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Introduction

This is the report from Iu SWG meeting held on November 20-23, 2000 during TSG RAN WG3 meeting #17 in Chicago, IL, USA (November 20-24). The meeting was chaired and the report prepared by the Iu SWG chairman Atte Länsisalmi of Nokia. The report is organised according to the meeting agenda. 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.

Iu-1
Treatment of incoming LSs

R3-002938 LS Proposed enhancements to Mc specification, TSG_TrFO/TFO Harmonisation Workshop
Tdoc 2938 "LS Proposed enhancements to Mc specification" from TSG_TrFO/TFO Harmonisation Workshop to N3 and N4 CC R3 was presented and discussed. This was discussed with documents in agenda item 9.3. The document was noted.

R3-002940 LS response to "LS on Codec Requirements to UMTS UEs /Mandatory Subflow Combinations for SID and NO_DATA frames for speech calls", SA WG4

Tdoc 2940 "LS response to "LS on Codec Requirements to UMTS UEs /Mandatory Subflow Combinations for SID and NO_DATA frames for speech calls"" from S4 to TSG_TrFO/TFO Harmonisation Workshop CC TSG-T, T2, R3, N4, N1 and R2 was presented and discussed. This document was discussed when entering agenda item 4. Alexander Vesely from Siemens presented the LS. It was understood that S4 is still evaluating the options, and is not expecting our input in particular. There is also a LS from N4 that R3 hasn't received yet addressing the same issue. It was agreed to not answer the LS at this time, and possibly return to the item with the N4 LS. Document is noted

R3-003156 Response to LS (R3-002762) on CN specific DRX cycle length coefficient, R2

Tdoc 3156 "Response to LS (R3-002762) on CN specific DRX cycle length coefficient" from R2 to R3 CC N1 was presented and discussed. This document was discussed when entering agenda item 4. It was noted by Martin Israelsson from Ericsson that they have made a CR presenting the changes as required in the LS. This is in CR 204r1 Tdoc 3171. It was agreed to return to the item when that has been distributed to everyone, and N1 opinion has been checked, i.e. whether they are willing to change accordingly (N1 is meeting at the same week, and Alexander Vesely from Siemens was tasked to check with them). The document is noted.

Tdoc 3188 "LS on RAB Assignment and QoS Negotiation" from S2 to was discussed. This had arrived during the meeting, and had not been discussed in the opening plenary. The chairman summarised the outcome of the LSs we had received in answer to the original LS sent from the Helsinki meeting. Two LSs from S2 had been received and one from N1. It seems now that the group is asked to progress on the matter, and to address the concerns raised by Nortel (in both S2 LSs and in Tdoc 3120). In addition S2 asks us to also include maximum bit ate to the negotiated parameters. It was agreed to return to a possible reply LS when the related Tdocs have been treated. The LS was noted.

It was later agreed to draft a LS back indicating the following (Anders Molander will do the drafting. This is in Tdoc 3252 that has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG):

· Range or discrete values: As long as there are no forbidden combinations, the range provides more flexibility to the RNC.

· Concerns raised by Nortel: The concerns listed in the LS do not affect R3 specifications. R3 is studying the issue from the Iu interface point of view and is currently studying both a solution where explicit information is given to the RNC to make the QoS negotiation on, and a solution where this information is not given to the RNC.

Tdoc 3211 "Answer to RAN 3 LS on Real Time SRNS Relocation for PS Domain RABs" from N4 to R3 CC S2 was presented and discussed. Richard Townend clarified that N4 is asking TSG CN to solve the disagreement they have. The chairman asked what is the position of the companies in the R3 Iu SWG regarding the Y-shape tunnel configuration for the target RNC (forwarding tunnel and new Iu DL using the same GTP TEID and IP address), and only Nortel presented concerns regarding that. Their only concern was if the solution is a working solution. The document was noted.

Tdoc 3212 "LS on R99 Lossless Relocation for UMTS to TSG-CN" from N4 to TSG CN cc R3 and S2 presented and discussed. This LS actually addresses the point of Y shape tunnel in a more detailed way than the one in Tdoc 3211. The LS was noted with the same understanding as reported for the LS in Tdoc 3211.

