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1. Overall Description:

TSG SA WG2 would like to thank TSG RAN WG 3 for their LS regarding EPC update at inter-eNodeB mobility (R3-070509) in which TSG SA WG2 SA2 is requested to provide feedback on two alternatives for update of the Serving GW at intra-LTE HO:

Alt. 1: 

· the Serving
 GW is updated by a GTP-u message from the target NB (signalled in UP to provide a fast user plane switch)

· For reliability reasons, the Serving GW acknowledges the initial GTP-u path switch message with another GTP-u message in the S1 user plane.

Alt. 2:

· the Serving GW is updated by a GTP-u message from the target NB (signalled in UP to provide a fast user plane switch)
· For reliability reasons, the MME also updates the Serving GW via the S11 interface.
Having discussed the matter, TSG SA WG2 concludes that Alt.2 is preferable because of the advantages from a complexity and characteristics point of view. Specifically, Alt.2 avoids introducing control functionality on the S1-U interface, and provides quicker recovery when the path switch message on S1-U is lost.
SA2 has discussed the topic and reached the following conclusions:

RAN3 Question:

1. RAN3 would like to ask SA2 to provide feedback on fundamental issues arising with

· either assuming MME ( SAE GW communication following inter-eNodeB mobility as outlined in Alt.2 

· or no MME ( SAE GW communication at all as in Alt 1.

SA2 Answer:
SA2 agreed that:

· When MME ( SAE GW communication following inter-eNodeB mobility as outlined in Alt.2 no fundamental issues arise.

· When no MME ( SAE GW communication at all as in Alt 1., recovery when the path switch message on S1-U is lost is dependent on the timeout of a retransmission timer for the path switch message.
RAN3 Question:
2. RAN3 would appreciate any other input SA2 might have on Alt 1 vs Alt 2.
SA2 Answer:

SA2 agreed that Alt.2 is preferable because of the advantages from a complexity and characteristics point of view.

2. Actions:

To TSG RAN WG
ACTION: 
TSG SA WG2 kindly asks TSG RAN WG 3 to take the above information into consideration.
3. Dates of Next TSG-SA WG2 Meetings:

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #58
Orlando (U. S.)

25 - 29 June 2007

TSG-SA WG2 Meeting #59
Helsinki(Finland)
27 - 31 Aug 2007




































































































































































































































































































































































































































� Where the LS has ”SAE GW”, ”Serving GW” has been inserted according to currently agreed naming conventions.
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