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Introduction

This document presents the report from Iu SWG meeting held on April 10-12, 2000 during TSG RAN WG3 meeting #12 in Seoul, Korea. The meeting was chaired and the report prepared by the Iu SWG chairman Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. The report is organised according to the agenda that was agreed in the opening plenary. The order does not necessarily correspond to the order the items were handled. The unnumbered agenda items (e.g. LS handling) are reported at the end of this report.
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R99, Iu General Aspects (25.410)

10.1 Editorial CRs

10.2 Corrective / Modification CRs 
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R99, Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)      

11.1 Editorial CRs

-1074
Tdoc 1074 CR18 "Addition of table headings" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

11.2 Corrective / Modification CRs 

-1072, -1073, -1075, -1076,
Tdoc 1072 CR16 "Correction of Procedure indication in Time Alignment frame" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. Approved with the modification that the whole table will be replaced with a whole new table containing the change proposed here. The new version will be in Tdoc 1119.

Tdoc 1119 CR16r1 "Correction of Procedure indicator in Time Alignment frame" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1072. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1073 CR17 "Correction of PDU type" was presented by Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was discussed whether the PDU subtypes are only under PDU type 15. It was understood that this is the case. These sub-types are not to be mixed with the procedure indicator. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1075 CR19 "Clarification on FQC description" was presented Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was clarified that dropping the frame means that the frame is not sent. This is not explained very clearly anywhere in the document. To clarify this it was agreed to change the concept of "drop frame" to "frame not sent" in the first table addressed in this CR.

It was discussed whether the dropping of frame when it has errors, and it has been stated for one sub-flow that erroneous SDUs do not need to be sent,  is a better default operation than indicating the reception of erroneous frames, when this is required for at least on sub-flow, even if delivery of erroneous SDUs has status "No" for another sub-flow.

It was agreed to clarify this in offline discussions. After reporting from the offline discussions, it was agreed that the document is approved with the modification stated above. The new version will be in Tdoc 1129.

Tdoc 1129 CR19r1 "Clarification of FQC description" was presented Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1075. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1076 CR20 "Version of the specified mode" was presented Fredrik Åberg of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1147 CR21 "Clarification of Payload CRC Field (Iu FP)" from NTT DoCoMo was discussed. It was approved as proposed
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R99, Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413) 

12.1 Editorial CRs

12.2 Corrective / Modification CRs  

-1059 -> 1156, -1060 -> 1157, -1061 -> 1158, -1062-> 1171, -1063 -> 1159, 
-1064 -> 1160, -1065 -> 1161, -1066 -> 1154, -1067, -1068 -> 1162, 
-1069 -> 1163, -1070, --1058 ->1153, --1071 -> 1164, ----1106 -> 1168, 
----1107 -> 1169, ----1108 -> 1170, ----1144, ----1155, ----1173

Tdoc 1059 "Clarifications for Location Reporting Control and Location Report procedures" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was agreed with the following changes: In section 9.19.2 that "event triggered reporting" should be changed to "reporting at the change of Service Area". Also "relocation" should be changed to "successful relocation" in the first sentence, and "new" is changed to "future" in the last sentence. It should also be applied to the new version of the standard, and changes to tabular format and ASN.1 should be included. Also CR number needs to be added. See Tdoc 1156 for the new version.

Tdoc 1156 CR76r1 "Clarifications for Location Reporting Control and Location Report procedures" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1059. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1060 "Preservation of Tracing initiation data in connection with Relocation" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved with the following changes: The word "relocation" should be changed to "successful relocation" in the first sentence, and "new" is changed to "future" It should also be applied to the new version of the standard. Also CR number needs to be added, and the category is changed to editorial. See Tdoc 1157 for the new version.

Tdoc 1157 CR77r1 "Preservation of Tracing initiation data in connection with Relocation" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1060. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1061 "Clarification of when RELOCATION REQUIRED can be sent" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was discussed that for this procedure the source RNC is the client and CN is the server, so it does not make sense to define the action in the RNC as proposed. Instead, it would make sense to define the procedure in the CN (server) when a subsequent RELOCATION REQUIRED message is received. It was first understood by the group that the requirement for the CN is to initiate the Relocation Resource Allocation procedure if that has not been done already, and that there should be only one RELOCATION COMMAND message send to the source RNC.