Tdoc 3213 "LS on Size of RANAP messages over the MAP E-interface" from N4 to R3 CC N1 and S2. was presented and discussed. The group was in agreement that the 2500 octets now available in the E interface will be enough to carry RANAP messages. It was agreed that Brendan McWilliams from Vodafone will draft a LS back indicating that this provides adequate capability. This LS is in Tdoc 3282, and has not been reviewed in the Iu SWG.

Iu-2
R99, Iu General Aspects (25.410)

Iu-2.1
Editorial CRs

-R3-003079 CR007 Editorial corrections to 25.410, Ericsson

Tdoc 3079 CR007 "Editorial corrections to 25.410" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was discussed that the change to remove the Subscription based admission control should be viewed as a correction rather than editorial modification. It was agreed with the modification that the category is changed to F, the "summary of change" and "consequences if not approved" sections in the cover page are filled in, and also one white box is removed from figure 7.1. See Tdoc 3250 below

Tdoc 3250 CR007r1 "Editorial corrections to 25.410" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the updated version of Tdoc 3079. It was approved as proposed.

Iu-2.2
Corrective / Modification CRs 

Tdoc 3253 CR008 "Removal of CN Information Broadcast procedure from Iu interface" was presented by Jari Isokangas of Nokia. It was approved with the modification that the category is changed to F essential modification. The new version in Tdoc 3290 has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG.

Iu-3
R99, Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)

Iu-3.1
Editorial CRs

-R3-003084 CR041r2 Number of RFCIs, Ericsson

Tdoc 3084 CR041r2 "Number of RFCIs" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is the CR that had already been discussed in the e-mail reflector, based on the discussions in the previous meeting. It was approved as proposed.

Iu-3.2
Corrective / Modification CRs

-R3-003083 CR042r1 TrFO and Iu UP Initialisation, Ericsson

Tdoc 3083 CR042r1 "TrFO and Iu UP Initialisation" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is a follow up on the discussions in the previous meeting, where it was agreed in principle that TrFO should not be mentioned in the R99 specification. It was approved as proposed.

-R3-003085 CR044 PDU type selection, Ericsson

Tdoc 3085 CR044 "PDU type selection" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This also relates to the discussions in the previous meeting, and a LS from N4 that indicated that PDU type 0 should always be used for AMR speech. It was approved as proposed.

Iu-4
R99, Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413) 

Iu-4.1
Editorial CRs on 25.413

Iu-4.2
Corrective / Modification CRs on 25.413

a) Review of RANAP

R3-003073 CR224 Data volume reporting in Release Complete, Siemens

Tdoc 3073 CR224 "Data volume reporting in Release Complete" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was approved as proposed.

R3-003074 CR225 Reordering of paragraphs for Relocation Resource Allocation procedure text, Siemens

Tdoc 3074 CR225 "Reordering of paragraphs for Relocation Resource Allocation procedure text" was presented by Kurt Eder of Siemens. It was agreed with the change that the sentence about the cause value is removed, the category is changed to D (editorial), and the statement below the first bullet list is moved just above it to form the following statement: "The following information elements received in RELOCATION REQUEST message require the same special actions in the RNC as specified for the same IEs in the RAB Assignment procedure:". See the new version in Tdoc 3186.

Tdoc 3186 CR225r1 "Reordering of paragraphs for Relocation Resource Allocation procedure text" was presented by Kurt Eder of Siemens. This is the new version of Tdoc 3074. It was approved as proposed.

---R3-003110 CR228 Location Report procedure, Alcatel

Tdoc 3110 CR228 "Location Report procedure" was presented by Serge Baudet of Alcatel. It was commented that there is duplication of section 8.20 at the bottom of the page 3 of the CR, and the clauses affected should be 8.20.2 instead of 8.20, and the CN box in the cover page should be checked. It was also discussed that the second bullet is actually clarifying the first bullet, which in principle should already cover all the cases. The words to be added to the second bullet could be changed to something like "if no SAI has been reported before from the new SRNC". It was commented that maybe the bullets can also be combined. The CR needs modification and was not approved this time. See new version in Tdoc 3208.

Tdoc 3208 CR228r1 "Location Report procedure" was presented by Nicolas Drevon of Alcatel. This is the new version of Tdoc 3110. It was approved as proposed.

