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1 Introduction

At RAN-WG3 meeting #6 in Sophia Antipolis, a number of NBAP related documents were not treated due to lack of time. It was agreed to conduct an E-mail discussion on these contributions, in order to minimise the discussion necessary when re-treating them in RAN-WG3 meeting #7.

This study item report summarises the comments and discussions exchanged on the reflector.

2 Documents Discussed

The study item was initiated by the rapporteur, with the issue of a document list for discussion.  This initial list was derived from the agenda allocations from the Iub/Iur SWG agenda. Subsequent comments were received from Motorola, NTT DoCoMo, Ericsson, and Fujitsu to remove some contributions from the discussions.

The final list of documents open for discussion was as follows:

R399950
Alcatel
Proposal to Add Transmission Power Measurement Reports per Code in TS 25.433

R399951
Alcatel
Proposal for Modification of Parameters in the Radio Link Setup Request and Radio Link Addition Request Messages

R399966
Alcatel
Proposal for Addition of DSCH Parameters in the Radio Link Setup Request and Radio Link Reconfiguration Messages

R399925
Ericsson
Replacement of NBAP Procedures for Radio Resource Management: Node B Restarted and RNC Restarted

R399927
Ericsson
Proposed NBAP Procedure for Cell Configuration Management: Cell Reconfiguration

R399991
GSM Association VPT, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, T-Mobil, Vodafone
NBAP: Block Resource Request Message 

R399992
GSM Association VPT, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, T-Mobil, Vodafone
NBAP: Block Resource Response 

R399993
GSM Association VPT, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, T-Mobil, Vodafone
NBAP: Block Resource Failure 

R399A12
GSM Association VPT, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, T-Mobil, Vodafone
Measurement Termination Response 

R399A13
GSM Association VPT, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, T-Mobil, Vodafone
Measurement Termination Request 

R399A14
GSM Association VPT, Mannesmann Mobilfunk, T-Mobil, Vodafone
Measurement Initiation Request 

R399A07
Nokia
DCH Priorities

R399A30
Nokia
Dedicated NBAP Measurement Control and Reporting Procedures

R399968
Nortel
NBAP Procedures for Cell Management 

R399969
Nortel
Iub and Iur Support of Asymmetric RL Reconfiguration

R399971
Nortel
NBAP Procedures for Node B Setup and Availability

R399982
NTT DoCoMo
Evaluation Procedure 

R399983
NTT DoCoMo
Association between UE and Events in UTRAN Nodes

R399989
NTT DoCoMo
Health Check (Layer 3)

R3-99956
Siemens/Italtel
Combined Event-triggered and Periodic Reporting



R3-99A15
T-Mobil
Common Measurement Report Response



R3-99997
Vodafone
NBAP: Proposal for Additional Cause Values

The rapporteur proposed that the following outstanding documents be discussed under the NBAP TDD parameter study item.

R399906
Interdigital Comm. Corp.
TDD Support of NRT Data Services with Dedicated Channels

R399907
Interdigital Comm. Corp.
Uplink Outer Loop Power Control for TDD Mode

R399954
Siemens/Italtel
TDD Parameters in NBAP Messages

R399964
Siemens/Italtel
NBAP Messages for USCH/DSCH Configuration 

R399A46
Siemens/Italtel
TDD Parameters in RNSAP and  NBAP Radio Link Addition Messages

3 E-mail Discussion Summary

E-mail exchanges took between a number of companies on several of the contributions above. These discussions are summarised below.

R399950

No discussion on the reflector, however Alcatel summarised the proposal in the document and advised that amore detailed contribution would be prepared for RAN-WG3#7.

R399951

Alcatel clarified that proposals (d) and (e) had been covered in RAN-WG3#6.

Mitsubishi questioned the need for ToAWS and ToAWE in the RL setup message – asking whether these should be defined by Node B. Ericsson commented that the S-RNC decides these parameters, because it has the knowledge of all the macro-diversity legs and this provides maximum flexibility for the operator to configure these parameters.

R399966

No discussion on the reflector.

R399925

No discussion on the reflector.

R399927

No discussion on the reflector.

R399991

Siemens proposed that the priority indicator be used in conjunction with the wait timer proposed in Motorola tdoc 866. Also, a statement should be included relating to the fact that if a resource is requested to be blocked its child resources are implicitly blocked. Vodafone stated they agreed with these comments.

R399992

Siemens proposed that the administrative state should not be used in the Block Resource Response message, but instead the operational state should be included. Vodafone commented that the administrative state needs to be exchanged because the RNC holds the resource. It is also correct for the administrative state to be used because this procedure is used in response to an OMC-B (operator) request.

Siemens commented further that the OMC-B could only address the physical resources and as such a change to the administrative state of these resources should be interpreted as a change to the operational state of the logical resources. Vodafone stated that they believed there should be alignment between the resource states (i.e. when one has an administrative state changed so should the other).

Siemens clarified their concern was to ensure the OMC-R is correctly updated from the system, since it requires a consistent view of the network.

Alcatel agreed with his, stating the OMC-R should be the reference for the administrative state of the logical resources. Vodafone commented that there is a potential problem here because both the OMC-B and OMC-R were the ‘operator’, and that they believed the RNC should be the reference for the state since it was common to both entities. It was agreed though that only the ‘operator’ can change the administrative state.

Alcatel commented that they saw a fault as changing the operational state, and wanted to avoid multiple combinations of states. Vodafone agreed with this commenting that this is why they had proposed consistency between the states of the logical and physical entities. Alcatel also stated that they agreed the RNC seemed the logical reference for the administrative state, though it should not be able to change this state. 

R399993

Siemens proposed that a cause be included in the Block Resource Failure message. Vodafone stated they agreed with this comment.

R399A12

No discussion on the reflector.

R399A13

No discussion on the reflector.

R399A14

No discussion on the reflector.

R399A07

No discussion on the reflector.

R399A30

No discussion on the reflector.

R399968

No discussion on the reflector.

R399969

No discussion on the reflector.

R399971

No discussion on the reflector.

R399982

Vodafone questioned why this could not be addressed through implementation specific O&M. NTT DoCoMo clarified it may not be possible to capture the exact start of the desired test call in this way.

Mannesmann commented that, whilst seeing benefit in the procedure, they did not believe the complexity justified the gain. They were concerned with the implications on signalling and Node complexity from adding more parameters.

Vodafone asked if the intention for this was to apply it only to ‘test’ USIM’s – NTT DoCoMo confirmed this was the intention.

R399983

Vodafone expressed a concern with the transmission of the IMSI across the un-encrypted management interface – recommending consultation with SA-WG3. It was also questioned why the current transaction ID could not be used instead of the new event ID. NTT DoCoMo stated they did not believe it was necessary to always encrypt the IMSI, and that if the transaction ID was of sufficient size it could be used. However, their preference would be for the event ID still to be used.

Mannesmann stated they believed the proposal had merit, however they were concerned by another regulatory issue relating to the storage of user data which can indicate their location. This should also be clarified (SA-WG3?).

R399989

Vodafone commented that if this procedure is required we should also define the failure case and recovery actions on link failure.

Ericsson asked for clarification on the purpose of the procedure, believing this was handled by normal fault and error handling cases.

Mannesmann agreed with the Ericsson comments adding that NBAP should be robust enough to detect such failures through the existing procedures.

Vodafone asked whether SSCOP could perform the link failure detection and pass this to the upper layers.

R3-99956

Vodafone questioned the need for a new category of measurement, instead proposing that report periodicity simply needs to be included as a characteristic of event triggered reports.

R3-99A15

No discussion on the reflector.

R3-99997

No discussion on the reflector.







