COMMAND" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of NTT DoCoMo. This contribution was moved from agenda item 10.1 to be treated with related CRs. The related part of Tdoc 110 was discussed at the same time.

Tdoc 0110 "Some corrections for RANAP specification" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens, for proposed changes to RANAP sections 9.1.7 and 9.1.10 only. This contribution was moved from agenda item 10.1 to be treated with related CRs.

Decisions based on Tdocs 201 and 110:

· It was agreed that the condition in RELOCATION COMMAND message for both GSM and UMTS container should be the same, and it should be "if received form the relocation target".

· RELOCATION REQUEST message. No change was approved.

· RELOCATION REQUIRED the conditions should be dependent to the target system, so "if GSM targe" for GSM information  and "If UMTS target" for the UMTS information.

Alexander Vesely from Siemens will construct the required CR on these changes.

NAS PDU IE  ---183, ---184, 248

Tdoc 248 "Response to LS (N1-000163) on Transport of Codec Information during the Codec Negotiation between MS and MSC" was shortly refreshed and mentioned that it states that R2 has agreed upon the concept.

It was agreed that since R2 is already implementing this, the NAS information will be included in the needed messages as requested by N1. The details of how to do this will be further discussed with the DoCoMo contribution Tdoc 184.

Tdoc 0183 "Addition of the NAS PDU IE for CC message" from DoCoMo was not presented because it again describes the same concept that LSs in Tdocs 106 and 248, and already agreed upon.

Tdoc 0184 "CR on Addition of the NAS PDU IE for CC message" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of NTT DoCoMo.

The proposal is to add the NAS PDU to both RAB ASSIGNMENT REQUEST and RELOCATION COMMAND messages. The latter part created a lot of discussion. It was not agreed to include the proposed solution.

It was agreed that a LS is written to N1 and R2 to acknowledge that we will also include NAS PDU in the appropriate messages, but there is no agreement on how this is done. Michael Roberts of Lucent will draft this. It was also agreed to include to the LS that a problem was identified in R3: (short description of it follows): Our understanding is that in the case of handover/relocation the determination to change the codec is done in the target MSC, and it is communicated to the anchor MSC, which holds the CC processes for the calls, and then the anchor MSC somehow informs the UE about the change. The information would be in a NAS PDU to be added to the handover command that is sent over the radio interface. The radio interface handover command that goes to the UE in RANAP RELOCATION COMMAND message is constructed in the relocation target (RNC or BSC), and no other information from RANAP RELOCATION COMMAND message is sent to the UE (they are only for the source RNC). This information is not intercepted by the intermediate CN entities nor the source RNC, and it is sent completely transparently to the UE.

It was not clear how the NAS PDU is made available to the target RNC. The other possibility to break the rule of radio interface handover command being only between handover target (RNC/BSC) and the UE, that is it is completely transparent to the intermediate entities was seen undesirable by R3. It would be especially problematic to intervene a radio interface handover command received from external system (intersystem HO). 

Secretary/chairman addition: In offline discussion it was also pointed out that the handover command is sent to the UE only in the case of hard handover, and if there is need to communicate new codec to the UE in SRNS Relocation (the radio resources are not changed), a different method is needed to communicate that to the UE.

It was later agreed not to send this LS. This is due to the fact that it was understood that in N1's current assumption the codec command CC message is sent to the target RNC that can access the radio interface handover command, and not the Source RNC that does not have this capability.

Proposals in Tdoc 184 were reviewed again: The proposals were agreed with the following changes:

· For relocation, the NAS PDU is added to RELOCATION REQUEST message and not to RELOCATION COMMAND. It is added in the same fashion as in RAB ASSIGNMENT REQUEST.

