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N4-020910 Enabling of IP bearer in Iu-cs interface


1. Overall Description:

CN4 thanks for the liason statement “Response on Liaison Statement on exchange of addresses on Iu-CS using IP Transport Option in Release 5”  (see reference above).
Due the fact that CN4 was not involved in detailed technical discussions related to this matter we cannot yet analyse full impacts to all relevant core network specifications.

Following discussions of document N4-020910 (attached) following questions were raised. 


It was declared in document that in RANAP RAB ASSIGNMENT RESPONSE it may be possible to receive RNC’s IP address and port number by CN. This is new information compared to previous liason statement received from RAN3.

Question 1: Is RNC’s IP address and port number always present in RAB ASSIGNMENT RESPONSE message for all modes of Iu user plane (support and transparent)?

Question 2: In support mode case, if the RNC’s address and port number is always present in RAB ASSIGNMENT RESPONSE message can it be different from the one received by MGW in IP header (containing RTP packet). 

Question 3: Does CN (i.e MGW) needs to check IP source address from every received RTP packet or only from the first received RTP packet (containing Iu INIT)?

Question 4: What RTP payload type shall following connections use:

· Iu in support mode

· Iu in transparent mode

In addition there was concerns raised in CN4 that Iu_cs over IP functionality may not be specified without breaking the fundamental architectural principles of bearer independence in core network.

2. Actions:

To RAN3 group.

ACTION: 
CN4 asks RAN3 kindly to consider and give response to above questions.

3. Date of Next CN4 Meetings:

CN4#16
23rd – 27th September 2002 
Miami, USA

CN4 #17
11th Nov. – 15th Nov. 2002
Bangkok, Thailand

