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Introduction

This document presents the report from Iu SWG meeting held on 28 February - 2 March 2000 during TSG RAN WG3 meeting #11 in Sophia Antipolis, France. 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 necessarily correspond to the order in which 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 

Iu-PS protocol stack: -673

Tdoc 0673 "Protocol stack updates" from Motorola was presented by the chairman. It was clarified by Motorola (Kevan Hobbis later joined the discussion) that the ITUN to M3UA change is also a technical change in the sense that M3UA has a wider scope than ITUN used to have. Kevan also clarified that this change is included in the SIGTRAN draft RFC for SCTP. It was noted that the CR number is missing and the CN box needs to be checked. The category should be functional modification of a feature. It was approved with the above mentioned changes, and Motorola will create a new version.

The new version of this is in Tdoc 742 (CR4r1), but it hasn't been handled in the Iu SWG.

RABid: -602 CR2

Tdoc 0602 "Changing local RAB ID to global" (CR2) was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

9
Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)

9.1
Editorial CRs

-603 CR6, -604 CR7, ----716

Tdoc 0603 "O&M data addition" (CR6) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. The technology was approved in principle with the following notes: The setting of the counters and timers should be left outside the specification, and the new section O&M Data is not included. The Counters section is renamed "Maximum values of repetition counters". A new CR needs to be produced without the time alignment part, and a new version of CR1 needs to be produced, where changes related to this technology are also shown, and a note is made that these changes are only applicable if CR6r1 is approved. The category of this CR will be Correction. See Tdoc 781.

Tdoc 0604 "Modification of the CRC description" (CR7) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved with the modification that the class is functional modification of a feature. See Tdoc 782.

Tdoc 0716 "Alignment of generic primitive names to and from the GTP-U with TS 29.060" (CR15) was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was commented that the inclusion of the proposed GTP details jeopardises the independence of the protocol layers, and therefore the proposal was not approved.

NEW UPDATE VERSIONS OF CRs:

Tdoc 0781 "Addition of section for maximum values of repetition counters" (CR6r1) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of CR 6 in Tdoc 603. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0785 "Addition of section for maximum values of repetition counters" (CR1r1) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of CR 1 in Tdoc 347 that had been approved in Göteborg, but needed to be changed due to decisions in this meeting. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0782 "Modification of the CRC description" (CR7r1) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of CR 7 in Tdoc 604. It was approved as proposed. 

9.2
Corrective / Modification CRs 

-605 CR8, -606 CR9, -607 CR10, -608 CR11, ---715 CR14

Tdoc 0605 "Initialisation and rate control" (CR8) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. Approved with the modifications that the length of the TI field is only 1 bit (instead of 4 bits), and the word '* Optional' is removed from figures 11 and 12. (See outcome in Tdoc 783)

Tdoc 0606 "Description of Initial RFCI in Initialisation" (CR9) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved with the following modifications (See outcome in Tdoc 784):

· The ICM definition should read: "It is the Codec Mode that is used as the first Codec Mode."

· Section 6.5.2.1 the words "in the reverse direction" are replaced by "in the down link direction"

· section 6.5.2.1: the statement in parenthesis (as indicated by the RAB parameters) is removed.

· section 6.5.2.1: The last new statement was changed to read: "The first RFCI implies the Initial Codec Mode (ICM)".

Also it was discussed whether this needs to be clearly stated that this is dependent on the corresponding RANAP CR#39. Ericsson clarified that their initial understanding was that if CN indicates the codec mode via RANAP, then that should be used by the RNC, and if this is not possible then the RAB is not set up. They had just heard from their N1 delegate that the ICM indication from the CN (in RANAP) would not be required, and therefore the RANAP CR is no longer applicable, and needs not be tied to this.

Tdoc 0607 "Cleanup of 25.415" (CR10) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0608 "Removal of FQC field from PDU type 1" (CR11) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. The proposal was withdrawn.

Tdoc 0715 "Removal of Rate Control from Iu-UP-Status Request primitive" (CR14) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0717 "Removal of the option to use an SSCS function on Iu interface" (CR16) was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was clarified that the SSSAR layer is needed for non transparent data (support mode), and therefore the CR was not approved.

Also it was commented by Dr. Yamagata from DoCoMo that the UDI field should be used for UDI service. The usage of UUI field was discussed, and Ericsson commented that there is no way to pass this information to the upper layers. Another CR would be needed to capture both points (the usage and passing to upper layers).

NEW UPDATE VERSIONS OF CRs:

Tdoc 0783 "Initialisation and rate control" (CR8r1) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of CR 8 in Tdoc 605. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0784 "Description of Initial RFCI in Initialisation" (CR9r1) was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of CR 9 in Tdoc 606. It was approved as proposed. It was later understood that due to development in other groups, this CR9 needs to be withdrawn.

10
Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413) 

-663
Tdoc 0663 "RANAP ASN.1 Description updated according to R3 approved CRs" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. Document noted.

10.1
Editorial CRs

512 CR26, -609 CR30, ---710 CR24r1 -660 CR24r1, ---704
Tdoc 0512 "Enhancement of the description of the message type IE" (CR26) from Ericsson had already been approved in the opening plenary.
Tdoc 0609 "Editorial changes to RANAP" (CR30) was presented briefly by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0710 "Revision of CR 24 on 25.413 v3.0.0" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. Another revision of CR 24 is presented in Tdoc 660, and it was decided to review that also.

Tdoc 0660 "Updating ASN.1 description in CR 24 to RANAP (Tdoc 377)" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia.

Decisions on Tdocs 660 and 710:
The documents are not in contradiction and are supporting each other and it was agreed to merge them. Ericsson will do the combining work (see Tdoc 799 below).

Tdoc 799 "Corrections of RANAP RAB parameters" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is the combination of Tdocs 660 and 710. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0704 "Editorial changes to RANAP" from the secretary was presented by the chairman, Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. This proposes to use the ">" sign in the tabular format to highlight indentation.