· The condition for this IE is changed to "if codec info is provided"

It was agreed to inform N1 cc R2 with a LS that we have also included the NAS PDU as requested by N1. Dr Yamagata from DoCoMo will draft this.
RAB parameters, --71, --72, --78, ---109, ---187, ---188

Tdoc 0071 "Corrections of RAB parameters in RANAP V3.0.0" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is contribution describing the principles that are implemented in Tdocs 72 and 78, and those were presented before entering the discussions and taking decisions. It was also agreed to base the discussions on these contributions and apply additions from Tdocs 109, (187) and 188, if needed. Also the ASN.1 description is added.

Tdoc 0072 "Corrections of RANAP RAB parameters: alignment with 23.107 V3.1.0" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This was agreed as proposed (with the understanding that some changes may be need to be added later based on discussing Tdocs 78, 109 and 188).

Tdoc 0078 "Corrections of RANAP RAB parameters: alignment with 23.107 V3.1.0" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. Alain mentioned that there is some overlapping with the previous CR (Tdoc 72). It was agreed with the following modifications: 

· ASN.1 description is added.

· That also Source Statistic Descriptor is modified in the same way.

· For the Allocation and Retention priority the "default" handling when the IE is not present is copied from GSM 08.08.

Tdoc 0109 "RAB negotiation and asymmetric RABs" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. Alex only presented the RAB negotiation part that was not included in the previously agreed Ericsson CRs.

It was pointed out that the "negotiation parameters" area still missing from the layer above, i.e. CC and SM, and due to that the corresponding parameters in RANAP do not make sense. The CR was not agreed at this time, and it was viewed that the negotiation should be first included to the layers above.

Tdoc 0187 "RAB parameters Correction" from NTT DoCoMo was not presented. It was agreed to go directly to the corresponding CR is Tdoc 188.

Tdoc 0188 "CR on RAB parameters Correction" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of NTT DoCoMo. This is the CR implementing the changes described in Tdoc 187. The presentation was limited to those parts that had not already been addressed in the previous Ericsson CRs.

The only remaining item was the new cause values. They were agreed with the change that the next free numbers for the new cause values. This will be added to the CR that Ericsson is drafting based on Tdocs 72 and 78.

Review of the new versions of previously discussed CRs:

Tdoc 0369 "Corrections of RANAP RAB parameters" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdocs 72 and 78. It was approved with the modification that one missing cause value is added to the ASN.1 description, also the comments needed some additional double dashes, and the double quotes from comments need to be removed.

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

11.1
Editorial CRs

11.2
Corrective / Modification CRs   144, 145, 146, -155, --76, --77

Tdoc 0144 "CR to 25.414: Clarification to the use of SSSAR (ITU-T I.366.1)" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia. It was agreed with the modification that the statement in parenthesis is modified to read (only SSSAR is used from I.366.1).

Tdoc 0145 "Considerations on the applicability of ITU-T I.630 to UTRAN" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia. The related CR in Tdoc 146 was also reviewed.

Tdoc 0146 "CR to 25.414: Removal of ATM Protection Switching" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia. This is the CR implementing proposals in Tdoc 145. It was agreed as proposed.

Tdoc 0155 "CR to 25.414, chapter 6.1.4: clarifications to IP over ATM" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia.

It was discussed what the Inverse ATM ARP is used in Iu during configuration phase. It was clarified that it is used to find out which PVCs lead to those IP addresses that are given in RANAP protocol. The second modification proposal in this document relates to removing the option of using O&M as an option for associating the AAL5 PVCs and the related IP addresses, and leaving the Inverse ATM ARP as the only option, because if one end is using this protocol, another end expecting O&M configuration can not reply to the address request.

Alcatel raised a concern related to the whole usage of classical IP in the Iu PS, and therefore they were reluctant to modify the text related to classical IP. Also Lucent requested more time to review this proposed change.

It was agreed that the CR is modified so that the second proposed change (related to Inverse ARP) is not included, and with this modification the CR is approved.

Tdoc 0076 "Correction and clarification of IP over ATM in 25.414" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. The related CR in Tdoc 77 was also reviewed.

Tdoc 0077 "Correction and clarification of IP over ATM in 25.414 " was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is the CR implementing proposals in Tdoc 76. Approved as proposed.

