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1.
Introduction

This contribution proposes some changes and clarifications to the Nokia proposal R3-99503 concerning Message Contents for the RANAP Procedures, presented at the Warwick meeting.

2.
Discussion

The chapters below refer to Ref. 1.


4.2.2 RADIO ACCESS BEARER ASSIGNMENT COMPLETE

Why is Bearer parameters included in this message? The note says that it is only needed if something has changed. What is it that can change and compared to what? Is the meaning that RNC can chose to set up a Bearer with parameters that “almost” fulfil what was requested and then inform CN about what parameters that were chosen instead? How will the RNC be able to decide if to set up a Bearer with “almost” the right parameters or to fail the request? Only CN has enough information to make this choice.

Proposal: Remove Bearer parameters


4.2.3 RADIO ACCESS BEARER ASSIGNMENT FAILURE

See comment to 4.2.2 above.


4.6.1 OVERLOAD

Why is Location Identifier included. What does it give the location of? According to chapter 5.13 in ref. 1, Location Identifier indicates location of the UE, which doesn’t make sense in connection with the OVERLOAD procedure.

Proposal: Remove Location Identifier or specify the usage of it.


4.9.1
PAGING

Location Identifier can’t be used in this message since the location of the paged UE is not known. Instead an area within which the UE shall be paged shall be included.

Proposal: Replace Location Identifier by Location Area or Routing Area depending on Core Network. This element shall be optional and not included when paging shall be done for the whole RNC area.


4.10.1 CN INVOKE TRACE

Why is Bearer ID mandatory? If tracing shall be done for a UE, it should not be necessary to give Bearer Identities. 
UE Identity is not necessary to include since CN INVOKE TRACE is sent connection oriented and thus UE Identity is already known.
Trace Type can be used to indicate if tracing shall be done on Bearer Id or on UE Id.

Proposal: Make Bearer ID optional. Remove UE Identity. Let Trace Type indicate if tracing shall be done on Bearer or UE Identity.


4.11.1 CIPHER MODE COMMAND

To respect functional division between non-access stratum and access stratum, UTRAN should not have to care about IMEISV. Cipher Response  Mode should thus be removed and the handling of IMEI moved to NAS-level.

Proposal: Remove Cipher Response Mode.


4.12.1 CN INFORMATION BROADCAST REQUEST

In order for UTRAN to know from which Core Network the message is sent, a CN Domain Indicator should be included in the message.

Proposal: Include CN Domain Indicator.


4.14.1 INITIAL UE MESSAGE

Core Network should not care about what type of channel that is used in UTRAN.

Proposal: Remove Chosen Channel.


5 Description of Information Elements

The following elements are missing in chapter 5 of Ref. 1.

- Target RNC Identification

- Source RNC to Target RNC transparent field

- Target RNC to Source RNC transparent field

- Transport Address

- Iu transport association


Proposal: Include the information elements listed above.


4. Conclusion and Proposal

Include the above stated proposals.


5.
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