After some coffee break discussions, it was clarified that the above stated is true for GSM, but there is a difference compared to GSM, because it is explicitly stated that the Relocation preparation is always cancelled by the source RNC it the timer expires. Therefore the proposed text really just clarifies the existing operation. The CR was agreed with the following modifications: The category is changed to D Editorial Modification, the change is applied to the newest version of the document, and the CR number is added. See Tdoc 1158 for the new version.

Tdoc 1158 CR78r1 "Clarification of when RELOCATION REQUIRED can be sent" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1061. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1062 "Interaction between Reset Resource and Signalling Transport Layer supervision" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was clarified that this is related to the Inactivity Test provided by the transport layer.

The usage of this procedure in the case when the SCCP inactivity timer has expired and Signalling Connection has been released locally was discussed. It was the understanding of Lucent that this is the normal case when this the procedure is used, but Nokia, Ericsson and Nokia had understood that the entity the experienced the signalling transport processor reset would send the RESET RESOURCE message. It was understood that both are allowed according to the current description.

It was agreed not to approve the CR. Instead, it was agreed that a statement should be specified indicating that the immediate re-use of the Signalling Connection Ids should be avoided in order to avoid situations like the one described in the CR. Alex Vesely from Siemens and Anders will work on a new CR based on this. This CR is in Tdoc 1171.

Tdoc 1171 CR79r1 "Interaction between Reset Resource and Signalling Transport Layer supervision" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is the CR resulting from Tdoc 1062. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1063 "Clarification of when to release failed RABs at Relocation" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed (Chairman's comment: CR number needs to be added, and it needs to be checked that it is against the newest version of the spec). See Tdoc 1159 for the new version.

Tdoc 1159 CR80r1 "Clarification of when to release failed RABs at Relocation" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1063. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1064 "Interactions between RAB Assignment messages" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was clarified that the new request is handled completely normally, i.e. it can be executed immediately or queued. It was agreed with the following changes: The class is changed to C Functional Modification of a Feature, CR number needs to be added, it needs to be checked that it is against the newest version of the spec, the ASN.1 and tabular changes need to be added. See Tdoc 1160 for the new version.

Tdoc 1160 CR81r1 "Interactions between RAB Assignment messages" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1064. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1065 "Cause values are missing for Abstract Syntax Errors" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was agreed with the change that the tabular format and ASN.1 need to be added. See Tdoc 1161 for the new version. 

Tdoc 1161 CR82r1 "Cause values are missing for Abstract Syntax Errors" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1065. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1066 "Interaction between Class 2 messages and the RELOCATION REQUIRED message" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. The proposal was not agreed. It was agreed that the interaction with class 2 EPs need to be simplified all in all. It was agreed that the requirement is that the class two operations resume to normal operation if the relocation is cancelled. It should be up to the RNC to decide whether to queue these requests or act according to them immediately. Michael Roberts from Lucent will draft a new CR based on this agreement (CR number 83). See Tdoc 1154 for the new version.

Tdoc 1154 CR 83R1"Interaction between Class 2 messages and the RELOCATION REQUIRED message" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. This is the new version of Tdoc 1066. It was approved with the modification that this handling is applied to all class 2 connection oriented procedures, with the currently defined exception that the Direct Transfer is handled normally, and it is applied to the 3.1.0 version of RANAP. See the new version in Tdoc 1206.

Tdoc 1206 CR 83R2 "Interaction between Class 2 messages and the RELOCATION REQUIRED message" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. This is the new version of Tdoc 1154. It was approved with the modification that the cover page is updated with a new Tdoc number, correct version of the CR is added, changes are applied to version 3.1.0, and the reason for change is updated. NEW VERSION WAS NOT PRESENTED IN IU SWG.

