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Introduction

The purpose of this effort is to correct publication dates for TNL specifications, i.e. ITU and IETF specifications.  The problem areas fall into the following categories:

1. Specification only specifies year in format of yyyy, e.g. 1999 of Q.2630.1 in TS 25.414 and there are several possibilities, albeit pre-published versions available within that year making the version of Q.2630.1 being possibly ambiguous.  Correction is to use mm/yyyy, e.g. 12/1999 or mm/yy, e.g. 12/99 for the affected specification.

2. Specification only specifies year in format of yyyy for all or most specifications, but it is somewhat clear what the version should be.  E.g. compare TS 25.422 with TS 25.412.  In TS 25.422 all of the ITU specifications specify yyyy only whilst TS 25.412 for the same set of specifications use the more explicit mm/yyyy format.  While it is somewhat clear what versions to use in TS 25.422 since they are explicit in TS 25.412 (and TS 25.412 and TS 25.422 have similar scope, i.e. SCCP based control plane TNL) it is more correct and consistent to update TS 25.422 to use the mm/yyyy or mm/yy convention.  NOTE:  It may be a good time to point out that the month/year format usage is inconsistently applied and sometimes shows up as mm/yy or mm/yyyy.  The preferred way should probably be mm/yy as that is the format used in the ITU specifications.  However, I did not make any format changes as the actual reference date change may be harder to identify.  Thus I used the existing format within the specification and leave it as an editorial correction (perhaps to be done by the rapporteur or MCC).

3. Confusion on what version of specification to use as several versions are explicitly specified.  E.g. TS 25.414 indicates the 2/99 version of I.361 (ATM) while every other RAN3 specification indicates the older 11/95 version of I.361 – suggestion is to indicate 11/95 for TS 25.414 as TS 25.412 indicates 11/95 and most likely ATM on the same interface should be same.  Also looking back at history, it appears the usage of 2/99 on TS 25.414 was communication issue and not necessarily intended.  ATM on the Iub/Iur interfaces are specified for I.361 11/95. As another example, TS 25.414 uses 8/97 for X.213 and TS 25.426 specifies a 1995 version for X.213.  However, suggestion is to keep as is as TS 25.414 includes IP in the TNL which X.213 8/97 adds IP considerations, whereas TS 25.426 does not use IP over the Iub/Iur TNL.

4. Another inconsistency is in the Multiprotocol Encapsulation over AAL5 RFC.  Some specifications, e.g. TS 25.422, TS 25.426 specify RFC1483. Other specifications like TS 25.412, TS 25.414, TS 25.442 specify the newer RFC2684 which I believe obsoletes RFC1483.  However, as is the case with I.361 it does not hurt having RFC1483 within UTRAN and RFC2684 for Iu talking to CN.

2
Solution

The solution is to ensure that all ITU and IETF specifications in the RAN3 follow a format of at least month/year as well as to make sure that the correct versions of specifications are being indicated.

Attached is a zip file of the proposed CRs.

To help with the analysis, 3 spreadsheets, for R99, R4 and R5 summarize the proposed changes (idea for this initial versions of these spreadsheets courtesy of NEC).

