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1. Overall Description:

CN1 would like to thank GERAN3 for their LS on Implementation of T200 timer.

In the LS sent from GERAN3, the following question was asked of CN1, namely:

According to 04.64 version V4.10.0 section 8.5.1.2, the timer T200 should be started:

“An LLE shall initiate a request for the ABM operation to be set by transmitting the SABM command. All existing exception conditions shall be cleared, the retransmission counter shall be reset, and timer T200 shall be set.”

And the procedure upon expiry of T200 according to section 8.5.1.3 should be:

“If timer T200 expires before the UA or DM response with the F bit set to 1 is received, the LLE shall:

-
retransmit the SABM command as defined above;

-
set timer T200; and

-
increment the retransmission counter.”

It is not clear from these requirements whether the MS should:

a) Start timer T200 when the U frame CMD is first passed to lower layers (RLC?) for transmission.

b) Start timer T200 when lower layers (RLC?) confirm transmission of the PDU.

WG3 would like to receive clarification from CN1 as to whether option a) or option b) or both a) and b) above are the correct approach.

In response to the question asked by GERAN3, CN1 would like to indicate that the LLE shall start the timer when the frame is passed down to lower layers, this is how the standard is written and it is also how the timers in all other layers, e.g. SM, MM, CC, etc. are specified. Thus, the option a) is the only correct approach.

The confusion may arise because the LLC standard is based on the LAPD standard (ITU recommendation Q.921). Unlike LLC, LAPD sits immediately above its physical layer, which is one reason why statements that made sense for LAPD do not always make complete sense for LLC.

 

2. Actions:

To GERAN3 group.

ACTION: 
CN1 kindly asks GERAN3 to take into account the points raised above.
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