12
Iu signalling transport (25.412)

12.1
Editorial CRs

12.2
Corrective / Modification CRs 

13
Iu related additional features/functions for RAN #7 (CRs)

13.1
Tracing deactivation from CN (CRs to 25.413)   8 -> 211

Tdoc 0008 "Call Trace Deactivation" has been replaced by Tdoc 211
Tdoc 0211 "Call Trace Deactivation" was presented by Elliot Stewart of Motorola.

It was commented by Josep Casals of Telecom Modus that there is already the possibility to turn off tracing, by setting the trace type to "no BSS trace". It was discussed whether another mechanism to accomplish the same thing should be added.

It was agreed that Elliot Stewart of Motorola will write a LS to S5. The LS will state the following:

· It is R3 understanding that the Trace Type IE that we currently have in the CN INVOKE TRACE has a value "no BSS trace". R3 would like know if this can and should be used for turning off tracing.

· If that is the case, then R3 would prefer not to specify another way to do the same thing

· If that is not the case, a new RANAP procedure can be specified. A proposal to that effect has already been submitted by Motorola, see attached CR that is under discussion in R3.

Also, we should make clear that our meeting is at the same week with theirs, and if we need to add the new RANAP message, we need the information early on that week.

With this the item was put aside until the response to our LS arrives, and the contribution was not approved at this time.

The group reviewed the CR to be prepared if information from S5 clearly indicate the need for a new Iu procedure. There was discussion on the trace reference IE becoming mandatory, and some preferred it to still be optional. Other than that (and some minor procedural issues) the CR seemed acceptable to the group (no decision was planned nor taken until the S5 response).

13.2
Iu time alignment (CRs to 25.415, 25.410, 25.413, others?)   -200, ---64, ---65

Tdoc 0064 "Time alignment" from Ericsson and NTT DoCoMo was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was noted that the value range in section 6.6.3.20 should be so that 1-80 is for delay and 129-208 is for advance. It was also clarified that the granularity of timing is similar to that of the under-laying ATM links.

It was clarified that the cause value "Time Alignment not supported" means that there should not be a new request for time alignment. The "Requested Time Alignment Not Possible" means that the requested type of time alignment is not possible, just at that time but it is possible to try another type.

The CR was approved with the following changes:

· The value ranges in section 6.6.3.20 are fixed so that 1-80 is for delay and 129-208 is for advance.

· The editor will add clarifying statements for the usage of the two new cause values.

Note that later the Spare extension field based on Tdoc 58 was added to time alignment procedure in this CR as well.

Tdoc 0200 "Addition of the Time Alignment Indicator in RANAP" was presented by Hidenori Asaba of NTT DoCoMo. It was discussed that the values of the indicators would rather be "allowed" and "not allowed".

After discussing the meanings of the indicators it was not agreed to have this feature. The possibility to have time alignment for a RAB is dependent on the values of the RAB parameters, that are always sent in the Iu interface, so this is duplicate information. Also, for a given RAB the possibility for time alignment may change after some reconfiguration of the call.

Tdoc 0065 "Time alignment" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is for 25.402. Agreed as proposed.

Discussion on new versions of CRs:

Tdoc 0347 "Time Alignment" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 64. It was approved as proposed.

13.3
Cell broadcast protocols between SMS-CBC and RNC (CRs to 25.401, 25.413, 25.419, others?) --2, --5, --4, --29, --30,  ---31

Tdoc 0002 "Proposal for the new CBC-RNC protocol specification" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk.

The problem that we don't have the concept of cell in Iu interface was pointed out. It has been replaced by Service Area. It was agreed that any occurrence of "Cell" is changed to "Service Area", and reference is made to Service Area defined in 25.410.

It was agreed that the title of the document should be 25.419, UTRAN Iu Interface: Service Area Broadcast Protocol.

The scope was agreed with the change that Cell is changed to Service Area.