Tdoc 1067 "Add SAI to Direct Transfer" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was clarified that the SAI is still used for MM purpose (when it is sent to the MSC via the Gs interface, the MSC determines the LAI from the SAI). It was agreed to send a LS to N1 informing them that currently we have RAC and LAI included with the NAS-PDU carrying the MM level message, and ask them whether that is enough from the RNC. Alexander Vesely will draft this LS (See Tdoc 1166). The CR was not approved at this time.

It was also questioned whether the RNC always needs to include these IEs or if there is enough information in the RNC so that it can only include these, when the NAS-PDU will contain MM message. This was unclear and will be checked (Michael Roberts from Lucent will check this).

Tdoc 1068 "RRC container references" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was approved with the modification that the CR number needs added, and it needs to be applied on the latest spec version. See Tdoc 1162 for the new version.

Tdoc 1162 CR85r1 "RRC container references" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1068. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1069 "RNC-ID needed in connectionless messages sent from RNC" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved with the modification that the CR number needs added, ASN.1 and the tabular changes (against the latest spec) need to be added, and the category is changed to C - functional modification of a feature. See Tdoc 1163 for the new version.

Tdoc 1163 CR86r1 "RNC-ID needed in connectionless messages sent from RNC" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1069. It was approved as proposed.

Tdoc 1070 "Requested accuracy missing for Location Reporting Control" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was discussed whether R99 UTRAN provides functionality to support the locating of the UE, or whether this would be R00 item. It was also suggested that the information should provide similar functionality that is available for the GSM A-interface. The proposed CR was not agreed. It was agreed to check these items.

Tdoc 1058 "Correction for Maximum Bitrate and Guarantee Bitrate in ASN.1" was presented by Chenghock NG of NEC. It was approved with the modification that the definition is not Sequence of Sequences, but a simple Sequence. See Tdoc 1153 for the new version.

Tdoc 1153 CR75r1 "Correction for Maximum Bitrate and Guarantee Bitrate in ASN.1" was presented by Chenghock NG of NEC. This is the new version of Tdoc 1058. It was approved without changes.

Tdoc 1071 "Mapping between RAB-ID and DCH is missing in Relocation container" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved with the following changes: The CR number needs to be added, tabular format changes need to be applied to the newest version of the specification, and the ASN.1 changes need to be added. The new version is in Tdoc 1164.

Tdoc 1164 CR88r1 "Mapping between RAB-ID and DCH is missing in Relocation container" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 1071. It was approved with modifications to the ASN.1 so that it uses the common container definition, and the conditions in the tabular format are updated to include if RABs associated. THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG.
Tdoc 1106 "Rules for messages that shall contain the CN Domain" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was agreed that the information is good and acceptable, but it should rather be put it in an informative annex called: RANAP Guidelines. This annex is to be used for future development of RANAP. Alex will draft a new version of the CR. See Tdoc 1168 for the new version.

Tdoc 1168 CR89r1 "Rules for messages that shall contain the CN Domain" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is the new version of Tdoc 1106. It was approved with the modification that the annex name is changed to "X" so that the support tem can place it accordingly, and the CR only show the addition of the annex, and nothing else. THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG.
Tdoc 1107 "IEs missing within reset resource messages" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is the new version of Tdoc 1107. It was approved with the modification that the ASN.1 needs to be added. See Tdoc 1169 for the new version.

Tdoc 1169 CR90r1 "IEs missing within reset resource messages" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was approved without modification.

Tdoc 1108 "Range of the signalling connection identification IE" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was agreed to change the type from INTEGER to BIT STRING (SIZE (24)), and allocate the range as proposed so that all bits are used. Also the ASN.1 changes need to be shown. See Tdoc 1170 for the new version.

Tdoc 1170 CR91r1 "Range of the signalling connection identification IE" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was approved with modifications to the cover page that the R99 box is selected, clauses affected are added, and it is classified F: Correction. THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG.
Tdoc 1144 "Inclusion of PDP Type into RANAP" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. It was agreed with the modification that the CR number needs to be added. It was clarified that the PDP Type provides information to RNC so that it knows that header compression is possible, but it is not a requirement for that RNC to support the header compression. It was agreed with the modification that the id-PDP-TypeInformation is not needed, and the CR number 92 is added. The new version will be in Tdoc 1202.

