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1. Overall Description:

CN3 thanks TSG_TrFO/TFO Harmonisation Workshop for its LS on the Mc enhancements.

CN3 would like to inform N4 and R3 that CN3 has begun its work on a new TS 29.xxx "Nb User Plane protocols", see attachment. Although this work is at a very early stage, certain working assumption can be identified.

1) The term "Iu UP" should be used to refer to the user plane protocols used over Iu interface only. Any wording such as "Iu UP in the CN" is to be regarded as an oxymoron. The user plane protocols used over the Nb interface shall be properly termed Nb UP. This is to avoid ambiguities and confusions in other specifications. It also defines the responsibilty of RAN3 and CN3; RAN3 is responsible for the Iu UP, CN3 is responsible for the Nb UP. 

2) The Nb UP shall be specified as similar to the Iu UP as possible. Only where needed, e.g., where the Iu UP specification identifies the SRNC to perform a certain role in a procedure, shall the Nb UP protocol specication differ from the Iu UP.
3) The Nb UP transparent mode shall, if possible, be avoided, thus making the usage independent of the underlying technology (IP or ATM).
4) For R4, Nb UP shall be specified over AAL2 /ATM and RTP/UDP/IP.
5) Nb UP shall follow the same version numbering as Iu UP.
6) In addition to the requirements of the Iu UP, Nb UP shall enable transport of N x 64 kbit/s data, PCM encoded speech, PCM encoded modem signals, inband DTMF. At present, it is not clear whether this will require enhancements of the Nb UP relatively to the Iu UP. It may rather be other specifications (e.g. the 26-series for speech) that specify how to use the Nb UP, which will need to be enhanced, e.g., by specifying new SDU sizes, IPTIs, etc. for these services.
Given these working assumptions, an immediate comment to the received LS is that CN4 may needd to specify an additional "Nb UP" package, or at the very minimum rename the package.

Otherwise, CN3 welcomes comments from CN4 and RAN3 on its work. CN3 would like to suggest a joint session with CN4 during the CN WGs meeting in January next year, in order to review the entire set of  BICSCN (stage 2 and stage 3) specifications to ensure consistency and completeness. 
2. Actions:

To CN4 group.

ACTION: 
CN3 asks CN4 to assess the benefits of a joint session during the January CN WGs meeting.

ACTION:
Should CN4 agree to meet with CN3, CN3 asks the chairmen of the two groups to agree on a time slot for an ad hoc session.

ACTION:
CN3 asks CN4 and RAN3 to provide comments to the above-mentioned working assumptions and to the attached documents.

ACTION:
CN3 asks CN4 to use the terms Iu UP and Nb UP consistently in its documents.

3. Attachments:

<All final versions of tdocs discussed under Agenda Item 8.7>