10.2
Corrective / Modification CRs  

NAS binding id / RAB-ids: -610, -611 CR31, -612 CR32

Tdoc 0610 "Global RAB ID and local Iu Bearer ID in RANAP" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was noted that 25.410 had been updated already. It was agreed that the local RAB Id can be removed as long as the Iu Signalling Connection Id is accepted (something like presented in Tdoc 709). It was also agreed to send the LSs (or just combined one) as proposed. Ericsson will do the drafting.

This LS is presented in Tdoc 802.

Tdoc 0611 "Definition of global RAB ID in RANAP" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. Approved with the modification that a sentence is added that there are two purposes to this, one is the binding, and the other is the identification also in the RNC. Also the wording "transparently transferred" is changed to something better.

Tdoc 0612 "Renaming NAS Binding information to RAB ID and removing local RAB ID in RANAP" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was also agreed to change the word "instance" to "connection" in section 8.2.2 near to where other changes were proposed. Also instead of changing NAS Binding Information to just "RAB Id" change it to "the content of RAB Id"

NEW VERSIONS:

Tdoc 0800 "Definition of global RAB ID in RANAP" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 611. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0801 "Renaming NAS Binding information to RAB ID and removing local RAB ID in RANAP" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 612. It was approved as proposed.

selected Codec negotiation: -619 CR39,

Tdoc 0619 "Initial Codec Mode in RAB ASSIGNMENT REQUEST" was withdrawn by the contributor (Ericsson). This is due to the recent development in the area in other groups. It was also commented that there should be a LS to this group on this item, but it had not been received yet (or at least not reviewed).

others

Abnormal events: -640 CR52

Tdoc 0640 "Addition of exception to Error Indication" from BT was not presented because it had already been approved in the opening plenary.

Paging param: -648  

Tdoc 0648 "Addition of Paging related parameter" was presented by Akinori Shimamura of Fujitsu. It was clarified that "k" is part of GMM level information, and is negotiated at that level between the CN and the UE. The document was agreed with the following modifications:

· The name is changed to "DRX Cycle Length Coefficient",

· The range of the INTEGER is 2-12 

· The IE Id for that is allocated from the end of the list

· The definition of the IE needs to be added to section 9.2.1.x.

Tdoc 0813 "Addition of Paging related parameter" was presented by Akinori Shimamura of Fujitsu. This is the revised version of Tdoc 648. It was agreed with the following modifications:

· In the ASN.1 description a "-" is added after DRX

· Reference to the formula for DRX cycle length does not need to be presented, but just the reference is made to RRC specification. As a consequence the RRC specification needs to be added to the reference list.

Tdoc 0842 "Addition of Paging related parameter" was presented by Akinori Shimamura of Fujitsu. This is the revised version of Tdoc 813. It was approved as proposed.

Div Ericsson: -613 CR33,  -614 CR34, -615 CR35, -616 CR36, -617 CR37, -618 CR38, -620 CR40, -621 CR41, -622 CR42, -623 CR43, -624 CR44, -625 CR45, -626 CR46, -627 CR47, -628 CR48, -629 CR49, -630 CR50, -631 CR51, ---711 CR68, ---712 CR69, ---713 CR70

Tdoc 0613 "Correction of the tabular format for the Cause IE" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0614 "CN Domain Identifier in Target ID in Relocation Required" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The different scenarios were discussed, and the benefits were tried to be listed. The question is whether routing tables based on NRC-Id or RAC/LAC would need to be implemented in the CN nodes. It was not approved for now, and it was decided to conduct some offline discussions to clarify the item.

It was later reported from the offline discussions that both Nokia and Siemens now agree to having the additions as proposed in the document, so it was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0615 "CN Domain Indicator in RESET" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was understood that the CN domain Id is needed also in the RNC to CN direction to route the RESET message to the right domain in a combined CN node scenario. Therefore the CR was not approved

Tdoc 0616 "Clarification of when RELOCATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE will contain the transparent container" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0617 "Clarifying of failure situations for RAB Assignment" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0618 "DL/UL GTP-PDU Sequence Numbers on wrong level in RAB Assignment Response" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0620 "Clarification of the interaction between Event Reported and Direct Reported Location Reporting" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

It was discussed whether event triggered reporting should also be allowed for the change of geographical area. It was understood that this would also require the definition of what geographical area change is reported, and therefore this would be an item for another CR.

Tdoc 0621 "New Paging Cause in RANAP" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was realised that the paging cause list really is NAS level information, and the group felt that none of this should be here. It was pointed out that this is already in RRC specification. It was agreed to contact R2 off line to find out whether they would like to correct this to e.g. some transparent NAS level information, or at minimum find out what the new paging cause values are. Nortel agreed to find this out. The document was not approved at this time.

Pierre Lescuyer from Nortel returned to the item on the next day, and he reported that the R2 chair had been in favour to make this a NAS level information. The content and coding would need to be specified in N1 in 24.008. It was agreed to draft a LS to N1 and R2 proposing this approach (Pierre and Alain will draft this, it is in Tdoc 898 (reviewed) ->Tdoc 917 (not reviewed in IuSWG)). If possible the LS could propose an example coding for this information.

Tdoc 0622 "Clarifications in the Paging and Common ID procedures" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The following was decided.

· Section 8.15: It was commented that the fact that IMSI is used for paging group calculation is something to be defined in the RRC, and not in the RANAP protocol, so the additions related to paging co-ordination part needs to be removed, except for the change from "e.g." to "i.e.". It was also agreed to change "another CN" to "the other CN domain". In the 5th paragraph below the bullet list the proposed words "to the radio interface protocol (ref [10])" are changed to "transparently to the UE". The proposed text for Non Searching Indication should be replaced with "In the absence of this IE, UTRAN paging co-ordination shall be performed".

