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Abstract

The ad hoc session for R00 work task “QoS optimization for AAL type 2 connections over Iub and Iur interfaces” was held on Thursday 24th August 2000, 19:10 – around 22:30 chaired by the rapporteur of the work task Takayuki Yoshimura (Japan Telecom). The ad hoc session had 22 participants and treated 7 TDs allocated. Through the discussion on the TDs, the session agreed to generate V0.2.0 and to send a liaison statement (in possible way) to ITU-T Q.5/13 and Q.7/13 to have official intervention for the interpretation of the link characteristics in R3-002065. The work item description further improved in this ad hoc session should be reported to TSG RAN#9 meeting. No TR stability assessment was made because of lack of time.

1. TR 25.934

R3-002022: Proposed revised draft TR 25.934 V0.1.2 (Rapporteur)

Accepted as the base for further study.

Further study issue:

1. Contents of §8.3 “Handling of other new capabilities in Q.2630.2” -> R3-002026.

Further comments on mail reflector to be solved:

1. §4.1.2.1 “Q.2630.1” duplicates to§4.1 “Priority capability in Release 99” and§4.1.2 “Prioritization at ATM level” -> R3-002023,

2. Choice of Figures 1, 2, or 3, TTI issue should be corrected -> R3-002024,

3. 32 ATM cells should be 33 ATM cells -> R3-002024,

4. Term “batting” is not appropriate and “collision” is recommended -> R3-002024,

5. Term “section” should be “in case of” -> open, but just editorial.

R3-002023: Proposed revised text for priority capability in Release 99 (Japan telecom)

Accepted, except for the proposed extracts from TRQ.2400 and TRQ.2401 in§4.1.2.1 “Q.2630.1”.
R3-002024: Proposed revised subclause 4.2 “Required instantaneous bit rate” (Japan Telecom)

Accepted. Figures 1 and 2 were understood that they shows the “before” and required “after” of QoS optimization and do not relay on any particular solution to realize it.

R3-002025: Proposed reflection of path type parameter definition and associated compatibility text improved at ITU-T (Rapporteur)

Accepted. Some intervention on tradeoff aspect in the path type capability, e.g. number of VC, are requested to be included somewhere in the TR. Contributions are invited.

R3-002026: Proposed handling of other new capabilities in Q.2630.2 (Japan Telecom)

Accepted as the tentative disposition, future discussion result of R3-002028 “Possible migration to Modification of link characteristics procedure in Q.2630.2 from tentative procedure with establishment and release in TR 25.931 (Japan Telecom)” may be fed back later.

R3-002065: QoS for AAL2 with Q.2630.1 in proposed TR 25.934 (Siemens)

Not accepted. It was questioned if the interpretation of the link characteristics in this TD is inline with the one at ITU-T. To facilitate the clarification of the issue and the required completion of the R00 work task at TSG RAN#10 (6th – 8th December 2000), following treatment to the proposed traffic shaping method is taken.

- Send a liaison statement (in possible way) to ITU-T Q.5/13 and Q.7/13 to have official intervention on the issue, see Annex B.

- No reflection from the TD to the TR.

If positive reply to the interpretation of the link characteristics is liaised back from ITU-T, the TR will include the traffic shaping method as an alternative solution.

2. Work item description

R3-002027: Proposed revised work item description for “QoS optimization” (Rapporteur)

Accepted. Further revision was made not to contain references to solutions:

4

Objective

This work item intends to introduce the capability to optimize the bandwidth of underlying VC for AAL type 2 connections over Iub and Iur interfaces in addition to the scheduling capability at SRNC in Release 2000 time frame.

The capability should be realized with standardized solution(s) for multi-vendor environment, and the one(s) should cover all possible UTRAN transport network configurations.

3. Modification procedure (Agenda item 30 a): Proposals for new R00 work tasks)
R3-002028: Possible migration to Modification of link characteristics procedure in Q.2630.2 from tentative procedure with establishment and release in TR 25.931 (Japan Telecom)

Not treated, though intended to be treated. It got late.

4. Output from the ad hoc session

- Meeting report:





R3-002354

- Proposed text for liaison statement to ITU-T Q.5/13 and Q.7/13:
Annex B of R3-002354

- Revised Work item description:



R3-002355

- Draft TR 25.934 V0.2.0:




R3-002356
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Annex B:

Proposed text for liaison statement to ITU-T Q.5/13 and Q.7/13

(input to ITU-T SG13 meeting, 20th – 24th November 2000)

For action:
Q.5/13, Q.7/13

For information:
Q.6/11, Qs.13&20/11 (AAL2)

3GPP TSG RAN WG3 group would like to have ITU-T AAL2 standardization opinion about the interpretation of the current understanding of the given link characteristics reported in Q.2630.1 regarding the following items:

· Is the traffic pattern given in the link characteristics definition a mandatory scheduling for AAL type 2 sources or is it just a source traffic model or even less?

· In case that the traffic pattern given in the link characteristics definition is only a source traffic model (or even less): Could ITU-T AAL type 2 the addressed groups explain, how it is possible to provide CAC with the link characteristics if the incoming traffic has a traffic pattern worse (e.g. more bursty) than the network element expects from the link characteristics definition and no overload prevention (e.g. policing at AAL2 layer) is available.
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