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Introduction

In the last meeting, GTP version for eGTP is discussed and two alternatives are given: extended GTP version 1 and GTP version 2. If GTP version 2 is decided as the method for eGTP, the second step issue will be how to choose GTP version for standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS. The decision on these two issues will lead to the principles on how to do the R8 GTP standard work. This paper is to discuss the possible problem which need to be considered when make the decision on GTP version for standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS Gn/Gp.
Discussion

The possibility of standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS
Currently, the stage 2 standard work for Rel8 PS domain network is mainly in EPS. But it is not clear whether the standalone UMTS/GPRS network would go on survive in Rel8. If the Rel8 PS domain network can include the standalone UMTS/GPRS network, the network scenario below would go on be worked in Rel8 TS 23.060:
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Figure 1 network scenario for standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS
The method of GTP version 2 for all Rel8 GTP based interfaces
Currently, one proposed method for Rel8 GTP is to use GTP version 2 for all Rel8 GTP based interfaces and put them into one specification.
With this method, all of the messages and the IEs for both EPS and standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS would be uniformly coded so that some alignment and maintenance work can be saved.
The problem from standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS Gn/Gp
If the standalone Rel8 UMTS/GPRS network is valid and some new features is required to supported, then GTP modification may be needed. If we use GTP version 2 for all Rel8 GTP based interfaces, some problems should be solved. Otherwise there would be some trouble in the future work.
Here is an example for clarify the problems.

Let's assume that message A and IE B are used by both EPS and standalone R8 UMTS and message C and parameter D are used only by standalone R8 UMTS. With a new feature for standalone R8 UMTS, message A and IE B are required to be changed. It is difficult do the change with EPS also in mind. And, if in the future release, the standalone UMTS is decided to be "stopped", it is also difficult to do with these messages/parameters A, B, C, D.
It can be seen that it could lead to some hard work in the future if the relationship between EPS GTP and standalone UMTS GTP is so tight.
Conclusion

Based on the discussion above, it is proposed to take the considerations below when make the decision on GTP version for standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS Gn/Gp.
· Whether the network scenario for standalone R8 UMTS/GPRS is valid or not? Whether some new features are foreseen to require the modification of GTP?
· If yes, whether there is some work method which can be introduced to solve the problems mentioned in the discussion part?
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