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Introduction

RAN WG3 would like to inform SA2, TSG- SA and TSG-RAN that whilst RAN3 had received S2-020276, on ‘Any Time Interrogation Functionality’ during RAN3 Meeting #26 – no conclusive outcome was reached during Meeting #26, and an email discussion took place between Meetings #26 & #27. 

During RAN3 Meeting #27, still no concrete conclusion could be reached in solving the problem outlined in the aforementioned liaison from SA2 .

Discussion 

A summary of the points discussed by RAN3 (Iu SWG) are as follows:

1. A solution to the scenario outlined by SA2 with regards this problem would be the inclusion of an additional new information element Last Known Service Area IE to the [RANAP] Location Report message. This IE would be included within the [RANAP] Location Report message in the situation when the UTRAN could not provide an up to date location of the subscriber. Whilst an existing cause value is sent to the CN when a Location  Report is unsuccessful, here this new IE is also sent i.e. the last known Service Area of the subscriber and the age of that location i.e. elapsed time in minutes since the reported last known SAI was stored by the RNC.
2. SA2 requested RAN3 to consider how long R99 RANAP would exist in Operator networks and/or identify what features in R4 and R99 were mandatory Iu-PS:
· RAN3 interpreted this question as to what functions (post R99) were mandatory. 
ANSWER:  No functions in R4 & R5 RANAP are mandatory.

· Subsequently, one could assume that R99 RANAP would exist in Operator Networks for a considerable amount of time.

3. RAN3 discovered that there is a contradiction between TS 25.305 and TS 23.271(TS 23.171 for R99): TS 25.305 requires the RNC to deliver in the outlined scenario (see S2’s LS) the last known location and the age of that location information, whereas TS 23.271 specifies the RNC to report a failure. TS 25.413 follows the procedural description of TS 23.271.

4. The majority of the delegates believe that in principle the Any Time Interrogation service will work (although not optimally) and that the proposed changes represents an enhancement. This assessment is due to the fact that the SGSN is mandated to memorise the last known location and the age of the location information and therefore the SGSN will reply back valid (although not the latest available information in the system) information if it receives a failure indication from the RNC.

5. The majority of RAN3 believes that the proposed changes could be included for R5, whilst some companies are agreeable to having this included in R4. Only Vodafone Group prefers that this change is included for R99 as an essential correction. 

6. There are also changes foreseen by RAN3 to some specifications that are under SA2 responsibility – details outlined below in the ‘Actions’ section.

7. In case the correction is decided to be included after R99, RAN2 should take care to align R99(or later) TS 25.305 with TS 23.271/23.171.

2. Action 

RAN3 believes that this issue shall be decided by RAN and SA plenary. RAN3 asks the concerned groups to provide technically correct CRs and to forward them to the respective Plenary meetings for decision.

To: SA WG2 

However, should any CRs be approved by RAN3 for inclusion into RANAP, RAN3 also recommends – to avoid any future ambiguity – that CRs are made against the following specifications and their relevant subsections: 

TS 23.060 Sections 6.3.6, 12.7.5 and 13.2/13.7
TS 23.271 Sections 9.1.4.5.3, 9.1.6.3, 9.1.4 and 9.4.3
TS 25.305 Sections 7.3.1, 8.1 and 8.1.1 (Under RAN2 responsibility)

TS 25.413 Sections 8.20, 9.1.30, 9.3.3, 9.3.4 and 9.3.6  (Under RAN3 responsibility)

A tabular summary of what changes are required to the respective specifications is presented below:

Possibility 1: Essential correction for R99 onwards

TS 23.271/23.171 should be aligned with TS25.305.

Changes are required to TS23.060 and TS25.413


Possibility 2: Modification of a Function for R4 onwards

R99 changes are needed to TS 25.305 i.e. align it to TS 23.171

Rel4/5 changes to TS23.271, i.e. align it to TS 25.305

Rel4/5 changes to TS23.060 and TS25.413


Possibility 3: Enhancement for R5 onwards 

R99/Rel4 changes are needed to TS25.305 to then align it to TS 23.171/23.271

Rel5 changes are then needed to TS23.271 i.e. to align it to TS25.305.

Rel5 changes to TS 23.060 and TS25.413



To: RAN2 

Be prepared to provide technically correct CRs in order to align TS 25.305 section 7.3.1, 8.1 and 8.1.1 with TS 23.171 / TS 23.271 and to forward them to the respective Plenary meetings for decision.

To: TSG RAN 

Discuss in which release the proposed changes presented by RAN3 are acceptable (either R99, Rel-4 or Rel-5).

To: TSG SA

Discuss in which release the proposed changes presented by RAN3, RAN2 and SA2 are acceptable (either R99, Rel-4 or Rel-5) and to approve all the technically correct and presented CRs on this subject accordingly.

3. Next Relevant Meeting Dates

RAN3 April 8th – 12th, Kobe, Japan.

RAN2 April 8th – 12th, Kobe, Japan.

SA WG2 April 22nd – 26th Madrid, Spain.

RAN Plenary - Jeju Island, Korea, 5th – 8th March, 2002

SA Plenary - Jeju Island, Korea, 12th – 15th March, 2002

