Notes of the Joint meeting between SA WG2, CT WG3 and CT WG4 (Wednesday 23 May 2012)


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

The joint meeting was held on Wednesday morning (23 May 2012).

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

The joint meeting was held on Wednesday morning (23 May 2012).

TD S2‑122400 23.060 CR1628R3: Introduction of SIRIG. This was introduced by Vodafone. Summary of change: Add the introduction of SIRIG in new section 5.3.5.2.

Discussion and conclusion:

AT&T commented whether the independent QoS mechanisms means existing QoS bearers may be ignored, which would not be acceptable and suggested adding the statement that existing QoS bearers will not be changed. The SA WG2 Chairman suggested this is debated in SA WG2, rather than the joint meeting. An alternative to this CR was provided in TD S2‑122486. 

TD S2‑122486 23.060 CR1680: Introduction of SIRIG. This was introduced by Deutsche Telekom on behalf of AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, NTT DOCOMO, Telecom Italia and Orange?. Summary of change: Add the introduction of SCI in new section 5.3.5.2.

Discussion and conclusion:

It was reported that this CR was quickly drafted to show the status of current discussions and some refinement is needed. Vodafone commented that it appeared that the source companies were still trying to understand the requirements and did not think this approach was as scalable or robust as the Vodafone proposal and did not fulfil the requirement to support roaming. Alcatel-Lucent shared the view of Vodafone. Telekom Deutschland commented that they were prepared to continue working on standardizing the SCI in a way which can be agreed, but this should not be rejected now. Alcatel-Lucent commented that there are two issues, to standardize the SCI or not and the need for policing in the VPLMN, or possibly in the GERAN. These two issues should handled independently. The SA WG2 Chairman commented that constructive off-line discussions are needed on this issue to ensure that an acceptable solution can be developed. Scenarios should be developed to show where PLMN ID will be necessary. Ericsson commented that TSG GERAN had replied to CT WG4 that TSG GERAN will not specify definitions for SCIs, as they did not consider TSG GERAN the correct body to do this. NTT DOCOMO commented that they would like to see a scalable and robust feature and good definition of SCIs would be useful for this. Alcatel-Lucent re-iterated that it is important to pass the PLMN ID in the user plane in order to facilitate policing. Telekom Deutschland suggested trying to agree a compromise at this meeting and if this cannot be achieved then to insert 'FFS's and work on the details at future meetings.

