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CN4 thanks SA5 for their LS (S5-034449) detailing the requirements for the inclusion of the RAI (to carry MNC and MCC of the SGSN) in GTP.  As noted in this LS and the previous LS sent by CN4 to SA5 on this subject, it is not possible to make the RAI a mandatory parameter within GTP because of the problems that this would cause with backwards compatibility.  
The request from SA5 in S5-034449 to CN4 was to;


‘…to define the addition of this information in the relevant GTP and RADIUS messages so that while the information parameters are not mandatory in the protocol message descriptions, the accompanying behaviour description for the parameter makes it clear under what conditions they shall be included’.

The understanding of CN4 is that the requirement from SA5 is to make it clear that, whilst the protocol definition describes the parameter as optional (for compatibility reasons), there should be text included somewhere within specifications that states that really this parameter should always be included.  To that end, CN4 has two distinct proposals:

1. CN4 could change the description of the inclusion of RAI in 29.060 from text that reads ‘The SGSN may include the Routeing Area Identity (RAI) of the SGSN where the MS is registered’ to ‘The SGSN should include the Routeing Area Identity (RAI) of the SGSN where the MS is registered’.

2. SA2 change the text within the stage 2 document (23.060) to describe the conditions under which the RAI is included in Create PDP Context Request and Update PDP Context Request.  
When considering these two options, CN4 noted that it would be difficult to approve the changes described in option 1 for any release earlier that Release 6 since this would not imply a functional correction and so, whilst strengthening the requirement, it would probably be viewed as an editorial change.  Option 2 however would be something closer to a correction since there is no mention of the conditions on the inclusion of RAI in 23.060 with relation to Create or Update PDP Context Request and so this could be viewed as essential clarification to help implementers understand the true requirements for inclusion.  It was also noted in CN4 that the conditions for inclusion or not of parameters under certain conditions is really a service related consideration and so the stage 2 document would be a better place for such a recommendation.
2. Actions:

To SA5 and SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CN4 asks SA2 and SA5 group to consider the two solutions that CN4 has proposed and decide which would be preferred.  If SA2 and SA5 agree with CN4 that the second option is the most appropriate way of addressing SA5’s requirement, SA2 are further asked to draft and approve the appropriate CR’s to 23.060.
3. Date of Next CN4 Meeting:

CN4 #21
27th October – 31st October 2003