Tdoc 1202 CR92r1 "Inclusion of PDP Type into RANAP" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. This is the new version of Tdoc 1144. It was approved with the modification that the IE section in the constant definition module is not shown at all. THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG.
Tdoc 1155 CR93r1 "Support for RRC signalling session releasing" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. It was agreed with the modifications that the interaction with IU RELASE is not specified (i.e. the text part is not included), the cause value is renamed 'Release-due-to-UE-generated-signalling-connection-release', it is written against version 3.1.0, and the changes against the tabular format are shown. See the new version in Tdoc 1207.

Tdoc 1207 CR 93r2 "Support for RRC signalling session releasing" was presented by Michael Roberts of Lucent. This is the new version of Tdoc 1155. It was approved with the modification that the cover page is updated with a new Tdoc number, correct version of the CR is added, clauses affected section is filled in, ASN.1 type is started with lower case letter, and the next free cause value 40 is used. THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG..

Tdoc 1173 "Syntactical and consistency check of RANAP’s tabular format and ASN.1 part" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This CR contains the required modifications to correct the version 3.1.0 according to previous agreements.

It was agreed with the modifications that Nokia is added as a source, First setup or modify item, Second setup or modify item and User Plane Information IEs always have presence M, if value is removed from Criticality column, then a '-' should be added, and id-RAB-ReleasedItem-IuRelComp is allocated value 88. THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG.
Tdoc 1172 CR95 "CN behaviour on reception of RELOCATION COMPLETE message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was commented that this proposal would tie the EPs together, which Iu SWG has been trying to avoid, and the interdependency for this procedure is clearly specified in the Stage 2 flows. It was decided not to approve this CR.

12.3 Application of RANAP on MAP - E

Tdoc 1147 "Comparison of Ericssons and Siemens’ proposal for TS 29.108 “Application of the Radio Access Network Application Part (RANAP) on the E-interface”" was presented by Alexander Vesely from Siemens. The open issues were treated as follows.

1. It was agreed to include the Error Indication procedure in MAP-E.

2. It was agreed to define the change of roles as in GSM.

3. It was agreed to use the Iu Release Request

4. It was discussed that the functionality of Reset Resource can be supported by MAP or even TCAP, and there could be some Id allocation problems if Reset Resource is used, so therefore it was agreed not to use Reset Resource on MAP E

Tdoc 1148 "Application of the Radio Access Network Application Part (RANAP) on the E-interface" was presented by Alexander Vesely from Siemens. This document is the first draft of 29.108. It was agreed that Alex will be the Rapporteur for this. The document was reviewed shortly, and it was agreed as the starting point with the following comments:

Alex commented that comments are especially requested for chapters 6 and 8.

The list ignored IEs: It was also commented that it needs to be clearly specified what it means that information elements are ignored 
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R99, Iu Data Transport + Transport network control plane (25.414)  

13.1 Editorial CRs

13.2 Corrective / Modification CRs

14
R99, Iu signalling transport (25.412)    

14.1 Editorial CRs

14.2 Corrective / Modification CRs 
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R00, Iu related work items agreed by TSG RAN

Agreed work tasks:

a) Handover for realtime services from PS-domain: --1049, --1050, --1089
Tdoc 1089 "SRNS relocation and handover" was presented by Claire Laloë of Nortel. This is a resubmission of a LS from S2 to S1, R2 and R3. This was presented to clarify the status of the discussions and the questions previously presented to us. Jörgen van Parys presented the attached Alcatel contribution S2-99912, and Richard Townend of BT presented the attached Nortel & BT contribution S2-99935.

Tdoc 1049 "SRNS relocation for the PS domain – study of the delay with the current mechanism" was presented by Claire Laloë of Nortel.

