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Notes of the Joint meeting between SA WG2, CT WG3 and CT WG4

The joint meeting was held on Monday evening (21 May 2012).

TD S2‑121952 Chairman's Report on SA WG2#90ah. This was introduced by SA WG2 Chairman. This Report contains notes of discussion during two unofficial conference calls for progressing SIRIG work off-line (CC1 and CC2) and the output of a legitimate ad hoc meeting [SA WG2 90ah], CC3. DSCP / Stand-alone TDF:
There was still no agreement to the DSCP approach. Configuration / Use of PCC dynamic control:
There was still no agreement to the PCC approach.
Interpretation of the SCI: It was agreed in principle to document this deployment scenario assumption to clarify when the PLMN ID would be sent.
It was agreed that per-PLMN semantics were acceptable in Rel‑11.
It was agreed that these semantics will be documented as part of the specification of SIRIG.
It was agreed to consider an outgoing LS for this purpose at SA WG2#91.

Discussion and conclusion:

This report had been approved by SA WG2.

TD S2‑122444 Open issues in SIRIG. This was introduced by SA WG2 Chairman. This document captures remaining open issues from in SA WG2 on the SIRIG solution.

Discussion

There are 2 CRs OPEN in SA WG2 to introduce SIRIG.

There are remaining issues identified in SA WG2 that will be further addressed this week.

23.060

TD S2‑122352 => TD S2‑122400:

(1)
Definition of the SCI, its relation with the QCI, whether it maps an application or class of application.

(2)
Does the BSC in the VPLMN adapt the SCI interpretation of the HPLMN (using the PLMN ID sent with the SCI in the GTP-U Header), or does the HPLMN adapt to the VPLMN's interpretation and send the SCI appropriate for the visited network.

(3)
What is the expected behaviour in VPLMNs that do not support standardized SCIs, once these are introduced?

(4)
Policing is needed in the VPLMN (either in the SGSN or S-GW): how to be sure of whether the PLMN Id sent in the GTP-U header is legitimate?

(5)
How to ensure that the specified SCI (sent by the PGW/GGSN) actually employs the policy intended by the PGW/GGSN?

23.251

TD S2‑122354 => TD S2‑122401:

(1)
Ensure that the PLMN Id sent in network sharing is not a mandatory IE (it is optional in the roaming scenario).

(2)
There is a statement regarding non-standardized SCIs: these may use overlapping SCI values. CT WG4 should provide a solution such that it is possible to separate standardized and non-standard SCI values.

Discussion and conclusion:

The original CRs, which were to be revised off-line following previous SA WG2 discussions and the joint meeting, TD S2‑122352 and TD S2‑122354, were briefly presented and the identified issues were pointed out:

TD S2‑122352 23.060 CR1628R2: Introduction of SIRIG (Vodafone). AT&T commented that the work is suffering from not having a complete Stage 1 requirement for this work. It was commented that there was already much work in GERAN on this and the SCI could either be related to QCI in some way or left completely undefined. AT&T commented that with the use of SCI, the Core Network needs to know how the GERAN scheduler works, which against the principle of being RAT agnostic. It was recognised that some definition of SCI was needed in TS 23.060 by the end of this week. Vodafone commented that a complete definition would be difficult to provide. AT&T suggested that a minimal definition should be enough for this work at this time. It was suggested that the requirement for PLMN IDs in Home and Network Sharing scenarios can be restricted to only when non-standardized values are supported. The SA WG2 Chairman pointed out that there is no mechanism for the Visited network to indicate that it does not support a SCI, as there is for QCI. It was thought that there was no such requirement for GERAN.

TD S2‑122354 23.251 CR0063R1: SIRIG support in shared networks (Ericsson, Alcatel-Lucent). Telecom Italia commented that if it can be agreed that the Home PLMN adapts to the VPLMN then this can be solved. This would mean that roaming is not supported. Vodafone commented that it was unclear how to 'not support roaming' in this context. Vodafone further explained that the operator would be mainly concerned for users roaming into the network from 'partner' networks and the large amount of static configuration for SCI mapping that would be needed could easily lead to configuration errors. Telecom Italia commented that the use of PLMN ID would not be needed once some SCIs are standardized and could be viewed as merely a temporary 'hack' in the specifications, which is undesirable. AT&T commented that while there was no definition of SCI it cannot be determined whether roaming is supported, as there are many different ideas of what the SCI is. Telekom Deutschland commented that definition of SCIs and reservation of SCI values and is a good idea, but also the agreement that the Home PLMN adapts to the range of SCIs available in the VPLMN. Alcatel-Lucent  commented that in CT WG4 discussions it had been identified that operators should also be able to disable the use of SIRIG when necessary in case there is some undesirable behaviour and this is easier to do if the PLMN ID is passed down through the RAN. This should be possible from the RAN operator, rather than by a procedure to a number of SGSNs. AT&T commented that the issue of policing only exists as there are no solutions for charging defined. Telekom Deutschland disagreed and argued that there is a policing issue because it is in the user plane.

Delegates were asked to further discuss this until the Joint meeting on Wednesday 23 May, 08.30 - 09.00.