· Section 8.16: The proposed text related to paging group calculation can be removed. Also "e.g." is added just before "to create" in the first paragraph, and (i.e. IMSI) is added after NAS UE identity below the figure.

Tdoc 0623 "Aligning the definition of N-PDU Sequence Number throughout RANAP" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed, with the understanding that the size of the PDCP Sequence number need to be checked with R2 (some news were heard that the size had been increased to 16 bits).

Tdoc 0624 "Cause value “RAB pre-empted” moved from IU RELEASE REQUEST to RAB RELEASE REQUEST" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0625 "Clarification of relation between RAB and Radio Bearers" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0626 "Cause value to use in connection with Relocation Preparation" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0627 "Correction of range for security algorithms and number of keys" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0628 "User data before RAB ASSIGNMENT RESPONSE" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The different scenarios for this were discussed. Figure 47 (section 6.12.1) 23.060 indicates that the RAB Assignment Response would arrive to the SGSN first, and therefore this capability from the SGSN would not be required. It was also commented that there is no assurance in practice that this order always applies. 

The proposal was not approved at this time, and instead it was agreed to send a LS to S2 and N1 drafted by Anders (Tdoc 887, see in this report).

The LS includes the following: It explains that the current design of RAB Assignment procedure assumes that the u-plane connection need to be available only after completion of the procedure (i.e. after the RAB Assignment Response message). We have studied 23.060 for the RAB re-establishment case, and it seems not completely clear whether this assumption can still be kept, or whether the SGSN should be ready to receive uplink packets before the RAB Assignment procedure is completed. R3 has not planned to design another procedure for re-establishment. R3 would also like to confirm the understanding from signalling flows in 23.060 that there is no SM level service acceptance message in this case (i.e. the UE can send the UL packet right after Radio Bearer Assignment Response).

Tdoc 0629 "Security information in Relocation messages" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Tdoc 661 was addressing the same issue, and was presented also.

Tdoc 0661 "CR to 25.413: Modifying Conditions for security information in Source RNC to Target RNC Transparent Container" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia.

Discussion and decisions for Tdocs 629 and 661:

It was understood that the case when the Integrity information would not be available in the Source RNC before relocation is only limited to the case when relocation is performed to the signalling channel only. All the proposals in Tdoc 629 are approved as proposed.

The proposed changes to the text part of 9.2.1.28 and 9.2.1.30 as presented in Tdoc 661 were approved. There seemed to be some hesitation related to removing the conditions "ifintraUMTS" as proposed in Tdoc 661, because it was not clear if that information would be available also from GSM BSS in GSM to UMTS Relocation, and that part of the document was not approved.

Tdoc 0630 "Resetting of HFN when new security keys are activated" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0631 "Clarification of Elementary Procedure Definition" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was agreed with the modification that the words "for the same UE" from the end of the proposed text.

Tdoc 0711 "Relocation execution trigger" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was clarified that the relocation trigger for Hard HO may also be RNSAP RELOCATION COMMIT message. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0712 "Start Timer TDATAfwd upon reception of RELOCATION COMMAND" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0713 "Target Cell ID at SRNS Relocation with UE involvement" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was clarified that the RNSAP container is proposed so that the cell Id would not be visible to the CN. It was pointed out by Chenghock Ng of NEC that there may be problems related to sending this RNSAP container from a GSM BSC. It was agreed that with the understanding that the whole container is completely transparent to the CN, it is enough to put d-RNTI and target cell Id as explicit IEs in the container. The conditions for the usage of those will be presented (UE not involved in relocation and UE involved in relocation respectively).

NEW VERSIONS OF ERICSSON CRs:

Tdoc 0884 "Clarifications in the Paging and Common ID procedures" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 622 (042r1). It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0885 "Clarification of Elementary Procedure Definition" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 631 (051r1). It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0886 "Clarification of Elementary Procedure Definition" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 713 (070r1). It was approved as proposed. It was later realised that there were some comment markers (--) missing from the ASN.1 part, so a new revision is produced. It is Tdoc 936 (not reviewed again).

Div Nokia: -661 CR55, -662 CR56, -664 CR57, -665 CR58, -666 

Tdoc 0661 "CR to 25.413: Modifying Conditions for security information in Source RNC to Target RNC Transparent Container". This document was discussed with Tdoc 629 (see above).

Tdoc 0662 "Coding and definition of RANAP Relocation Information" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. The group discussed the item extensively, and there seemed to be a will to have another way to do this. The proposal was not accepted at this time. Since the problem is still unresolved, It was agreed to return to the item on the following day.

When the discussion was resumed, it was agreed to use the ASN.1 definition as proposed in the document. The procedure description was discussed, and it was realised that the decoding part of this message is not very clear. It should be stated that the when the receiving end gets the octets form the local RNSAP process, it will apply decoding to it as for any received RANAP message. The information is passed to the appropriate processes. Also it is better not to mention RNSAP in the procedure. The text referring to this being internal to the RNC is removed. It will be placed in new section 11 Special Procedures for RNC to RNC Communication.

Tdoc 0664 "CR to 25.413: Clarification of CN actions for RAB Release Request" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was agreed with the following changes:

· The text for the interaction section was modified to read: "if the CN decides to release some or all indicated RABs.... (end remaining the same, and beginning removed)

· The latter part of the first proposed sentence (starting from ", and if accepted..." is removed.

Tdoc 0665 "CR to 25.413: Clarification of CN actions for Iu Release Request" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was agreed with the change that in the interaction section the beginning is removed all the way up till the word "if" (similarly as was agreed to Tdoc 664).

Tdoc 0666 "Proposed modification to CRs on Message Type IE (modified CR26 on RANAP shown as an example)" from Nokia was presented because it had been discussed in the plenary already (withdrawn -> not approved).

NEW VERSIONS OF NOKIA CRs:

Tdoc 0844 "CR to 25.413: Clarifying the usage of transparent containers in Relocation" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. This is the new version of CR55 in Tdoc 661. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0845 "CR to 25.413: Clarification of CN actions for RAB Release Request" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. This is the new version of CR57 in Tdoc 664. It was approved with the modification that an extra "the" needs to be removed (The new version is in Tdoc 920 which was not reviewed).