It was also agreed that a LS will be drafted by Alain Maupin of Ericsson to T2, S1, S2 and R2: informing them about the following:

· Currently the Iu interface does not have the concept of cell, and it has been replaced by Service Area (short description of SA included)

· R3 has started work on UTRAN Iu Interface: Service Area Broadcast Protocol SABP.

· Ask these groups to comment the change, and if agreeable update their documentation accordingly.

The proposal for chapter structure was skipped (see Tdoc 4), and was not approved now.

Tdoc 0004 "Proposed skeleton for the cell broadcast specification" from CMG was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk. The structure was approved with the following modifications.

· Section 7 Functions needs to be added like in all other AP specifications.

· The list of abbreviations should be empty to begin with.

· Also the error handling sections for CBC and RNC should be united.

· Scope section should be as agreed from Tdoc 2.

· Cell should be replaced by Service Area

The editor of the document will be Brendan McWilliams from Vodafone.

Tdoc 0031 "Proposal for 25.419" from CMG/MMO was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk. This is the first proposed content for the protocol.

The content of the document was not approved at this time, but it was agreed that the contents of section 5 and 8 are converted to functional description, services provided by the protocol, message definitions IE definitions and Elementary Procedure descriptions in the format that has been used for other AP protocols. For this the structure should be as agreed for Tdoc 4.

The protocol stack figure in section 4 was discussed. The decision is not to present the stack in this specification.

Tdoc 0029 "Extension of 25.410 with Cell Broadcast Protocol" from CMG/MMO was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk.

The architecture was discussed and it was understood that a Broadcast Center can be connected to many RNCs and also many Broadcast Centers can be connected to one RNC. The placement of the "new plane" in the figure for PS domain crated a lot of questions, because that domain has different constraints (i.e. each RNC can only be connected to one PS domain CN entity (SGSN)).

It was agreed that the Service Area Broadcast is another CN Domain in the Iu Interface in addition to CS and PS domains. It is called Broadcast Domain. By doing this it is possible to create rules that apply to that domain only, and there is no need to change the PS domain.

The section 4.3 Iu Interface Specification Objectives was agreed to be updated to include the following statement that exemplifies the common transport with Iu PS: "The Iu Interface shall facilitate the sharing of transport technology between Iu PS and Iu Broadcast."

It was agreed that Stawros Orkopoulos from Mannesmann will re-write the CR. On the Abbreviation list also other abbreviations form the protocol stack need to be added (like UDP, GTP-U, IP and ITUN) and the terminology from "Cell" to "Service Area" need to be updated throughout the CR.

It was agreed to add to the LS that Alain is writing that we have selected to model Service Area Broadcast as a new domain, and in our view it does not change any concepts agreed in S2. We should also ask their opinion on this aspect.

Richard Townend of BT (the rapporteur of 25.410) agreed to review the remaining part of 25.410 and propose another CR for changes that result from the new plane.

It was agreed to use the proposed protocols (ATM/AAL5/IP/TCP) for the Broadcast Application, and to document those in 25.414.

Tdoc 0030 "Extension of 25.414 with Cell Broadcast Protocol" from CMG/MMO was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk.

It was noted that the fact that we have agreed to have a new domain changes the appearance of this CR a lot.

It was agreed that a completely new and self contained section, apparently 6A, will need to be added for Broadcast Domain. Also reference to TCP/IP needs to be added. Stawros will draft a new version with these modifications.

Tdoc 0005 "Extension with the CBS Topic" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk. This document addresses UTRAN Overall Description, TS 25.401 and it was remanded to Iu SWG from the R3 opening plenary.

It was commented that the protocol in GSM does include radio related items, and in Iu these have been intentionally avoided because the CN does not know radio related items. Therefore the chairman suggested that we should create the protocol independent of radio related aspects.

The proposed changes to 25.401 were agreed with the following modifications:

· Terminology needs to be changed from "Cell" to "Service Area".

· All reference to multicast needs to be removed, because we are only addressing Broadcast.

