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Introduction
During the last meeting, TSG GERAN received an LS from TSG RAN WG2 (GP-031679) on GERAN Iu mode impact to UTRAN. The LS contained one good and one bad news. This document deals with the bad news part. The bad news part is the following: 

“RAN2 has not agreed the CR on inter-RAT cell reselection because there are still concerns regarding the cell reselection from UTRAN cell to GERAN Iu mode cell. In RAN2’s opinion it is too late to add the requirement of CSN.1 decoding to UTRAN Rel-5. Therefore, RAN2 kindly asks GERAN2 to re-consider the solution where the UE applies ASN.1 coding to Cell/GRA Update messages defined in 44.118. Alternatively, the ASN.1 coding could be applied to all messages defined in 44.118.”

Nokia raised the issue during the last TSG RAN plenary meeting as a discussion paper in RP-030543.  The discussion in TSG RAN led to a decision that the next TSG GERAN WG2 meeting would discuss the issue once again and inform TSG RAN WG2 about its decision. TSG RAN WG2 would then live with the decision.

Alternatives

TSG GERAN has been informing TSG RAN WG2 about the ongoing work on Iur-g and changes that would be needed, already in September 2002. The work on Iur-g has been completed long time ago in all relevant 3GPP working groups, but RAN2. The remaining CR is the CR to 25.331 (R2-031709), which is enabling the use of Iur-g interface as specified. 

In the TSG RAN WG2 LS to GERAN the reasons for not agreeing the CR to 25.331 in R2-021709 are only that it is too late for Release 5 for UTRAN. At the same time RAN2 is asking GERAN to change GERAN Rel-5 specifications, while neglecting the fact that the actual CR to 25.331 is independent of whether ASN.1 or CSN.1 coding is applied.  It is worth noting that the need for the UTRAN SRNS to perform decoding of CSN.1 coded Cell/GRA Update messages defined in 44.118 arises only in cases of interworking with GERAN Iu mode via Iur-g and not in other cases.

Regardless, here are three possibilities to solve the issue

· All messages in 3GPP TS 44.118 to be changed to ASN1 coding

From GERAN point of view, it is unacceptable at this point in time to convert to ASN1 coding. There is no reason for doing that, and using Iur-g as an excuse for doing it is not sufficient. Therefore TSG GERAN WG2 should reject such proposals. This alternative has been discussed long time ago and decision has been made, and the work on 44.118 for Release 5 has been completed.

· Only GRA/Cell Update messages to be defined in ASN1 in 44.118

It is not clear how could this solution eliminate the need for the ASN.1/CSN.1 coding in BSS/RNC respectively. The approved CRs for intersystem handover are based on the same principle as the one agreed for Iur-g, i.e. the RNC would need to code "SBSS Relocation Info" which is CSN.1 coded.

· To keep the current decision.

The current decision is specified in Stage 2 for Iur-g specification 3GPP TS 43.130vs500:

6. In cases of a mixed registration area (i.e. a registration area containing UTRAN cells and GERAN cells), the RRC entity in the serving node must implement RRC functionalities and appropriate coding that are potentially used over the Iur-g interface. For example, if a registration area contains UTRAN and GERAN cells and the serving node is SRNC, then RRC entity in SRNC must handle RRC functions for Cell Update, GRA Update and RRC Connection Release that are specified in 3GPP TS 44.118. Similarly, if in such mixed environment there is a SBSC, then the SBSC must handle related RRC functions as specified in 3GPP TS 25.331.

This decision would enable the following:

1. Keep Iur-g presence transparent for the MS

2. Introduce the changes when the feature is actually deployed by an operator. This means that the operator would pay for the feature when they actually need it and not earlier when they would not need it.

Proposed way forward

Nokia’s proposal is to keep the current decision, and kindly asks TSG GERAN WG2 to agree on the way forward and inform TSG RAN WG2 about the decision. 

However, independent of the decision on the coding, TSG RAN WG2 should be kindly asked to approve the CR since it does not depend on whether ASN.1 or CSN.1 is used. 

