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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 thanks RAN2 for their Liaison on «Synchronisation of Reconfiguration with activation time “now”». RAN3 have discussed the Liaison and would like to provide the following answers:

Q1)

During the discussion in RAN2 the question was raised whether it is possible to setup this second independent context on the NodeB, especially in the case that the RLs belong to a drift RNC.

· Non-drift case

RAN3 does not see any problem to setup an independent RLS on the NodeB that would be used for the hard handover, because Node B is not aware of the new RLS which RNC setups for the UE, and the additional functionality remains only in the RNC.  From time consumption point of view the setup of another complete context in the Node B would although take more time than normal R99-R6 RL Reconfiguration Preparation procedure. 

· Drift case

Today it is not possible to setup a separate RLS on a drift RNC due to the fact that the drift RNC is not supposed to handle RLS with different configurations for a UE. Setting up a separate context would be detected by the DRNC because the same S-RNTI would be used for this UE and would result in a RL Setup failure.

Alternatively changes in the specifications might be foreseen that would allow to setup a separate RL set on the same contexts.
Q2)

If this is not possible, RAN2 would be interested in understanding the potential impact of this procedure on the RAN3 specifications.

· RAN3 realises that RAN3 specifications will be impacted if the setup of multiple contexts for the same UE on the drift RNC shall be allowed. This would imply that the source RNC would initiate the setup of the independent RLS, and in the case that the drift RNC does not support this extension (e.g. because it is a Rel-6 RNC) it would reply with a failure message which would in turn result in the SRNC to trigger the conventional synchronised reconfiguration. This might imply an extra delay in this failure case.

Q3)

It is assumed that this is not foreseen in the RAN3 specs today. RAN2 would be interested in understanding the potential impact of this procedure on the RAN3 specifications.

· Scenario b) as described in R2-052614 could be potentially implemented in the RAN3 specifications by adding a resource allocation / reservation in the “Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Preparation” procedure which would also allow to check whether all involved NodeBs / DRNCs support the enhanced procedure.
The actual trigger to scan for the uplink scrambling code could be included to the “Synchronised Radio Link Reconfiguration Commit” sent on the Iub and the Iur interface.
In addition  the “Radio Link Restore” message on Iub and Iur interface might need some updating if it is felt necessary that the SRNC is informed that the configuration is taken into account properly and SRNC can then start sending data to Node B with new configuration. 
RAN3 also notes that there is an impact on the RNC behaviour with respect to the transmission of user plane data. With the proposed procedure the RNC could only start transmission of user plane data after receiving an indication from the UE or the NodeB, and not as before at the chosen activation time.

· The details of the potential impact will need to be checked again, when the details of the solution is finalised in other groups
Q4)

RAN2 would also be interested in understanding whether RAN3 sees any additional problems with the outlined behaviour.

· So far no specific problems related to RAN3 specifications have been found with the any of the suggested solutions.
Stage 3 topics like "handling of Transport Network resources" or "behaviour in case of unsuccessful reconfiguration" may of course require further coordination between groups and thus may influence decision on delay optimisation.
2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 
RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to take into account the information provided by RAN3.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN3 Meetings:

RAN3 #50
10th – 12th January 2005 Sophia Antipolis, France

RAN3 #51
13st February – 17th February 2005
Denver, USA