· The functions are included, except that GSM Conversion function is removed, and Stawros will draft a LS to R2 CC S2 asking what is the usage of this function, and where it should be placed. This LS should also clarify that in current functional split the Iu does not contain radio related information, and R3 would like to keep it that way.

· Section 11.2.2 will not be included.

New versions of previously reviewed CRs:

Tdoc 0267 "Extension with Service Area Broadcast Protocol" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk. This is the new version of Tdoc 29. It was approved with the following modifications:

· Section 6.3 should be renamed to "Iu Broadcast" and the words "following the structure described in [1]" are removed.

· Text in section 7.6 is modified to read "UMTS 25.419 [14] specifies the communication requirements over the Iu interface towards the Broadcast Domain."

Tdoc 0268 "Extension with Service Area Broadcast Protocol" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk. This is the new version of Tdoc 30. It was approved with the following modifications:

· The SABC abbreviation is removed.

· A link is added to the two proposed CRs that affect existing section 6.1.4 (Tdoc 77 and the new version of Tdoc 155). It should be stated that any change agreed for section 6.1.4 should also apply to the proposed new section 7.1.3.

· The abbreviation TCP is Transmission Control Protocol, and the date of that RFC is September 1981.

· References 20 and 21 can be removed because they already exist.

13.4
Other

Transcoder allocation ---186, ---185, 107 (LS), 230 (LS)

Tdoc 0230 "Procedure for TrFO break" from N2 was presented. It was agreed to present the related documents before entering the discussions.

Tdoc 0185 "New Procedure for the allocation of the transcoder" was presented by Dr. Yamagata of NTT DoCoMo. Also the LS in Tdoc 107 was included to the discussion.
Tdoc 0107 "LS on Iu Userplane Initialization at Inter MSC-HO" was included to this discussion, because it is related to this item.

It was commented that the solution proposed in Tdoc 185 would in DoCoMo's view be applicable also for the inter-MSC relocation problem presented in the LS in Tdoc 107. It was clarified that the RFCIs to be used for the inserted transcoder would be fetched from the source RNC by the Anchor RNC.

Alain Maupin of Ericsson asked if the possibility to communicate with the target RNC and initialise the U-Plane as already defined would cause a break that is significantly greater than the one anyway caused by adding a transcoder.

It was pointed was pointed out that to initialise the u-plane via the c-plane is in contradiction with the functional split between c-plane and u-plane.

It was also pointed out that there is not always a c-plane connection to the involved parties (e.g. when call parties are under different MSCs), but in TrFO case there is always a u-plane connection, and that could be used more naturally. Alain Maupin of Ericsson also added that the in-band signalling is usually faster than c-plane signalling.

The claim from DoCoMo was that user plane procedure causes a bigger break, but the significance of the actual break has not been studied.

It was also pointed out that there is also another possibility within the MSC that is to initialise the u-plane in-band before connecting the transcoder to the call. That could be implementation dependent solution.

Also it was pointed out that in both schemes, when the TrFO is broken, the Frame quality estimation (related to erroneous SDUs) is not available to the transcoder in the Anchor RNC.

It was pointed out that the schedule for TFO is June 2000, and the question pointed out was that how different solutions is S4 willing to accept for TrFO and TFO. It was commented that the solutions for TFO and TrFO should be aligned, even though it was not clear what there is to align.

It was decided to return to the item in the following meeting, and the proposals in Tdoc 185 and 186 were not agreed.

Response to LS in Tdoc 107:

A LS will be drafted by Dr Yamagata of NTT DoCoMo to inform N1 that R3 is studying the item but currently there is no solution. R3 will try to find a solution for R99 if possible.

Response to LS in Tdoc 230:

A LS will be drafted by Alain to inform N2 that we have discussed the solution they present and a number of concerns have been raised ( see discussion for Tdocs 185 and 186). Also we would like them to wait for our conclusions before updating their documentation.

Tdoc 0186 "CR on New Procedure for the allocation of the transcoder" from NTT DoCoMo was not presented because the concept needed more discussion (see above discussion for Tdoc 185).

