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1 Description
A change had been introduced in release 5 to give the Traffic Class IE over Iur so that the DRNC can calculate a TNL QoS for the Iub when IP is used on the Iur: this is figured out on the following drawing:
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However since then, it has been agreed at the Sept’3 Plenary to introduce a TNL QoS IE to pass via Iur RNL the QoS indication that allows a receiving node to apply a symmetrical IP TNL QoS for uplink and downlink traffic if it so desires:
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It has been assumed that the provided TNL QoS better represents the QoS transport than the traffic class would do (up to 64 values instead of four better to represent potential per-hop existing behaviours, operator definable mapping…) for the DRNC when selecting its transport for Iur uplink to be as close as possible to the requirements of the downlink.
Therefore, similarly, the TNL QoS IE is better suited than the traffic class for the DRNC when selecting the transport QoS that it wants for the Iub and reflect it on the ATM link on the first figure 1 above.
Therefore, this Traffic class is no longer needed on Iur. In addition to that, an issue was raised at last RAN3#40 on how to move this IE from applicable to a DCH into applicable to a set of coordinated DCH.
According to the minutes of RAN3#40, no agreement was possible because of presence encoding in the container:

“”Mandatory in presence field means sender has to include it independent of  whether in extension container or not. Extension container should not be considered as optional by default….

Doesn't agree with Nokia position. Extension container is optional by default….

No agreement reached. Email discussion after RAN3 #40 and come back at RAN3 #41””

2 Conclusion and Proposal

In order to close the debate and get out of this issue, it is simply proposed to remove the no longer necessary Trafic Class over Iur. This is possible since the deep-freezing of release 5 has been postponed to March’04 which gives a good opportunity to clean up the specification now that TNL QoS IE has been selected.
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