Tdoc 0846 "CR to 25.413: Clarification of CN actions for Iu Release Request" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. This is the new version of CR58 in Tdoc 665. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0950 "Coding and definition of RANAP Relocation Information" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. This is CR56r1, for which earlier version was provided in Tdoc 662. The text was modified to make it more independent of RNSAP, and clarified sending to the Iu meaning sending to the CN via the Iu Interface. With these modifications the CR was approved (new version is to be presented in the closing plenary).

Div NEC:  --649, --650 CR11r1, --651 CR9r1, --652 CR10r1

Tdoc 0649 "CR to 25.413: Editorial correction of cause in RANAP" was presented partially by Chenghock Ng of NEC. Chenghock reported that the proposal is basically the same as in Tdoc 614, which had already been approved, but the change to the ASN.1 description still applies. This part of the CR was approved.

Tdoc 0650 "CR to 25.413: missing cause value in RANAP (CR11r1)" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0651 "CR to 25.413: cause value range of cause miscelleneous in RANAP (CR9r1)" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. Approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0652 "CR to 25.413: Cause value related to relocation (CR10r1)" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. Approved as proposed.

NEW VERSIONS OF NEC CRs:

Tdoc 0847 "CR to 25.413: Editorial correction of Cause in RANAP" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is the new version of Tdoc 0649. The only change is the name of the cause value. Approved as proposed.

Div Nortel: --671, --672

Tdoc 0671 "Definition of "categorisation parameter" IE for the CN broadcast procedure" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel Networks. It was agreed to present Tdoc 739 also because it describes the usage of the procedure.

Tdoc 0739 "Clarification and correction of the CN broadcast procedure" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel Networks.

Discussion and decisions on Tdocs 671 and 739:

Tdoc 739: It was discussed whether it would be more efficient to have indication that a certain Broadcast Information piece is to be turned. It was clarified that the priority is only meaningful between the Broadcast Information Pieces from the CN (all CN nodes), and not compared to the system information to be broadcast from the RNC only. The priority related to the RNC related broadcast is not an issue, because they are using "separate resources" in the sense that they use separate fields in an RRC Broadcast message, and there is a maximum size to both fields. Pierre also clarified that the broadcast is a best effort service. It was understood that the relation of NAS and AS related broadcast is an RRC issue.

The document was agreed with the following changes:

· It was agreed to add a "Broadcast Information Piece Control" (ENUMERATED (on, off)) IE to Broadcast Information Piece group.

· Also the Import statement needs to be updated.

· The text on turning off the broadcasting need to be updated, and written from the RNC point of view.

· The repetition period, and all related text is removed.

· Then also the Priority IE that is the only item in categorisation parameters can be listed and the main level for Broadcast Information Piece group. Also text can be modified accordingly

· The CR number 1 from Tdoc 671 can be used for the updated content of Tdoc 739.

Tdoc 671: No longer applicable and not approved (only the CR number used).

Tdoc 0672 "Removal of RANAP Forward SRNS context procedure" was presented by Claire Laloë of Nortel Networks. It was discussed that the Gn interface has the corresponding functionality. Siemens also commented that according to their knowledge, it is required to have loss less relocation even if Iur is not available. The main point from Nortel is that the functionality now is in two places.

There was not enough support for removal of the functionality, so the proposal was not approved.

NEW VERSIONS OF NORTEL CRs:

Tdoc 0851 "Clarification and correction of the CN broadcast procedure" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel Networks. This is the new version of CR 1 in Tdoc 739. It was approved with the modification that the presence of NAS Broadcast Information IE is made conditional to the value of Information Control IE being on.

The new version of this is in Tdoc 924, which has not been reviewed by Iu SWG

Div Lucent: ----708, 709

Tdoc 0708 "Addition of Iu signalling connection identity" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. Agreement in principle was reached that this type of functionality is needed for RANAP. It was also discussed that the mechanism used in SCCP to allocate the local reference by both ends could used here as well. It was thought to be easier to allocate one Id from the end that initiates the signalling connection. Lucent will draft a version of the CR based on these agreements.

Tdoc 0709 "Iu signalling connection identity" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. This is the CR drafted based on the discussion for Tdoc 708. It was agreed with the following modifications:

· The Signalling Connection Id is allocated in either INITIAL UE MESSAGE or the RELOCATION REQUEST, but only in one of them, i.e. one Id is allocated for each Signalling connection.

· The presence of the parameter is Mandatory, but the receiving end should not be required to check that the allocation is unique.

· The allocation should be made from a divided numbering space. The size of the Id will be checked.

· The name for the resource release procedure should be Reset Resource.

· It also needs to be stated that this is used only for releasing the resources in error situation and not for normal release.

· The list of Ids should be sent in the Reset Resource.

· The changes to this version of the CR do not need to be shown with revision marks.

NEW VERSIONS OF LUCET CRs:

Tdoc 0795 "Iu signalling connection identity" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. This is the updated version of Tdoc 0709. It was agreed with the following modifications:

· It should be stated that the receiving entity is required to memorise the Connection Id for the duration of the connection.

· Indentation needs to be added in the list of Connection Ids.

· The last paragraph from both cases of the procedure description can be removed (starting with "In the case where no response...).

· Write the procedure description starting by "the XX start the procedure by sending the Reset Resource message....", and the "conditions" for running the procedure are stated in the general section.

· Instead of "SCCP processor" we use the terminology "signalling transport processor".

· The ASN.1 part may need to be updated (Siemens is checking).

Tdoc 0925 "Iu signalling connection identity" was presented by Emiliano Mastromartino of Lucent. This is the updated version of Tdoc 0795. It was agreed with the following modifications:

· Terminology "identifier" instead of "identity" is used consistently.