Incoming Liaison Statements; 56, 103, 106 (answer), 107, 108, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 242, 243, 244, 245, 248, 249, 250

Tdoc 056 "Liaison Statement on usage of RANAP over MAP/E at intra UMTS inter MSC handover/relocation" from SA2 was discussed. It was commented that if we don't use RANAP, then some functionality e.g. Relocation cancellation will not work, so that is one argument for using RANAP. It was pointed out that new messages and Bearer capabilities would be needed in order for BSSMAP to support RANAP functionality, so substantial modifications are required. It was not clear how much SMG2 would be willing to enhance BSSMAP.

The possibility to include this item to RRM AdHoc was discussed, but was not seen suitable for the scope of that meeting.

It was agreed that Alain Maupin of Ericsson drafts a LS in response and it should including the following items:

· We have the understanding that RANAP could be used, and was designed to be used for UMTS to UMTS handover/relocation and is as such usable in MAP-E Interface.

· Just for clarification we should mention that according to current architecture RNC only supports RANAP, and does not have BSSMAP in the protocol stack RANAP carries BSSMAP information as in RANAP IEs.

· It is seen, although not in the scope of R3, that BSSMAP needs substantial changes to support functionality e.g. Relocation Cancel and UMTS Bearer Capabilities.

· It is not in the scope of R3 to decide this.

· If a specification like 09.08, derived from 08.08 is being created from RANAP then R3 would like to be included in the discussion.

Tdoc 0103 "Reply to LS on usage of NSAPI, RB identity, RAB ID and TEID (incoming LS)" from CN1 was discussed. Alain Maupin of Ericsson commented that there are contributions from Ericsson on this item (Tdocs 69 and 70). It was agreed to return to this in agenda item 10.2 with the related contributions.

Tdoc 0106 "LS on the Transport of Codec Information during the Codec Negotiation between MS and MSC" from CN1 was discussed. The attached Tdoc N1-000163 was also reviewed in detail. The item was discussed for a while to understand the concept. It was clarified that what they are proposing is that the CC message to be used for codec change is included with RAB Assignment and HO Command messages as transparent information only to be sent to the UE.

Dr Yamagata from NTT DoCoMo informed the group that R2 had not made the decision on this issue in their meeting on the previous week. He also clarified that the reason why CN1 had selected to group the coded command with the RR level message is because the handover switching and codec change need to be done simultaneously. DoCoMo has contribution Tdoc 183 proposing the solution.

It was agreed that Yamagata from NTT DoCoMo will draft a LS to CN1 and R2 with the following information:

· We realise that this is against the principle of separating the protocol layers (i.e. L3 UE - CN messages are always transferred with Direct Transfer protocol), but it is agreeable to us as an exception to that principle if:

· CN1 further clarify why the HO switching and codec change are needed at the same time and separate Direct Transfer message can not be used. (i.e. that this is the only solution).

· and also R2 agrees to it.

· Also it is our understanding that this CC layer message is not used for codec mode change, but only for codec change.

It was later agreed NOT TO SEND THIS LS (that is Tdoc 338 is cancelled). See discussion in agenda item 10.2 for NAS PDU IE for Tdocs 183 and 184 and LSs in Tdocs 106 and 248.

Tdoc 0107 "LS on Iu Userplane Initialization at Inter  MSC-HO" from CN1 was discussed. It was clarified that the problematic case is with the case shown in Annex A-3, and with the so called "opposite side" (the side that used to be in a TrFO call but now has a call with transcoeder). It was clarified that the target RNC will always initialise the Iu User plane, and the initialisation will go to Iu U-Plane peer entity, which will be the transcoder added.

It was discussed that it is not necessary for the "opposite system" to know about a HO in the other side, and therefore the Opposite MSC would not need to take Transcoder into use.

The transcoder needs to be able to initialise the U-Plane anyway. Tdocs185 and 186 from DoCoMo are addressing the issue, and it was agreed to return to this when they are discussed (The agreed response is described there).