Rapporteur's CR based on the review

Tdoc 3225 CR235 "Editorial modifications to RANAP" from the rapporteur of RANAP (Jyrki Jussila of Nokia) has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG due to running out of time. This document contains the modifications (excluding some that are covered in some of the CRs listed above).

b) Potential problem: Limitations on RANAP message size when using MAP/TCAP as bearer over the E-interface in the CN

This item is solved (see LS from N4 in Tdoc 3213), and no problem remains.

c) Others

-R3-003080 Service Based Intersystem Handover, Ericsson

-R3-003090 Consideration of "Service Based Inter System Handover", NEC

It was agreed to handle all the Service Based HO discussion documents from Ericsson and NEC together:

Tdoc 3080 "Service Based Intersystem Handover" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson.

Tdoc 3090 "Service Based Inter System Handover" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC.

Discussion and decisions on Tdocs 3080 and 3090:

Chenghock commented that the Ericsson's CR has clarified the NEC questions about should, should not and shall be handed over to GSM, but maybe the CR does not have clear enough text. It was also asked by Richard Townend of BT whether the Service Based HO concept should also cover the cell update to GSM or not, because that is not always network controlled. It was agreed to treat the CR201r1 in Tdoc 3081 before making a final decision on the inclusion.

-R3-003081 CR206r1 Service based inter-system handover, Ericsson

Tdoc 3081 CR206r1 "Service based inter-system handover" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was commented that the absence of this information in GSM side is not defined, i.e. it will be up to the BSC to decide how this is handled. Therefore the same approach should be taken also for UTRAN. It was agreed to modify the text for the absence of this IE to mean that the behaviour of the UTRAN is not specified. Also a note should be added that "This information is used when the UTRAN has the control of the handover". The CR needs modification, and was not approved at this time. The new version is in Tdoc 3251.

Tdoc 3251 CR206r2 "Service based inter-system handover" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the new version of Tdoc 3081. It was approved with the following modifications:

· In the third proposed bullet for section 8.2.2: "This means that if UTRAN still decides to perform a handover to GSM for the UE, this RAB shall be released." changed to "This means that the UTRAN shall not initiate HO to GSM for the UE unless the RABs with this indication have first been released with the normal procedures."

· The last proposed paragraph in section 8.2.2 was modified to read: "If the Service Handover IE is not included, the decision whether to perform a handover to GSM is only an internal UTRAN matter."

The new version in Tdoc 3295 has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG.

--R3-003117 CR210r1 Directed Retry UMTS->GSM, Nortel

Tdoc 3117 CR210r1 "Directed Retry UMTS->GSM" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. It was discussed that although the directed retry applies only for the CS domain, and in there, it only applies to the setup of the first RAB in directed retry fashion, the group did not see any reason why the directed retry would not be possible in the case there are parallel RABs from the PS domain. To clarify this, the text in section 8.2.4 should indicate that the RAB configuration is "in the CS domain", (these words are added before the comma in the first line). Also the number "1" in the second line of that paragraph is spelled out as "one". It was approved with the two modifications stated above.

It was later agreed during the discussion for Tdoc 3134 that the meaning of the Directed Retry cause value should be added to the other comments section of the cover page. The meaning was agreed to be: "Reason for action is directed retry".

See the new version in Tdoc 3209.

Tdoc 3209 CR210r2 "Directed Retry UMTS->GSM" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. This is the new version of Tdoc 3117. It was approved as proposed.

-R3-003082 CR226 CN Domain Indicator missing, Ericsson

Tdoc 3082 CR226 "CN Domain Indicator missing" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. It was approved as proposed.

-R3-003089 CR227 Clarification of the Iu Release Request, NEC

Tdoc 3089 CR227 "Clarification of the Iu Release Request" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. It was approved with the modifications that the text proposed by NEC, but instead, removing the second sentence below the figure, and modifying the end of the first sentence replacing the word "the CN" with "the affected CN domain(s)". The new version is in Tdoc 3214.

Tdoc 3214 CR227R1 "Clarification of the Iu Release Request" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. This is the new version of Tdoc 3089. It was approved as proposed.

--R3-003126 CR229 Impact of RAB asymmetry indicator on RAB parameters coding, Nortel

Tdoc 3126 CR229 "Impact of RAB asymmetry indicator on RAB parameters coding" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. It was approved as proposed.

