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Introduction

This document highlights the open topics style open on 36.414 chapter per chapter.

Some Minor issues are reported.

Discussion
2. References

· The GTP-U 29.060 reference usage needs to be clarified from CT4 for LTE GTP-U evolutions:

· It seems CT WG4 for is still working on GTP-U, “the work on GTP Release 8 is still on early phase with no final solution […] The selection of GTP version for S3/S4 and Release 8 Gn/Gp is still FFS” [5]. It is propose to add an editorial note relative to TS 29.060 [6] and remove this point form issue list.

· The CR, “Editorial correction on 36.414",  proposed an editorial formulation [3] 
· The discussion document on “GTP-U reference for Data Transport” proposes to solve this issue [11].
3.1 Definitions

· The usage of the following reference definition needs to be  clarified and aligned on TS 36.401 and TS 36.413

· SAE Berar or EPC Bearer

· According to the following definition (also existing in TS  36.413 [7]), it is proposed to used SAE Bearer without any change

· SAE bearer: one or more Service Data Flows between a UE and EPC [according to definition for EPS bearer 23.401].

· S-GW usage instead of  EPC

· TS 36.300 Stage2 describes the relation between eNB and S-GW, but over all architecture is describes with EPC in TS 36.401 [8] are relative to EPC, then it is proposes to maintain “EPC” wording without any change
· There was not comment on preference posted in the reflector or off-line on the currents definition usage. It is proposed to close this issue with the current specification vocabulary.
5.3 UDP/IP
· The UL MTU configuration may be clarified according to 36.300 and SA2-CT4 discussion [10]
· The previous LS from SA2 let the choice to the CT groups to define the UL MTU configuration by a default value to modify. There is no more information and LS in about this topic. It is proposed to RAN3 to take an action between the following alternative or decides other in meeting.
· Alt1. Wait next meeting
· Alt2 Liaise SA2 and CT group according to the fact 36.300 is still FFS

· “At the establishment/modification of an EPS bearer, the network may signal a value that is to be used as MTU by the UE IP stack (it is FFS how the requirement on the UE should be formulated). It is also FFS if the MTU is signaled by the MME or the eNB.”
· Default UL MTU value may used, 1280, as mentioned in [10]
· Alt3 Other?

· It is not clear whether the same rules or which rules shall be applied over X2 for the Data Transport according to the X2 data forwarding. 
Transmission efficiencies and Security for the S1 (R3-071610) was early discussed and may be considered again, that’s reason why it is trace into the open issues.

· The security and efficiency of Data over S1 is an interesting improvement over S1 IP [9], it is proposed to the companies to bring back to the group the discussion, but not to trace it as an issue for release 8 of S1-Data transport.
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