Tdoc 0108 "Response Liaison Statement on Partial SRNS Relocation" from CN1 was discussed. Also the attached Tdoc N1-99E22 was reviewed.

It was clarified that the RABs that can not be supported after the relocation can be dropped during the relocation as currently assumed by R3, and the LS just clarifies that there will also be explicit CC level signalling to release the surplus CC instances.

It was also noted that the priority handling principles were not in conflict with the current R3 design.

With this understanding the document was noted.

Tdoc 0230 "Procedure for TrFO break" from N2 was moved to agenda item 13.4 with related contributions.

Tdoc 0231 "Proposed liaison statement on the use of RANAP for intra‑UMTS inter‑MSC Handover/Relocation" from N2 to N1 (CC S2, R3, SMG2) was reviewed. Noted.

Tdoc 0232 "Proposed Liaison Statement on Updates to 3G 29.010 by Introduction of UMTS to GSM Handover" from N2 to R3 was reviewed.

There was no attachment, so the discussion was deferred to until the attachments are found.

Note: The attachment was never found, thus the urgent question could not be answered!

Tdoc 0233 "Proposed Response to LS on location and control of speech codec" from N2 to S2 (cc: S4, R1, R3 and N1) was reviewed. Noted (relates to items for which we have received other LSs).

Tdoc 0234 "Proposed response liaison statement on Emergency calls using IMEI as UE identifier" from N2 to N1 (cc: S1, S2, R2 and R1) was reviewed. Noted.

Tdoc 0235 "Proposed Liaison Statement on the definition of the Service Area identification" from N2 to R3, R2 and S2 was reviewed. It was agreed that a CR to 25.401 or 25.413 is likely to be needed. Siemens took the assignment to find the CR on 23.003 so that we can better determine what change is needed to our documents.

Tdoc 0242 "Response to LS (N1-99E68) on Emergency calls using IMEI as UE identifier" from R2 to N1 (cc: R3, S1, S2 and N2) was reviewed. Noted.

Tdoc 0243 "Response to LS (N1-99F55) on Maximum size of N-PDU" from R2 to N1 (cc: R3, S2 and N3) was reviewed. Noted.

Tdoc 0244 "Response to LS (R3-99j65) on SAPI in Direct Transfer message" from R2 to R3, N1 (cc: S2) was reviewed. Noted.

Tdoc 0245 "Response to LS (R3-99k17) on Request for clarification on DRX related parameters" from R2 to R3 and N1 was reviewed. It was noted that the part that might affect Iu are related to parameter k and the fact that for what R2 calls NAS paging it may be set from the CN.

It was agreed to draft a LS back (Pierre Lescuyer from Nortel will do this) to N1 and R2 to ask: It is assumed that to set the DRX parameters for each UE has some benefits, and that is why K appears in Iu. For that we have a concern that it seems difficult to keep the principle that CN and Radio related items are separated in their sides of Iu. Also if we have a UE registered to both CS and PS domain, how is it possible to set the single k, or if there are separate K's for each domain.

Tdoc 0248 "Response to LS (N1-000163) on Transport of Codec Information during the Codec Negotiation between MS and MSC " from R2 to N1 (cc: R3 and N2) was reviewed. It was agreed to discuss this with related documents (Tdoc 183 and 184) in agenda item 10.2.

Tdoc 0249 "Response to LS (R3-99k17) on Request for clarification on DRX related parameters" from R2 to R3 and N1 was reviewed. Noted

Tdoc 0250 "Response to LS (N1-000135) on Usage of NSAPI, RB identity, RAB ID and TEID" from R2 to R3 and N1 (cc: S2, N2) was reviewed. This is the same communication as in Tdoc 103 from N1

