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Abstract


This document proposes to begin the study of the usage of lower layer within the CAMEL and VHE context based on the currently available document (09.78).  However, the initiation proposal with detailed description will be based on the responses to the questions in the proposal section.  


Discussion


The usage of lower layer (e.g. TC, SCCP) is described in the 09.02 and 09.78, e.g. the addressing of SCCP etc.  However, there still exist various possibilities like the transmission order of the called-address, calling-address, and User Data of SCCP.  The document originator is currently concerns following points to have the efficient interconnection between CNs for CAMEL (or VHE):  


a.	TC related parts: 


a-1	Is it possible to select the "Definite form" for the length encoding for TC message?  (This means indefinite form will not be used)  


a-2	Is it possible to use the basic-end procedure for terminating a dialogue and eliminate pre-arranged end procedure for some cases (e.g. TDP-N report, or last EDP-N report)?  


b.	SCCP related parts:


b-1	Can the order of called-address, calling-address, and user-data in the SCCP message be always transmitted in the order indicated here (please see case 1 below also)?  If it is too restrictive, is it possible to restrict the order of transmission of variable length mandatory parameters (case 1 or 2) as following?  





transmission order �
case 1�
case 2�
�
 first�
Called Party address�
Calling Party address�
�
 ...�
Calling Party address�
Called Party address�
�
 last�
Data�
Data�
�
(Note: Pointer parts and other fixed mandatory or optional parts are omitted for the simplicity.)


b-2	The address format in the XUDT for transmitting the user data that contains TC dialogue continuation APDU.  For example, this consideration may be needed if the load sharing between two or more nodes applied in the home network and the called party address (A1) in the begin message will not be used for the succeeding continue messages' routing since the address A1 can not identify the particular node to be communicated with after one of the nodes being selected with the begin message.  


b-3	Is it needed to make load sharing between multiple Signaling Pont Of Interface (S-POI) for the CAP message transmission between CNs?  


Proposal


In more efficient way, items in section 2 could be proposed as CR or work item, however, before make such proposals this document originator would like to ask the members:  


1.	Are there any problem to make such option selection listed in section 2 (item a-1, a-2, b-1)?  If there is a problem(s), what is the reason?  


2.	Are there any implementations or study relating to the item b-2 and b-3?  There are Japanese specification on these points, so if it allowed they may be circulated for information (but translation will be needed for the full specification).  


It may be difficult to respond these questions on-the-fly, so it is proposed to hear the responses via CN WG2 mailing list (3GPP_TSG_CN_WG2@LIST.ETSI.FR) by one week before the next meeting document submitting deadline.  The proposals will be considered based on the responses.  