First the Relocation without UE involvement was presented: It was clarified that the contribution only describes what is in the specs now, and the optimisation for real-time services is missing. For example the loss-less relocation and RLC re-starting would not be applicable for real-time services. It was also commented that it is not clear what the presented delay means from service interruption point of view. It seemed clear for everyone that the real-time support needs to be clearly specified.

The Hard HO case was reviewed. It was commented that the 100ms delay for signalling. It was again commented that this is using the current mechanism in the standard that is designed for non-real-time service, and the class of the service is not real-time. There were comments that not all of these delay figures would be applicable if the relocation was optimised for real-time services.

It was decided to present the related contribution in Tdoc 1050 before continuing the discussion.

Tdoc 1050 "SRNS relocation for the PS domain – study of the delay with the bi-casting mechanism" was presented by Claire Laloë of Nortel.

It was commented that phases 2 and 3 don't follow each other, and the trigger for phase 3 seems to be missing. Nortel suggested that a message could be added to this effect.

It was asked how the information that is needed to get the Target RNC going with the transmission is fetched from SRNC to target RNC. It was commented that this assumes that there is no need to get any information from the Source RNC to the Target. IT was commented that if this can be assumed, then much of the delay the related to the packet forwarding solution can be omitted.

It was commented that this flow describes a case that is not loss-less, i.e. it is very much optimised for real-time services, whereas Tdoc 1049 used non-real-time loss-less bearer as an example.

It was understood by the group that the conclusion in the Alcatel paper attached to the LS form S2 that states that the main difference from service point of view related to bi-casting and current solution (if optimised for real-time) is that the former might only introduces one frame gap/overlapping whereas the latter might introduce frame gap/overlapping (one each).

Tdoc 1174 "Relocation for Real Time Services from PS Domain" was presented by Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. The sequence of events were discussed again for some time. It was clarified that the addition proposed by Nokia is related to duplicating data to Iur and the forwarding link, and utilising the data flow in Iur as long as it makes sense from the Target RNC point of view.

Agreements on Tdocs 1089, 1049, 1050 and 1174:

It was agreed not to send the LS at this meeting. Further clarification is needed for both of the solutions, in comparable terms. The following should be clarified:

· It should be clarified for all cases what is the required time for the Target RNC to take over the Serving RNC functionality, and what is the signalling needed over the radio. This should be shown for both for both Hard HO and Streamlining only case, taking the appropriate assumptions for PDCP re-starting for real-time services. 

· It should be shown clearly what sort of disruption is caused, e.g. frame slip (including direction) only, or gap. The size should be estimated in frames. If there are several interruption the time between them should be estimated.

· The study should also include the UL cases clearly.

· For the packet forwarding solution, some possible solutions should be presented on how to integrate the GGSN context updating to the relocation preparation phase.

· The study could also include as general variables the delay caused by signalling, and the delay caused by data transmission in the U-Plane.

b) RAB support enhancements 

c) RAB QoS negotiation

d) others

Incoming Liaison Statements

994, (996) + 1000, 999, 1001, 1008, (1010) + 1014, 1005

Tdoc 0994 "LS on Call/Session Priorities in a Multicall Scenario" from S2 to S1 CC R2 and R3 was discussed. It was agreed to send liaison back indicating that in the cases of RAB Assignment , Handover, Relocation and congestion situation occurring during a call, it might become necessary to setup/continue only some of the RABs of a UE, and since UTRAN is not aware of any service related information e.g. the Teleservice (the only information UTRAN has is the RAB parameters), it is difficult for UTRAN to distinguish the RABs. This is due to the R3's understanding that allocation and retention priority is set commonly for each RAB of the user, then RAB parameters don't have information to prioritise RABs of the same user. Also we should note that there is no limitation from UTRAN point of view to specify allocation and retention priority differently for each RAB. Anders Molander of Ericsson will draft the LS.

Tdoc 1000 "LS on PDP type transfer necessity" from R2 to R3 was discussed. The related LS in Tdoc 996 was also discussed.

Tdoc 0996 "Liaison statement on RAB information in RNC" was presented by from S2 to R2 and R3. This is asking R2 to do what they indicate in Tdoc 1000.