Outgoing Liaisons

Tdoc 329 "LS on Adding the requirement for CN to map the NAS Binding information to RAB ID" to S2 (CC: R2, N1 and N2) was presented by the author, Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is in response to LSs in Tdocs 103 and 250, and also relates to discussions for Tdocs 69 and 70. It was approved with the change that the source is changed to Iu SWG. This has already been sent to ongoing S2 meeting!
Tdoc 330 "LS on Adding the mapping of RAB IDs and RB IDs into RRC container" to R2 (CC: S2, N1 and N2) was presented by the author, Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is in response to LSs in Tdocs 103 and 250, and also relates to discussions for Tdocs 69 and 70. It was approved with the change that the source is changed to Iu SWG. This has already been sent to ongoing S2 meeting!
Tdoc 269 "LS on Conversion of GSM related CBS DRX Information" to R2 and T2 (cc: S2) was presented by the author, Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann Mobilfunk. This is in relation to discussion for Tdoc 5. It was approved with the change that the source is changed to Iu SWG. This has already been sent to ongoing S2 meeting!
Tdoc 340 "RANAP Signalling procedures in case of Unsuccessful Integrity check" to S3 was presented by the author, Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone Airtouch. This is result form discussion on Tdocs 173, 177, 176 and 178.It was agreed with the following modifications:

· Source is changed to R3

· Statement in the Square brackets is modified to read: [The RAB Release Request procedure will be amended such if the CN receives such a message it does not mean that the RAB shall be released, rather it should be released]. It will also be placed in more natural place.

· Third paragraph: statement in parenthesis is modified to read: (once for every signalling message that has integrity checksum failed).

· The annex is removed, but a reference to the section that it shows is inserted.

Tdoc 327 "Liaison Statement on Cell Broadcast Protocol" to S1, S2, T2 and R2 was presented by the author, Alain Maupin of Ericsson. It was agreed with the modification that the very last paragraph removed, and a couple of typos are corrected. (The new version in Tdoc 366 was not reviewed due to changes being so simple).

Tdoc 349 "Proposed response to LS on the Transport of Codec Information during the Codec Negotiation between MS and MSC (Transfer of “Selected CODEC” CC Message)" was presented by the author Dr. Yamagata form NTT DoCoMo. This is answer to the LS from N1 in Tdoc 106 and the LS form R2 in Tdoc 248. It was agreed with the modification that the second and third paragraph now read:

"In TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #10, held in Gothenburg, Sweden, through 24 – 28 January 2000, RAN WG3 discussed the LS. As a result, RAN WG3 agrees to the working assumption made by CN WG1 related to the “Selected Codec” CC message transfer and has made necessary enhancements in RANAP to transfer “Selected Codec” CC message both in RAB ASSIGNMENT REQUEST and RELOCATION REQUEST messages.
Besides the issue, RAN WG3 kindly asks for confirmation from CN1 on RAN WG3’s assumption that the CC “Selected CODEC” message contains only the selected CODEC type and does not contain the selected modes of the CODEC type."

Tdoc 326 "Response Laison Statement on procedure for TrFO break" to N2, CC S4 was presented by the author, Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is in response to LS in Tdoc 230, and related to discussions for Tdocs 185 and 186. It was agreed as proposed.

Tdoc 328 "Liaison Statement on usage of RANAP over MAP/E at intra UMTS inter MSC handover/relocation" to S2, CC N1, N2 and SMG2 was presented by the author, Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is in response to LS in Tdoc 56. It was agreed with the second paragraph modified to read:

"RAN3 has designed RANAP, among other things, for intra UMTS inter MSC handover/relocation, and therefore it is usable for MAP–E interface."

Tdoc 331 "Proposed LS to TSG-RAN/WG3 and TSG-CN/WG1 on DRX related parameters" to R2 was presented by the author, Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. This is in response to LS in Tdoc 245. It was agreed with the following modifications:

· In title the WG3 is changed to WG2.

· The last paragraph is removed.

Tdoc 319 "Proposed Response to LS on Iu User-plane Initialisation at Inter MSC-HO" to CN WG1, SA WG4 was presented by the author, Dr Yamagata of NTT DoCoMo. This is in response to LS in Tdoc 107, and related to discussions for Tdocs 185 and 186. It was agreed as proposed.
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