· The procedure should have its own procedure code in ASN.1

· In general the codes and section numbers should get the next free numbers after adding the CN DEACTIVATE TRACE.

· section 9.1.14 in the proposed new text "to be released" is changed to "to release"

· In section 8.YY.1.1 the "should release" is changed to "shall release", and "should always return" is changed to "shall always return" to make the procedure symmetrich.

· message name RESET RESOURCE ACKNOWLEDGE should be used consistently.

· 9.1.40 and 9.1.41: "lu" changed to "Iu"

· Procedure name Reset Resource is used consistently instead of Iu signalling connection release.

· "and which" is added right after the comma to the new proposed text in Initial UE Message and Relocation Required procedure sections.

Tdoc 0937 "Iu signalling connection identity" was presented by the chairman. This is the updated version of Tdoc 0925. It was agreed with the modifications that the section numbers start from 9.1.41 and IE ids from 77. Also ACK is changed to ACKNOWLEDGE in one figure. Also final check for the ASN.1 is required. NEC will complete this for the closing plenary.

Tdoc 0948 "Iu signalling connection identity" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is the updated version of Tdoc 0937 (now 67r4). It was approved as proposed.

Div Siemens: ---677, ---678, ---679, ---680

Tdoc 0677 "Handling of possible inconsistencies between LAI and SAI in Initial UE message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This was agreed as a starting point, and it was agreed to include some information on the usage of SAI also. A new version will be provided after some oofline discussions.

Tdoc 0678 "Removal of interaction between Iu Release and Relocation Resource" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was approved as proposed. It was also checked whether the TS 25.410 would need to be updated accordingly but this was not the case.

Tdoc 0679 "CN initiated RAB release during ongoing RAB Assignment procedure" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This proposes in a way to specify the interaction of RAB Assignment procedure with itself. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0680 "Proposed revision of CR 016 (R3-000153)" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was clarified that in the case a setup of a RAB was requested for relocation, and none was set up, then a Relocation Failure should be sent. It was agreed with the modifications the presence column for RABs Setup and RABs Failed to Setup groups are left blank, and the condition section is modified accordingly. Also the Reason for change needs to reflect the reason for all of the changes.

NEW VERSIONS OF SIEMENS CRs:

Tdoc 0913 "Handling of possible inconsistencies between LAC and SAI in Initial UE message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This presents the new version of CR 61 (now r1) that was previously discussed in Tdoc 680. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0914 "CR to 25.413: Correcting the conditions for RAB information in Relocation Request Acknowledge message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This presents the new version of CR 16 (now r2) that was previously discussed in Tdoc 677. It was approved as proposed.

CRS CREATED DURING THE MEETING ON NEW SUBJECTS:

Tdoc 0916 "CR to 25.413: Addition of an additional Cause Value  - ‘Repeated Integrity Check Failure’ for Iu Release Request" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone Airtouch. This was drafted to fulfil the requirement of S3 as presented in LS in Tdoc 778. It was agreed with the following changes:

· "check" or "checking" needs to be used consistently

· a comment needs to be added to the cover page stating that if the CR 33 on adding numbers after the cause names is agreed, then this new cause value needs to have the number as well.

· a comma needs to be added before the extension marker in the cause value table

· a space in the ASN.1 needs to be added

· The category of the CR needs to be stated Functional modification of feature

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

Tdoc 0719 "On Specifying the usage of AAL2 in case of cs services" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was discussed whether we need to enhance the level of specification to more clearly state how the AMR call is realised in AAL2 layer (i.e. how parameters are mapped). Nokia commented that there might be some benefit in doing so, but it was seen possible that it is not specified, especially because it seemingly has been a sufficient level up till now. DoCoMo commented that they don't see a need to specify the mapping of RAB parameters to AAL2 parameters, and it can be left for the implementation. Ericsson agreed to the DoCoMo view, and commented that it would restrict the implementation too much.

The item was discussed to the satisfaction of Siemens, and the proposal to define the mapping was not approved.

11.1
Editorial CRs

-632 CR6
Tdoc 0632 "Formal cleanup of 25.414" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was agreed with the modifications that the change to section 6.2 is not required, and the category is changed to correction.

Tdoc 0899 "Formal cleanup of 25.414" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is the updated version of CR6 in Tdoc 632. It was agreed as proposed. 

11.2
Corrective / Modification CRs

-633 CR7, -634 CR2r1, -635 CR8, -636 CR9
Tdoc 0633 "IPv6 support as optional in Iu and Gn" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is following an S2 decision earlier this year, but there haven't been any LS related to this. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0634 "Correction and clarification of IP over ATM in 25.414, rev 1" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. The only change is to change "must" to "shall" in already approved CR#2. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0635 "Clarification of Multi protocol encapsulation" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Sami Kekki of Nokia commented that the RFC 1483 has been updated to RFC 2684, but it was agreed that this is an issue for another CR.

Tdoc 0636 "Removal of UDP port description in 25.414" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0691 "Clarification on the Iu PS user plane" was presented by Emiliano Mastromartino of Lucent. The result of the discussion is that the CR 5 agreed in the previous meeting should be cancelled. Also CR 10 not approved.

It was further clarified that in Classical IP there can be many IP addresses mapped to one PVC, but each IP address may only be mapped to one PVC.

Tdoc 0714 "Need for default route from RNC to SGSN" was presented by Björn Ehrstedt of Ericsson. Björn summarised that there had been a lot of offline discussion on the usage of IP in the Iu interface, and the problem and been isolated to whether we only allow point-to-point PVCs or whether we allow that as an option but also allow routed option. Björn had understood that Lucent, Ericsson, and Nortel were in favour of the routable Iu, whereas Nokia preferred the point to point PVCs.

The discussion was left open, and we will return to the item. The discussion was resumed after the lunch break. Since Nokia was the only company with this reservation, it was agreed to proceed in the direction pointed in Tdoc 714. The new version of the text as modified according to offline discussions is in Tdoc 855.