--R3-003127 CR230 Indication of relocation requirement in RAB parameters, Nortel

Tdoc 3127 CR230 "Indication of relocation requirement in RAB parameters" was withdrawn by Claire Mousset of Nortel, because the new version of the CR is in Tdoc 3149.

--R3-003149 CR230r1 Indication of relocation requirement in RAB parameters, Nortel

Tdoc 3149 CR230r1 "Indication of relocation requirement in RAB parameters" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. This replaces the previous version in Tdoc 3127 that was withdrawn. It was pointed out that in the previous meeting we had sent a LS to N4 and S2 asking which node in the system decides the handling of a RAB during the relocation. Richard Townend from BT clarified that 23.060 states that it is the old SGSN takes this decision. The CR was approved as proposed.

---R3-003136 CR232 Cause value for the case when radio contact to the UE is lost, Nokia

Tdoc 3136 CR232 "Cause value for the case when radio contact to the UE is lost" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was agreed with the modifications that in the consequences if not approved section the words "new cause value is added" are changed to "new cause value is not added", and in the other comments section the CR number is corrected to be 195r1 in two places and the words "is accepted" area added just before the first comma in the same section. The new version is in Tdoc 3224.

Tdoc 3224 CR232r1 "Cause value for the case when radio contact to the UE is lost" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. This is the new version of Tdoc 3136. It was approved as proposed.

---R3-003134 CR195r1 Usage of cause values in RANAP, Nokia

Tdoc 3134 CR195r1 "Usage of cause values in RANAP" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was agreed with the following modifications:

· A general comment: It was agreed that instead of specifying the action, or saying the requested action, the meaning section should refer to "action" in general.

· Specific changes; The following sections were modified to become as shown below:

Radio Network Layer cause
Meaning

Failure In The Radio Interface Procedure
Radio interface procedure has failed.

Interaction With Other Procedure
Relocation was cancelled due to interaction with other procedure

No remaining RAB
The reason for the requested action is no remaining RABs.

Relocation Desirable for Radio Reasons
The reason for requesting relocation is radio related.

Relocation Triggered
The action failed due to relocation.

Requested Transfer Delay Not Achievable
An action failed because requested transfer delay is not achievable.

Unable To Establish During Relocation
RAB failed to establish during relocation because it cannot be supported in target RNC.

· "Miscellanious" should be corrected "Miscellaneous" (other spell checking needed as well).

· In the other comments section that the other CRs affecting cause values should be take in to account when implementing this CR.

The new version is in Tdoc 3223.

Tdoc 3223 CR195r2 "Usage of cause values in RANAP" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. This is the new version of Tdoc 3134. It was approved as proposed.

---R3-003135 CR231 Removing CN Information Broadcast procedure from RANAP, Nokia

Tdoc 3135 CR231 "Removing CN Information Broadcast procedure from RANAP" was presented by Jyrki Jussila of Nokia. It was approved as proposed.

It was also realised that a CR is needed for 25.410. Nokia promised to make this CR.

OTHER CRs

Tdoc 3166 CR234 "Clarification of SAI Definition" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. It was agreed with the modification that the text proposed for the first bullet in section 8.20.2 should be moved to the end of the first paragraph after the figure, and it is modified to read: "For this procedure, only Service Areas that are defined for the CS and PS domains shall be considered.", and in section 8.19.2 the words "any two Service Areas defined for the CS and PS domains" are replaced by "Service Areas" at the end of the first proposed sentence, and the last proposed sentence is replaced by "For this procedure, only Service Areas that are defined for the CS and PS domains shall be considered." As a consequence, the "BC" can be removed from the list of abbreviations. The new version in Tdoc 3218 has not been reviewed in the Iu SWG.

Tdoc 3171 CR204r1 "Clarification of DRX Cycle Length Coefficient range" was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. It was agreed to return to this when the position of N1 has been checked. This CR is pending approval of the same changes in N1.

