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1 Introduction

Previous meetings agreed on the following:

1) To re-use the UE information request/response message for providing UE logged reports to the network

2) To send the log report over SRB2

However the two are not compatible as discussed below.

2 Discussion

UE information request/response messages were defined in Rel-9 already and they are sent over SRB1.  The decision to move have logged reporting over SRB2 means that the Rel-9 message cannot just be extended for Rel-10 and some additional change is needed.

This leaves a few options:

	Solution
	Comments

	Move messages to SRB2 in Rel-9
	Non-backwards compatible change for Rel-9

	Move messages to SRB2 in Rel-10
	Not backwards compatible with Rel-9.

	Define new messages for SRB2
	Quite a heavy solution for this “minor” problem

	Request always in SRB1 and only response carrying logs in SRB2
	Backwards compatible but response message has to supported over both SRBs.  Also mixing up SRBs for request/response may result in unexpected issues later caused by different prioritisation of the messages.

	Request/Response for Rel-9 info in SRB1 but Request/response for logged results in SRB2
	Backwards compatible but response message has to supported over both SRBs.  

	Request can be in SRB1 or SRB2.  Response will use the same SRB as request.
	Backwards compatible but even more testing than previous option.


2.1.1 Discussion on backward compatibility
The reason for potential non-backward compatibility is discussed below.

Moving either or both of request/response to SRB2 can cause non-backward compatibility problem.  

Rel-9 networks will signal the request over SRB1.  Moving the request to SRB2 in Rel-10 can cause a backward compatibility problem for Rel-10 UEs with Rel-9 networks.

Similarly, on the network side, receiving the response over SRB2 while the network may be expecting this message over SRB1 can strictly cause problems with network implementations and is hence not backward compatible.  However, it may not be a problem for some network implementations.  


So it may be possible that moving SRBs won’t cause implementation issues and if so, it can be considered to be backward compatible solution.  
2.1.2 Definition of SRB2

In addition, the application of SRB2 should be changed to (based on the decision above)
-
SRB2 is for NAS messages and MDT logged reporting, using DCCH logical channel. SRB2 has a lower-priority than SRB1 and is always configured by E-UTRAN after security activation.

3 Proposal

It is proposed to discuss the issue and agree on one of the solutions.  If there are no issues with network implementations, the solutions which were considered “non-backwards compatible” above does not have to be ruled out.  Backwards compatible solutions increase complexity and testing effort.
It is also proposed to update 36.331 on SRB2 defintion:

-
SRB2 is for NAS messages and MDT logged reporting, using DCCH logical channel. SRB2 has a lower-priority than SRB1 and is always configured by E-UTRAN after security activation.