Tdoc 0723 "Quality of Service Differentiation over Iu-PS" was presented by Björn Ehrstedt of Ericsson. The item was again discussed extensively. Nokia raised some concerns, but no other vendor (also DoCoMo) had any reservations it was agreed with the removal of the proposed statement "No quality of service differentiation shall be performed at the ATM layer" as redundant statement. (See Tdoc 856)

NEW VERSIONS OF CRs:

Tdoc 0855 "Need for IP routing capabilities in the SGSN" from Lucent and Ericsson was presented by Björn Ehrstedt of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 714. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0856 "Quality of Service Differentiation over Iu-PS" was presented by Björn Ehrstedt of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 723. It was approved as proposed.

As a consequence of the discussions for Tdocs 855 and 856 Lucent withdrew (Emiliano Mastromartino reported this) the documents 724 and 725
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12.1
Editorial CRs

12.2
Corrective / Modification CRs 

 APS: 417 CR1

Tdoc 0417 "Removal of ATM Protection Switching" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia. Approved as proposed.

Iu-PS protocol stack: -674

Tdoc 0674 "Protocol stack updates" was presented by Kevan Hobbis of Motorola. It was agreed with the modification that the CR number is added, the CN box needs to be checked, and category is changed to functional modification of a feature. Motorola will produce the new version.

New version in Tdoc 743 has not been reviewed by Iu SWG.

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

13.1 Tracing deactivation from CN (CRs to 25.413)

Motorola reported that S5 had treated our LS and their preference is to use 

Tdoc 0849 "Addition of Call Trace Deactivation functionality" was presented by Elliot Stewart of Motorola. It was also clarified that the "no BSS trace" value for the trace type IE is not to be used for turning off tracing. The CR was agreed with the modification that the new sections are put to the end of the list of existing procedures, and not in the middle.

Tdoc 0865 "Addition of Call Trace Deactivation functionality" was presented by Elliot Stewart of Motorola. This is the new version of Tdoc 849, it is CR71r2. It was approved as proposed.

13.2 Iu time alignment (if any issues remain)

13.3 Cell broadcast protocols between SMS-CBC and RNC (CRs to 25.401, 25.413, 25.419, 25.410)

---699 25.419

Tdoc 0699 "Service Area Broadcast Protocol (SABP)" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. The following changes were approved:

· Reference for PER Octet Aligned needs to be added (copy from RANAP).

· The terminology updates like "SABC" to "CBC" according to the previous decision need to be applied throughout the document.

· 8.1 table names don't need to have word message.

· It was agreed that the Old and New Serial numbers need to be inserted back to the procedures as they were before, because it was clarified that the message reference includes only one SA, and the confusion in the AdHoc was a mistake.

· The definition of Message Reference is added to section 3.1. It contains Message identifier, Serial Number, and SAI. It was agreed to use this in the procedure description.

· The abnormal condition sections do not need to refer to Reject (Error Indication) procedure.

· The number of Broadcasts Completed list, SAI list and Failure list should have the repetition in them.

· 8.3.2, The revisions need to be undone

· The Old and New serial Numbers are defined separately, and only those are used in message contents, and they only refer to Serial Number, which is defined in the IE section.

· In the Kill Failure, the Number of Broadcasts completed should be an Optional IE. This should be checked throughout all the failure messages.

· Generally in the unsuccessful operation it the successful operation is reported also if applicable.

· Load Query complete: Failure list needs to be removed.

· Load Query Failure: The message and SA IEs need to be removed, and the Failure List, and Radio Resource Loading List IEs need to be made into a list.

· 8.5.2 Broadcast message instead of SABP message.

· 8.5.3 The last paragraph needs to be removed. Also the example failure cases are: when the message Id is unknown, or when the RNC can not send that status for a known message Id. The Serial Number needs to be added and SAI List removed in the failure message.

· 8.6: The Recovery Indication is removed for now, and the usage is cleared during offline discussions.

· 8.7 List of SAIs instead of SAI.

· The Error Indication should have Criticality Diagnostics and Cause IEs.

· Section 9.3 needs to be updated'

· Section 10 needs to be updated according to recent CRs.

Tdoc 0859 "Service Area Broadcast Protocol (SABP)" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. This is the updated version based on agreements earlier during the meeting.

· 8.4.2 The last paragraph removed

· Write-Replace and Kill procedures, the actions for RNC should be specified.

· Kill Failure, It is enough kill failure to state that if the Kill request could not be completed, then a Failure list IE is used to report the failure. Also the partially positive case text is refined a bit.

· 8.4.3 The wording is updated to read better

· 8.5.2 "may contain" changed to "contains"

· 8.5.3 "shall also include those Service Areas for which the Message Status Enquiry did not fail" changed to "may, if applicable, also include those Service Areas for which the Message Status Enquiry was successful.

· Generally it was agreed to use the actual IE names in the procedure text as much as possible, and also show the logical content.

· It should also be clear when Service Area is in plural or in singular or both (s in parenthesis).

· 8.6.3 may, "if applicable" instead of "shall"

· "Service Area Broadcasting" instead of "SAB"

· 9.1 Add replace after write

· 9.1.1: Swap O and M for the serial numbers

· 9.1.9 Service-Areas-List removed

· 9.2.3 Mandatory

· 9.2 General: The > should be used to show indentation.

· 9.2.8 The range is changed to 4096

· 9.2.1.8 bit changed to bits/second

Tdoc 0915 "Service Area Broadcast Protocol (SABP)" was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. This is the updated version of 25.419 (now version 5) from Tdoc 859. It was agreed with the following comments:

· The action of a receiving entity should be specified before specifying that the response message is sent.

· Final check for abbreviation SAB is required

· Also checking the references

· 9.2.8 and 9.2.9 the range column needs to be left empty

· range for broadcasts completed added 1..65536

· Cause group is removed

· The updated ASN.1 from Richard can be included.