Tdoc 3221 CR223r1 "Iu Transport Connection Failure Cause Value" was presented by Michael Diesen of Motorola. This CR had been approved in the previous meeting, and only the meaning of the cause value is added to the cover page. It was approved with the modifications that the referred to CR number is corrected to be 195r2 (Tdoc R3-3223), and the meaning of the cause value is corrected to "The action failed because the Iu Transport Network Layer connection could not be established". The new version in Tdoc 3291 has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG.

Tdoc 3222 CR219r2 (should be R3!!!)  "Reset Resource procedure modification" was presented by Michael Diesen of Motorola. This CR had been approved in the previous meeting, and only the meaning of the cause value is added to the cover page. It was approved with the modifications that the referred to CR number is corrected to be 195r2 (Tdoc R3-3223), the rev number of the new version of this CR is put to 4, the meeting information is corrected, and the meaning of the cause value is corrected to "Signalling transport resources have failed (e.g. processor reset). The new version in Tdoc 3292 has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG.

Iu-5
R99, RANAP on E interface (29.108)

Iu-5.1
Editorial CRs
Iu-5.2
Corrective / Modification CRs 

a) Stage 2 specification of subsequent intra MSC-B handover (gsm-umts)

The rapporteur, Alexander Vesely from Siemens reporter that CN1 is having some discussions on this item for 23.009, but those should not affect the 29.108. This item can be closed for now, but can be reopened if N1 contacts us.

b) Other issues

Iu-6
R99, SABP (25.419)

Iu-6.1
Editorial CRs

Iu-6.2
Corrective / Modification CRs

Tdoc 3168 CR029 "Clarification of SAI Definition" was presented by Richard Townend of BT. It was approved as proposed.

Iu-7
R99, Iu Data Transport + Transport network control plane (25.414)

Iu-7.1
Editorial CRs on 25.414

Iu-7.2
Corrective / Modification CRs on 25.414

a) Diffserv codepoint clarifications to PS domain
It was commented by Michael Diesen of Motorola that they have no plans to contribute in this area and feel like the specifications are already clear enough. This view was shared by the group, so the item can be closed.

b) Others
--R3-002946 CR021 Use of PVC for IP, Lucent

Tdoc 2946 CR021 "Use of PVC for IP" was withdrawn by Babul Miah of Lucent. He clarified that the reason is that he had learned during some offline discussions that the previous discussions in R3 Iu SWG had specifically ruled out the proposal in this contribution, so therefore they agreed not to make the proposal.

--R3-003129 Application of AAL2 Link Characteristics in UTRAN, Nokia 

Tdoc 3129 "Application of AAL2 Link Characteristics in UTRAN" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia. This is the discussion paper describing the need for the CR022 in Tdoc 3130. It was agreed to present that before entering the discussions.

--R3-003130 CR022 Application of AAL2 Link Characteristics on Iu, Nokia

Tdoc 3130 CR022 "Application of AAL2 Link Characteristics on Iu" was presented by Sami Kekki of Nokia. It was generally agreed that the proposed parameters should be used, but rather some hesitated on the need to mention this specifically in the 25.414. It was also asked if any of the other optional parameters in Q.2630 should be mentioned, but Sami commented that he doesn't see a need for specifying their usage. It was agreed with the change that the category of the CR should be changed to F, and the new paragraph is modified to: "If there an AAL2 switching function in the Transport Network Layer of the interface, the AAL2 Link Characteristics parameter (ALC) in the Establish Request message (ERQ) of AAL2 signalling protocol shall be used". The new version in Tdoc 3210 has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG.
Iu-8
R99, Iu signalling transport (25.412)

R3-003075 CR008 SCTP Stack verifications for Iu Interface signalling transport, Siemens

Tdoc 3075 CR008 "SCTP Stack verifications for Iu Interface signalling transport" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. It was discussed whether SCCP and/or MTP3-b should be described in the similar fashion as the other protocol layers shown in this CR. The CR needs modification and was not approved at this time.

R3-003036 CR007 Corrections to SCTP and M3UA version numbers, Motorola

Tdoc 3036 CR007 "Corrections to SCTP and M3UA version numbers" was presented by Michael Diesen of Motorola. It was approved as proposed.

