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1.
Introduction

Having briefly reviewed the document “Proposal for Stage 2 for Generic Access to 

A/Gb interface” (submitted in GP-042394), a number of issues and questions become evident with the proposed solution, and these are summarised below (in no particular order).
2.
Issues/Comments to Proposed Stage 2

a) Currently it is not possible to transport PS data in a reliable manner between the MS and the GANC as the protocol stack only always use of UDP as the transport layer.

b) Possible errors in the proposed state machines for the system:

i. Class C not possible as MS always has to be CS connected before establishing the PS connection.

ii. (Possibly making any future addition of the GAN-Iu more difficult, i.e. probably mandating a new specification and protocol)

c) No definition of GAN specific Capability negotiation between the MS and the GANC and no description of how GANC specific functionality will interwork with the capabilities of the MS whilst in UTRAN or GERAN.

d) No support for TrFO or for TFO.

e) No Support of the Cell Broadcast Service.

f) Over complicated specifications and functional description especially in terms of the registration procedure. E.g. the definition of Provisioning, Default and Serving GANC roles and definition of the whole discovery procedure). 

g) No support for Location Services. 

h) Establishment procedures mimic GERAN access and therefore signalling is introduced that is not required as it is using an IP bearer. – Channel Establishment (Activation) for CS connection.)

i) When in GAN mode and user powers off phone, no DETACH message sent before the GAN Deregistration procedure.

j) Interaction with Network Sharing requires further investigation.

k) PLMN Selection when roaming does not work: MS has no choice of the PLMN to which the provisioning GANC will redirect the MS when roaming (and may be independent of current registered PLMN – indicated in the CGI passed in Registration).

l) Currently no description addressing possible problems with incorrect routeing of Emergency Calls when roaming, when not in coverage of a GERAN network.

m) Use of FR AMR is mandated – No procedures for codec negotiation defined: does this make it difficult to introduce support for other codecs (e.g. WB-AMR)?

n) Wrong interface described between GANC and AAA.

o) Many Editorial Issues.

3.
Questions on Proposed 

p) Currently the MS is in charge of triggering the Handover from GAN to Cellular Network: Is this acceptable?

q) Introduction of a GAN Layer keep alive mechanism: Why can’t the underlying IPSec keep-alive mechanism be used?

r) Why was TCP selected over SCTP for the transport layer for the signalling?

4.
Conclusion

Vodafone recommends that after the document “Proposal for Stage 2 for Generic Access to A/Gb interface” is presented, GERAN plenary discusses the above list of comments.