General: -669, -670

Tdoc 0669 "Usage of Service Area" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann. The usage of cell vs SA was again discussed. Lucent questioned the usefulness of the SA, if it is understood to be one cell only. It was clarified that this is required because of the concepts agreed for the functional split.

Proposal A: It was agreed that one cell SA will be used for r99 in Iu BC domain. It was agreed to send the LS to T2 CC: S1, S2 and R2 (drafted by Stawros (This is in Tdoc 764)) with the text from the contribution added with the comments that we should indicate that SA is the previously agreed concept according to the functional split, and that one cell to SA mapping is valid only for BC domain.

Proposal B. The terminology was approved for now.

Tdoc 0670 "Definition of Broadcast/Multicast" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann. Proposed terminology was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 0875 "Updated ASN.1 for SABP" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. He had created this based on a Nokia document that had been written based on the version of 25.419 provided before this meeting, and Richards updates to update it had not been ASN.1 syntax checked.

Comments were treated as follows:

1. Agreed

2. Withdrawn. It was agreed that the fractions of second are not meaningful for UTRAN. The range in the ASN.1 needs to be updated to 4096

3. It was agreed not to make this extensible

4. The only thing the group could think of was the addition of PROCEDURE in front of CODE in EP definition module.

25.401: -527

Tdoc 0527 "Extension with CBS Topic" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann. The Broadcast/Multicast terminology was first discussed. It was agreed to add a note to sections 7.1 and 7.2.5 that states: "Only Broadcast is applicable for r99". The statement in section 6.1.4 was modified to read: "Note: For R99 BC Domain requires that Service Area consists of one cell. This does not limit the usage of SA for other domains." The capacity reservation functionality is removed for now, and can be added when the procedure proposal is also made available.

Later, when the LS in Tdoc 412 was discussed, it was agreed not to include the capacity reservation functionality.

Tdoc 0765 "Extension with CBS Topic" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann. This is the revised version of Tdoc 0527. Approved as proposed.

25.410:- 637, -638

Tdoc 0637 "High-level Iu interface changes for SA Broadcast" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. It was agreed in principle with the following changes:

· General: Service name is CBS and not SABS

· 4.1.2 second bullet: CN changed to CS

· 4.5.3 third paragraph: "RNC the CN" changed to "RNC to the CN"

· 5.3.2 generally speak about CBS Information management, and second "be" removed.

· It was also agreed that the link management section should have a short section for TCP link management.

Tdoc 0638 "Extension with Service Area Broadcast Protocol" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. It was agreed with the change that the service name should be CBS and not SABS, and an extra c is removed from the title of 6.3.

NEW VERSIONS OF BT CRs:

Tdoc 0825 "Extension with Service Area Broadcast Protocol" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. This is the new version of CR 1 that was previously discussed in Tdoc 638. It was agreed with the change that in figure 6.3 the RNL box only says SABP, and in the Abbreviations list, the CBS is marked to mean Cell Broadcast Service, and it is placed correctly in the list.

New version in Tdoc 931 has not been reviewed by Iu SWG.

Tdoc 0826 is by mistake the same document as Tdoc 825, and is therefore not applicable.

Tdoc 0931 "High-level Iu interface changes for SA Broadcast" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. This is the new version of CR3r1 (previous version in Tdoc 637). It was agreed as proposed.

13.4 Other

TrFO

There were a number of LSs and other Tdocs related to this agenda item, but since it was understood that this is the lowest priority item for release 99 (in TSG S plan specified to be included in R99 time allowing), they were put to the end of the agenda. There was no time to treat this agenda item.

Incoming Liaison Statements; 455, (415 tracing), 411 and 412 (<- Only Clarification of SABP Status to T2 needed), 700 (+MANY RECIEVED DURING THE WEEK)

Tdoc 0415 "Liaison Statement on Subscriber and equipment trace for PS domain" from S2 was discussed. It was agreed to return to this when the attachments are available. There was no time to return to this item.

Tdoc 0411 "Answer to LS on use of Service Areas for CBS" from T2 was discussed. This question is covered in Stawros's answer (This is in Tdoc 764).

Tdoc 0412 "Answer to LS on Conversion of GSM related CBS DRX Information" from T2 was discussed. It was agreed to append to the LS that Stawros is writing, with the following (This is in Tdoc 764):

· that we are not including the GSM DRX conversion function as it is GSM specific.

· Capacity reservation was again discussed, and it was agreed not to have this functionality.

Furthermore it was agreed to include the terminology table in the LS.

It was realised that the LS needs to be sent from Iu SWG, so that it is in time for the T2 e-mail approval of the pending CR in T2-000102.

Tdoc 0811 "Question about Idle-mode DRX control" from N1 to N2, CC R3 was discussed. The proposed answer is in Tdoc 812.

Tdoc 0778 "RANAP Signalling procedures in case of Unsuccessful Integrity Check" from S3 was presented by Brendan McWilliams of Vodafone. It was understood that a cause value needs to be added to the IU RELEASE REQUEST to indicate the repeatedly failed integrity check. Brendan agreed to write a CR proposing this (first draft in Tdoc 916).

Tdoc 832 "LS on MS initiated signalling connection release" from N1 to R2 and R3 was reviewed. It was noted with the understanding that the IU RELEASE REQUEST message can be used to initiate the Iu signalling connection release if required.

Tdoc 833 "LS on RANAP Transaction Sequence" from N1 to R2 and R3 was reviewed. Alain Maupin from Ericsson commented that there are two LSs pending in R3, which would not be needed if the selected codec is indicated in a separate CC/SM message that is carried by Direct Transfer. Alexander Vesely from Siemens reported that R2 had answered that they can not guarantee the in-sequence delivery the response from R2 is in Tdoc 834, which was also reviewed (see below)

Tdoc 834 "Response to LS on RANAP Transaction Sequence" from R2 to N1 (CC R3) was discussed. As a conclusion to Tdocs 834 and 833 it was agreed to wait for the final outcome, and only note these now, and wait for more information (either LS or offline information).

