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1 Introduction

During RAN#12, an agreement was made by TSG RAN plenary regarding the IP version issue. This contribution proposes the wording of the agreement according to the TSG RAN decision.

2 Description

During RAN2#20 in Beijing, China, an agreement was made that IPv6 shall be mandatory and IPv4 shall be optional for IP UTRAN interfaces. After that, some discussion raised in the TSG RAN WG3 #21 meeting and also in the TSG RAN plenary meeting#12. The outcome of the discussion is reflected in the report [5] of the TSG RAN#12 meeting:

“TSG-RAN endorsed the WG3 decision that IPv6 is mandatory and IPv4 is optional.
Nevertheless, because of the extensive discussion during the plenary, TSG-RAN decided that the following statement shall be inserted in the WG3 Technical Report:
"Because of transition period it is felt preferable that dual stack support is the best way to evolve. This does not prevent single stack support (IPv4 or IPv6). The decision is then left for operators taking into account the potential interworking or performance consequences."”

Due to this decision made by TSG RAN the actual agreement shall be modified in accordance with the proposed text in order to clarify the general understanding of the “single stack support”, i.e. a 3GPP compliant IP UTRAN node can implement either IPv6-only or IPv4-only. However, if the operator asks for the support of IPv6, the Node shall implement it in order to remain 3GPP compliant. 

3 Proposal

Modify the current text in section 7.15, ”IP Version issues”.

For Iu, Iur and Iub interfaces, it is agreed that, when IP Transport option is selected:

· UTRAN Nodes shall be able to support IP version 6 [27], 

· UTRAN Nodes may support IP version 4 [49] as an option.

"Because of transition period it is felt preferable that dual stack support is the best way to evolve. This does not prevent single stack support (IPv4 or IPv6). The decision is then left for operators taking into account the potential interworking or performance consequences."
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