It was understood that PDP type information is needed in the RAB Assignment and Relocation. It was discussed whether this should be part of the RAB parameters, or as a stand alone IE outside the RAB parameters. It was understood that in 23.060 it is at the same level with the RAB Id etc, so it was agreed to have it as a standalone IE. Richard Townend of BT will draft the CR based on 24.008, where that IE is defined. It was also discussed that it is better to use the normal RANAP coding method for this information rather than copy the SM level bit matrix coding.

Tdoc 0999 "Response on LS (R3-000917) on Paging cause in UTRAN protocols" from R2 was discussed. It was noted with the understanding that Anders Molander of Ericsson will check if R2 is working on the issue.

Tdoc 1001 "Response to LS (N1-000493) on MS initiated signaling connection release" from R2 to R1 CC R2 was discussed. This CR is describing a UE initiated Signalling connection release procedure that R2 has included to RRC. RANAP should be updated to include the similar cause value to IU RELEASE REQUEST. This is fairly simple CR to be written, but it should be clarified with R2 how the Iu Releasing can be initiated. It was clarified that there is a flow identifier in the RRC protocol that identifies the domain. It was agreed that Michael Roberts from Lucent will draft the CR.

Tdoc 1005 "LS on MS initiated signaling connection release" from N1 to R2 and R3 was presented briefly, and it was noted that it is the earlier communication related to Tdoc 1001. It was noted.

Tdoc 1008 "LS on N1 Working Status of the working plan on OoBTC in R99" from N1 to S2, CC SA4, CN2, RAN2, RAN3 was discussed. It was noted.

Tdoc 1014 "Response Liaison on new Specification “Application Part (RANAP) on the E-interface”; 29.108" from N4 to R3 and N1 was reviewed. The document basically asks R3 to create the RANAP over MAP-E specification. There has already been two proposals for the draft document, the attached Ericsson document based on BSSMAP, and a solution from Siemens that is based on RANAP. Alex Vesely from Siemens volunteered to work on the two documents, and provide a compromise proposal for tomorrow. He will also act as a rapporteur for the new spec.

Tdoc 1010 "LS to CN WG2B proposing a new Specification “Application Part (RANAP) on the E-interface”; 29.108" was not presented because this is the earlier communication between N1 and N4 related to Tdoc 1014. It was noted.

Outgoing Liaisons

Tdoc 1165 "Answer to LS on Call/Session Priorities in a Multicall Scenario" from R3 to S2 Cc: R2 and S1 was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was approved without modification.

Tdoc 1167 "Response LS to N4 on new specification 29.108 “Application of the Radio Access Network Application Part (RANAP) on the E-interface”" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was agreed with the modifications that the headers are updated to include that it is To N1 and N4, and the source is R3. Also in the text N1 is corrected to N4 in the file name. NEW VERSION WAS NOT PRESENTED IN IU SWG.

Tdoc 1110 "Respond to LS "Support of Idle-mode DRX control in GMM"" to N1 cc R2 was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This LS had been agreed to be written in the opening plenary, but Chenghock suggested that the also Iu SWG should take a look at it. The Iu SWG approved it as proposed.

Tdoc 1166 "LS to N1 on including the SAI into the Gs-i/f BSSAP+-LOCATION-UPDATE-REQUEST message as requested in N1-000543" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is a proposed LS to N1. It was reviewed and edited online with the projector. It was approved with the modification that the last paragraph is modified to read:

"RAN WG3 would like to ask CN WG1 to reconsider their changes made within N1-000543 (i.e. consider the usage of LAI given in the DIRECT TRANSFER/INITIAL UE MESSAGE instead, since it gives the same information) and to inform RAN WG3 of their, possible changed position on that issue.

If however, the SAI would be needed for service related purposes (CAMEL, Location Services, charging. etc.) then the Location Reporting Control/Location Report procedures should be used to fetch the SAI of the UE."

THE NEW VERSION HAS NOT BEEN REVIEWED BY THE IU SWG.
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