Tdoc 0871 "Response (to TSG-RAN WG3 and TSG-CN WG1) to LS (R3-000392) on Paging related parameters/DRX cycles; and LS (N1-000460) on Idle mode DRX Control" from R2 was reviewed. The information was noted, and it was noted that we had already informed the involved groups about our decisions in this area (LS in Tdoc 764).

Tdoc 0870 "Liaison Statement in reply to TSG-RAN3 Document CN deactivate trace functionality (TSG-RAN WG3#10(00)0405)" from S5 was reviewed. The information was noted, because this had already been taken into account during discussion for Tdoc 849.

Tdoc 0918 "LS on Harmonisation of TFO and TrFO Response to  LSs  N2-000012, R3-000402, N2B000325" was presented by Alain Maupin of Ericsson. It was agreed to respond (reply all) indicating that we are in favour of such a meeting, and due to the nature of the meeting and the groups required for the meeting, we think it would be in the scope of S2 to organise such a meeting, that would look at all the technical aspects in these area that have joint interest between the involved groups. Alain will draft this LS, and we should also copy it to N1.

It was agreed that the message of this received LS might affect the TrFO discussions in R3, but it was difficult to draw clear conclusions based on this LS only on whether the item needs to be completed or not.

Tdoc 0912 "Response (to TSG-SA WG2, copy TSG-SA WG1, TSG-RAN WG3, TSG-CN WG1 and TSG-CN WG2) to LS (S2-000302) on RAB information and Lossless RNS relocation signalling" from R2 was reviewed. R2 had decided to change the range of the PDCP Sequence Number to 0 to 65535. This leads to the need to transfer a 16-bit PDCP sequence number from source to target SRNS during the SRNS relocation procedure in those cases where lossless SRNS relocation has to be performed by PDCP. It was realised that we need to change it also in RANAP, where it currently is 12 bits. Richard Townend from BT volunteered to write a CR to this effect.

Tdoc 0455 "Liaison statement on the working plan to complete OoBTC in R99" from S2 was discussed. Dr Yamagata from NTT DoCoMo proposed, that we would send a LS back indicating the status in R3 to the relevant groups. It was agreed to view also the other incoming LSs on this issue (Tdoc 700), and the already decided proposed LS to S4 (Tdoc 943).

Tdoc 0700 "Stage 2 description for TrFO break" from N2 was discussed. Dr Yamagata from DoCoMo clarified that the seed for us is to review the attachment 1 on fraud user, and the attachment item is the proposed contribution for OoBTC in 23.153. It was realised that a detail review of the attachments and the contributions from DoCoMo would be required to be able to answer in detail. It was agreed that if there is no time to treat those, then we would at least inform that this is our status. It was also agreed to review LS in Tdoc 943.

Tdoc 0957 "3rd LS on the Transport of Codec Information during the Codec Negotiation between MS and MSC" from N1 was discussed. It was understood that this LS means that the two pending CRs against RANAP from the R3#10. The CR numbers are 22 (Tdoc 386) and 23 (Tdoc 387), and they are now cancelled.

Outgoing Liaisons

Tdoc 0802 "LS on coding of RAB ID" to N1 and R2 CC N2, S2 was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is in relation to the discussion for Tdoc 610. It was approved as proposed, and will be sent to the mentioned groups immediately (source Iu SWG).

Tdoc 0764 "LS on RAN3 decisions related to CBS" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann. It was discussed that we should inform T2 that we have taken the one to one cell to SA mapping decision because there are items like the Geo-scope that would be required to change, and we have the feeling from T2 LS that there is no time to change those for R99. The future proofnes of this decision has not been studied thoroughly, and some parties in R3 have reservation related to it. The removal of this restriction is expected to be a R00 work item in related groups. Stawros will draft a new version (Tdoc 840 below).

Tdoc 0840 "LS on RAN3 decisions related to CBS" was presented by Stawros Orkopoulos of Mannesmann. This is the new version of Tdoc 764. It was approved as proposed, and will be sent out immediately (source Iu SWG).

Tdoc 0812 "Response to N1 Liaison Statement "Question about Idle-mode DRX control"" to N1, CC R2 was presented by Akinori Shimamura of Fujitsu. The LS was approved with the modification that the new version of the CR needs to be attached (to be sent right away, source Iu SWG).

Tdoc 0850 "Proposed LS to R2 and N1 on Paging cause" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. This is in relation to the discussion with Tdoc 621. It was agreed to include more clear request for handling this quickly, and also to include a list of what each group needs to do to get this completed. A new version will be reviewed before sending it (see Tdoc 898 below).

Tdoc 0898 "Proposed LS to R2 and N1 on Paging cause" was presented by Pierre Lescuyer of Nortel. This is the revised version of Tdoc 850. It was approved with the change that the source is changed to Iu SWG, and a typo is corrected. A new Tdoc number is needed for the revised version, but there is no need for the Iu SWG to check this. It should be sent immediately. It was realised that if N1 does not answer timely, then the RANAP stays as it is. The final version that was sent is in Tdoc 917.

Tdoc 0887 "LS on timing between RAB Assignment Response and user data" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed. This is source R3, so it will be further reviewed by the R3 closing plenary.

Tdoc 0943 "Response Liaison to SA4 on Harmonization of TFO and TrFO" To S2, S4, N1 and N2 was presented by the author Alain Maupin of Ericsson. This is written in response to LS in Tdoc 918. It was agreed that this is the "default answer to LSs in Tdocs 455 and 700 as well, and it was further agreed to clarify R3 status by adding at the end of the first paragraph: "R3 has not had time to take any decision on TrFO for R99". It was also clarified that there is interest for the proposed AdHoc from at least DoCoMo, Ericsson, Nortel, Siemens and Nokia
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