Iu-9
R00, Iu related work items agreed by TSG RAN

Iu-9.1
RAB support enhancements  (R2 leading)

---R3-003033 Variable Size SDU's in Support Mode, Motorola

Tdoc 3033 "Variable Size SDU's in Support Mode" was presented by Michael Diesen of Motorola. It was discussed that the SDU minimum size and SDU maximum size should form one group, and the size in the control plane (4096) and in the user plane protocol (16383) should be the same. It was also proposed by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson that the requirements for multimedia should be checked (had not been checked as stated by Michael). It was also clarified that there shouldn't really be restriction that the variable payload should consist of variable size header part and fixed size payload part. Rather it should be enough to state that the whole of the payload is variable in size. Jari Isokangas from Nokia asked what is the additional benefit for using the variable SDU size support mode instead of the transparent mode. Michael answered that the intention was to be able to use the control functionality defined for the support mode pre defined SDU sizes. Alexander Vesely from Siemens commented that this is dependent on how the multimedia over IP is realised in the system. Michael clarified that they are assuming there to be functionality in the CN side to terminate the U-Plane protocol, e.g. TC or IWF. It was understood that this is unclear, and there are different options. S2 should make a decision on this issue, and we have already sent them and SMG2 (GERAN) a LS asking these questions.

It was agreed that a TR is started on this matter (Motorola will be the rapporteur), with the information from Tdoc 3033 (with modifications stated above) as the starting point. The TR should also clearly mention that the need for this new Iu U-Plane mode is dependent on the architecture decision from S2 on how to realise voice/multimedia over IP services in the system.

Iu-9.2
RAB QoS negotiation, TR 25.946  (R3 leading)

-R3-003086 RAB Quality of Service Negotiation over Iu, Technical Report TR 25.946 0.1.0, Ericsson

Tdoc 3086 "RAB Quality of Service Negotiation over Iu" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. This is the version of the TR that includes changes agreed in the previous meeting, and has been presented in TSG RAN for information. It was agreed that the section 7 including possible extensions to the WI needs to be modified, because a new WI has been agreed to include UTRAN initiated negotiation, so section 7.2 can be removed (the relocation case has not been added, so it can stay in this section).

-R3-003087 Changes to RANAP due to RAB QoS Negotiation over Iu, Ericsson

Tdoc 3087 "Changes to RANAP due to RAB QoS Negotiation over Iu" was presented by Anders Molander of Ericsson. Anders commented that the contribution is not completely in line with the most recent LS from S2, and therefore it needs to be revised. It was agreed to add to section 9.1.1.2 that indicates only the chosen values of the negotiable parameters need to be reported back to the CN, and not the whole set of RAB parameters.

--R3-003120 Control of allowed QoS negotiation, Nortel

Tdoc 3120 "Control of allowed QoS negotiation" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. It was clarified that the proposed solution is to proposed to be added to the study area of the TR. The proposal includes a possibility for the RNC to select a bit rate, and indicate that to the CN as the selected bit rate. 

It was commented by Ericsson that currently the delay attributes are only guaranteed up to the Guaranteed bit rate and not to the Maximum bit rate.

It was further clarified that the proposal from Nortel includes that the RNC could propose a rate lower than the Guaranteed Bit Rate (different than in the document) which is then signalled to the UE, and the proposed bit rate does not need to be above the guaranteed bit rate.

The proposal to include the section 6 to the TR was agreed with the modification that the proposal is updated so that the actual bit rate does not have to be between guaranteed bit rate and the maximum bit rate. Also the re-negotiation case is removed from this.

This is indicated as the alternative solution for the existing one (which is described in sections 6.2 and 6.3, note that section 6.1 is common for both solutions.

It was agreed that a new Tdoc with the new proposed solution will be provided by Nortel. This is in Tdoc 3246, but it hasn't been reviewed by the Iu SWG.

R3-003034 RAB Quality of Service Renegotiation over Iu v0.0.0, Motorola

Tdoc 3034 "RAB Quality of Service Renegotiation over Iu v0.0.0" was presented by Sonia Irwin of Motorola. It was agreed with the following two changes: Section for Study area is added with the sections 6-9 added to it, and a new section agreed solution should be added.

R3-003035 RAB Quality of Service Renegotiation over Iu v0.0.1, Motorola

Tdoc 3035 "RAB Quality of Service Renegotiation over Iu v0.0.1" was presented by Sonia Irwin of Motorola. It was clarified that the structural changes agreed for Tdoc 3034 will also apply for this document. In section 9 it should be stated that the RAB Modify Request is a new Elementary Procedure. It was approved with the modifications stated above.

