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1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to clarify Ericsson’s position regarding the proprietary extension mechanism for RANAP, RNSAP and NBAP agreed at R3#8 in Abiko.

2 Discussion

Ericsson’s primary goal is to achieve complete and high-quality specifications for all UTRAN interfaces in order to enable multivendor operability.

Complete and high-quality specifications must be achieved without the use of proprietary extensions in order to guarantee proper multivendor operability. Proprietary extensions should therefore not be seen as a means to complete or supplement a low grade interface, but rather as a means to ease and speed up the development and introduction of new functionality, which Ericsson believes is vital for the system to pertain its competitive edge.

From a vendor’s perspective there will always be a need (to a certain extent) for extension mechanisms to implement and evaluate new algorithms/features before such are proposed for standardisation. With the agreed mechanism the means for introduction of extensions become visible and provides manufacturers with a common mechanism for handling extensions. New features can easily be developed, tested and evaluated in a multivendor UTRAN while still complying to the current standard, without any risk of jeopardising multivendor operability. Standardisation of new features may fail, an alternative then being a fall-back to already existing functionality. The agreed mechanism also removes the additional NW configuration which would be necessary with non-standardised extension mechanisms.

The extension mechanism also provides for smooth introduction of operator- and/or vendor specific features for differentiation purposes (if such are desired), or e.g. due to market specific requirements.

3 Conclusion 

Complete and high-quality specifications are of utmost importance for a successful standard. The agreed extension mechanism facilitates a structured method for fast future enhancements.

Finally, Ericsson would like to rename ‘proprietary extensions’ to ‘extensions for non-standard use’ in order to avoid misinterpretation of the extension mechanism being intended for proprietary features.















