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1. Overall Description:

CT4 thanks TISPAN WG3 for their LS (11tTD376r3) regarding further alignment issues between 3GPP Mn profile and TISPAN TGW. CT4 has agreed a number of CRs on TS 29.332 taking into account the proposals from TISPAN. Some issues were not agreed and the reasons are described below:
1. Codec parameters (clause 10.2)

CT4 has incorporated these changes into the spec with a reference to the TISPAN stage 2 procedures, it is assumed that TISPAN will ensure that the requirements for their use are described therein.

2
Transactions towards ISUP (clause A.17.3)

CT4 assumes that inline with the other proposals to add conditional statements to the parts that are mandatory only for 3GPP or TISPAN that the conditional statements for optional parts are not required. If they are optional then they are not required to be support by either application and thus no implementation is bound to support them. Further it should be clear from stage 2 procedures which options are supported in each application.
3
Gateway Control Protocol Version (clause A.3)

CT4 has updated the reference sentence regarding the supported protocol version. However the other changes were considered misleading as any version 3 aspects of the template are clearly not required due to this sentence. A reference to the version of the template seemed unnecessary as once the template is in use as a profile it no longer matters what version was used, rather the content that is agreed. Further it was felt that the reference to this alternative meaning of "ALL"  would lead readers to have to check version 3 procedures to understand what the difference is rather than simply applying the profile as it is under the direction of version 2 of the protocol.
4
Connection Model (clause A.4)

CT4 agreed to add these connection models with the editorial change to align the termination names defined in the profile.
5
Error Descriptor (clause A.7.9)

CT4 could not agree to this change based on the fact that ALL does not control which error codes are infact supported as H.248.8 is not controlled by a version. The profile should simply reflect the minimum agreed set of supported error codes, explicitly, rather than a delta to H.248.8 which may add new error codes at any time.
6
Table A.8.5 AuditValue Combinations 

CT4 has incorporated this change.
7
Table A.8.8/1 Service Change Methods and Reasons Sent by MGCF

CT4 has incorporated this change.
8
Transaction Timers (clause A.10)

CT4 did not believe this change was necessary as it was believed this was clear that the values can be modified by command due to the inclusion of the parameter support (set as optional) in the supported package in A.14.2.
9
Package List (Clause A.14)

CT4 has incorporated this change.
10
Package List (Clause A.14)

CT4 has incorporated these changes with the exception that the NOTE1 is not removed, only the part relating to TISPAN is removed as it was not clear if the part of the note stating the independency to Network Package should infact be retained.
11
Table A.14.1 Event g/cause
CT4 requires support of this event for temporary bearer errors in the MGW for both IMS and TDM connections where the termination is not out of service and thus sending a Service Change is inappropriate, merely a request to release the current call is desired.
12
Table A.14/1and A.14.2 Base Root Package
CT4 believes that the package is mandatory as the procedures and support of the properties are mandatory, however the change of the properties via command is optional.
13
Table A.15/1 SDP and Reference List
CT4 has incorporated this change.
The new version of the TS 29.332 should be available within 2 weeks from the end of the next CT Plenary (29th November-1st December 2006).

2. Actions:

To ETSI TISPAN WG3 group.

ACTION: 
CT4 asks ETSI TISPAN WG3 to take note of these changes to enable the re-use of the Mn profile for TISPAN TGW.
3. Date of Next CT4 Meetings:

CT4#34
5th – 9th February 2007

Vancouver