-R3-002964 Discussion of UTRAN Initiated RAB QoS negotiation over Iu, NEC

Tdoc 2964 "Discussion of UTRAN Initiated RAB QoS negotiation over Iu" was presented by Chenghock Ng of NEC. It was clarified that the proposal is to add the Iur to the QoS negotiation, not via this WI but the RRM WI. It was commented that the Iur Resource indication procedure could be used for other purposes in the Iur, and it should be discussed in the Iur/Iub SWG. Also the AAL2 modification WI can be used also for other cases of RAB modification, and should be discussed under that WI.

The proposed sections were added to the Study Area section of the TR with the following modifications:

· Generally the terminology "RAB QoS Re-negotiation" should be used

· X.xx.3: Maximum Bit Rate is added.

· X.xx.4: The reference to TR 25.946 is removed.

· X.xx.5: This section can simply state that: The same mechanism that is used to obtain information for RAB QoS negotiation can be used for RAB QoS re-negotiation.

· X.xx.6: Iu should be added to the list.

· It was also agreed to include figure 1 to the TR.

--R3-003121 RNC Initiated RAB Reconfiguration during active session, Nortel

Tdoc 3121 "RNC Initiated RAB Reconfiguration during active session" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. It was clarified that the procedure would be applicable for both downgrading and upgrading the QoS. It was clarified that the Modification Indication would only be applicable to RABs for which the RNC has some information that the bit rate is negotiable. Nortel clarified that there is no synchronisation between the rate change in the Access Stratum and the corresponding NAS signalling.

It was pointed out by the chairman that proposed mechanism creates a problem in that it breaks the functional split in Iu regarding the RAB handling. Currently the RABs are owned by the CN and the UTRAN is only allowed to e.g. request the release of RAB or the release of the whole Iu. The CN always takes the final decision, and applies the appropriate command to e.g. release the RAB or the whole Iu.

Therefore it was agreed not to study the solution further (Nortel was the only company supporting this solution). The proposal was not agreed.

Iu-9.3
TrFO / TFO

Tdoc 3076 "Proposed Revision of Work Item Description: Transcoder Free Operation" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. Alexander clarified that the Mc interface is between the Media Gateway, and e.g. a MSC Server, and the Nb interface is between the Media Gateways in the user plane.

The document was agreed with the following modifications: It was agreed that in section 5 the standardised RFCI Indexes and the bullet about mechanism to get the RFCIs in the TrFO break can be removed, and the new bullet on RNC behaviour related to the re-initialisation of the IuUP for support mode can also be removed. It was also agreed that the one added comment in section 10 should be removed. Also the list of supporting companies can be left empty in section 13, as this is already an agreed WI, and the proposed modifications can be sent to TSG RAN as proposal from R3 (if approved in the plenary). Alexander will make a new version for the plenary review.

Tdoc 3077 "Structure Proposed for the TR 25.953 “Transcoder Free Operation”" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is the skeleton of new TR that has been agreed to be started on Transcoder Free Operation. It was agreed with the addition of two new sections to replace section 6. They are "study area" and "selected solution", and both of these should concentrate on the items in R3 scope, and not to re-discuss the agreements of the joint Workshop.

Tdoc 3078 "Editors Proposal for TR 25.953 “Transcoder Free Operation”" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. Alex clarified that the content of section 6 aims to be an extract of the stage 2 description 23.153, and although it does describe the solutions rather widely, it aims to highlight the work that needs to be done in R3. It was agreed that the proposed section 6 should go into the study area part of the documents, but the final approval for the content should be made by e-mail review. Also it was agreed that a note should be added to the third paragraph under figure 6/1 stating that Ongoing discussions between S4 and N4 should be considered, and it is clarified that the numbers in figure 6/1 are RFCI numbers.

The e-mail commenting deadline is November 29, and the rapporteur should present the final version on the following day.

Iu-9.4
PS-domain handover for realtime services, TR25.936  (R3 leading)

--R3-003118 Handovers for real-time services from PS domain, TR25.936 v0.2.2, Nortel

Tdoc 3118 "Handovers for real-time services from PS domain, TR25.936 v0.2.2" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. It was approved as proposed.

