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Overall Description:
TSG GERAN WG3 has identified potential conflicting requirements in TS 05.08 and TS 04.18 /04.60 related to mobile behaviour in the scenario of packet access failure in packet idle mode. This behaviour is tested in GPRS test case 42.4.4.4 of TS 51.010. The following core spec requirement in TS 05.08 section 10.1.4 is being tested in this test case:

“The MS shall only perform autonomous cell re-selection when the reselection is triggered by a downlink signalling failure as defined in subclause 6.5 or a random access failure as defined in 3GPP TS 04.18 and 3GPP TS 04.60.”

Test case assumes random access failure in the above statement means packet access failure as ‘random access failure’ is not defined in TS 04.60. However, mobile behaviour in the case of packet access failure is defined in TS 04.18 and TS 04.60 as follows:

In TS 04.18 §3.5.2.1.2, it is stated for RACH (for Packet Access Procedure) :

“Having sent the maximum number of CHANNEL REQUEST messages, the mobile station starts timer T3146. At expiry of timer T3146, the packet access procedure is aborted and a packet access failure is indicated to upper layers.”

In TS 04.60 §7.1.2.1.1 it is stated for PRACH :

“Having made M + 1 attempts to send a PACKET CHANNEL REQUEST (respectively EGPRS PACKET CHANNEL REQUEST) message, the mobile station shall stop timer T3186 and start timer T3170 . At expiry of timer T3170, the packet access procedure shall be aborted, a packet access failure shall be indicated to upper layer and the mobile station shall return to packet idle mode.”
TSG GERAN WG3 believes that core spec requirements in TS 05.08 and TS 04.18/04.60 do not agree to each other and has lead to different interpretations of the same requirement. TSG GERAN WG3 has also been made aware of different implementations based on different interpretations due to ambiguity in the core specification.
TSG GERAN WG3 would kindly ask TSG GERAN WG1 and TSG GERAN WG2 to clarify expected MS behaviour in the specific case of packet access failure mentioned above. Is the MS expected to perform cell reselction according to TS 05.08 or abort the packet access procedure, report packet access failure to upper layer and return to packet idle mode according to TS 04.60? TSG GERAN WG3 would also kindly request TSG GERAN WG1 and TSG GERAN WG2 to address the issue of conflicting requirements in the above mentioned core specifications.  
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