--R3-003119 Complements to bi-casting solution in 25.936, Nortel

Tdoc 3119 "Complements to bi-casting solution in 25.936" was presented by Claire Mousset of Nortel. It was agreed to include the proposed information to the TR with the following additions.

It was agreed that in section 6.2.2.1, it needs to be clearly stated that as an implementation option in the target SGSN since there is no need for any information from the RELOCATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE message the updating of the GGSN can be run in parallel to the Relocation Resource Allocation procedure. Also in the same section, it should be made clear that the RELOCATION REQUEST ACKNOWLEDGE and UPDATE PDP CONTEXT RESPONSE may be received in any order, and that the target SGSN needs to wait for both of them before sending FORWARD RELOCATION RESPONSE to the source SGSN. Nicolas Drevon from Alcatel commented that there is a possibility too have a separate timer for the Relocation Resource Allocation and GGSN Updating running parallel (this comment is not to be included to the TR).

Still in section 6.2.2.1 (handling of error case part of it) it was also agreed that the statement about stopping timer TRELOCalloc in the SGSN1 should be removed, and at the very end the reference to updating the TEID should be replaced by a more generic reference to the clearing of GTP tunnel from the GGSN to the target SGSN.

---R3-003113 RT Relocation, Alcatel

Tdoc 3113 "RT Relocation" was presented by Nicolas Drevon of Alcatel. This is a new version of a similar Alcatel contribution to the previous meeting. It had been discussed there that if these type of figures should be included, they should be made available for both solutions, and that the U-plane and C-plane should be clearly separated.

The information from this contribution was approved for the TR with the following modifications:

The 2 cases for relocation and hard HO are separated for solutions 1, but that hasn't been shown for solution 2, so the rapporteur will add those. Also terminology SGSN1 and SGSN2 should be used to correspondingly replace source SGSN and target SGSN, and the similarly UE needs to be used in place of Node B. Also the word "Dada" needs to be removed from all of the figures. Also the arrows inside the protocol stacks, or the word "signalling", in those figures where they exist need to be removed. In figure 4 for the UL case, the "dot" indicating bi-casting needs to be removed.

---R3-003088 PS Domain Real Time Multiple RABs Handover Requirements, AWS Iu 9.4 

Tdoc 3088 "PS Domain Real Time Multiple RABs Handover Requirements" was presented by Donglin Shen of AWS. Donglin clarified that the intent is that the solution for RT relocation should be such that two simultaneous RABs one being RT and the other NRT can be supported with it. It was commented by Richard Townend of BT that there seems to be another requirement that the RABs can be associated together, and for example if the RAB for signalling PDP context fails, then also the RABs which carried the associated PDP contexts for user data should fail. Donglin confirmed that it is the intention that this aspect is addressed as well.

It was discussed that the first paragraph outlines the first requirement. It was agreed to insert it to the TR with the following modification that the words "with the same signalling transaction" are changed to "with the same signalling transaction in the Iu".

The second paragraph actually outlines 3 separate requirements. The first sentence talks about the requirement to associate RABs for signalling and user data together. Richard commented that this would fit better into the RAB support enhancements WI.

It was agreed that guidance is required before the requirement can be included. It was agreed that Richard Townend from BT drafts a LS to S2 (CC R2) asking the RAB linking question, both generally and in particular for the relocation case. The LS in Tdoc 3296 has not been reviewed by the Iu SWG.

Nothing is added to the TR from the second paragraph at this time.
Iu-9.5
others
R3-003107 RAB parameters to support asymmetrical nt cs data bearer, Siemens

Tdoc 3107 "RAB parameters to support asymmetrical nt cs data bearer" was withdrawn by Alexander Vesely of Siemens.

Iu-10
Outgoing LSs

Tdoc 3163 "Proposed LS on Working Assumptions made by N3 for the new TS 29.415 "Core Network Nb User Plane protocols" from R3 to N3 and N4 was presented by the editor Alexander Vesely of Siemens. Alexander had been tasked to write this LS in the Opening Plenary. It was approved with the change that in the answer to question 3 the "both domains" are clarified to mean the CS and PS domains.
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