3GPP TSG-RAN3 Meeting #34 
Tdoc R3-030307

Sophia Antipolis, France, 17th – 21st February 2003

Source:
Iu adhoc convenor

Title:
Summary of Iu adhoc

1
Introduction

This is the report of the adhoc on Iu related issues held on 18th February during the TSG RAN WG3 meeting #34 in Sophia Antipolis. The adhoc was chaired and the report prepared by Alex Vesely of Siemens. 

The Iu Adhoc was tasked to handle Agenda Items 8.6.2, 8.6.7, 9.6.2, 9.6.3, 10.6.2, 10.6.3 and tdoc R3-030031 (LS from G2 on Iu mode). The report is structured according to the RAN3#34 agenda provided in R3-030041.

5
Letters / Reports from other groups

R3-030031 LS from GERAN 2 “on GERAN Iu mode and RANAP” (G2-030128; to: RAN3; cc: -)

Discussion: This LS have been already discussed in the opening session.

It was agreed to follow GERAN2 suggestion to clarify the case of “inter-system relocation” as the definition of “GERAN BSC in Iu mode“ in RANAP is not sufficient for that scenario. Section 8.6.2.1 was agreed to be enhanced in the following way:
8.6.2.1
Successful Operation for GERAN Iu-mode

For GERAN Iu-mode and to support Relocation towards a GERAN BSC in Iu mode the following shall apply in addition for the successful operation of the Relocation Preparation procedure:

-
In case of a Relocation to GERAN Iu-mode (only for CS), the RNC shall include, if available, the GERAN Classmark IE within the RELOCATION REQUIRED message in those cases, where the transmission of the GERAN Classmark IE is required, as defined in [27].
-
In case of a Relocation between UTRAN and GERAN Iu-mode the SRNC or source BSS shall include the transp.container IE in the RELOCATION REQUIRED message.
Anders suggested that the definition “inter-system Relocation” should be added to 25.410.

Philippe commented that the security related paragraphs in the relocation chapters contain the wording “only in case of intra-system relocation” which needs to be reviewed for inter-system relocation case. This might be subject for further contributions. A review of the specification text of “UE involved/not involved” cases was suggested for the GERAN Iu mode as well.

Conclusion: A CR on 25.413 Rel-5 following the suggestions above were agreed. It will be drafted by Olivier. A CR to 25.410 was agreed as well, the drafting will be performed by Olivier and Anders.

R3-030218 CR 25.413 Rel-5 “Correction to RANAP due to GERAN Iu mode” (Nokia)

This CR was not finally reviewed by the Iu adhoc.
8.6.2 CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-030084, Discussion “Coding of IMSI” (NEC, Nortel)

Conclusion: It was concluded that a correction is needed. The solution as highlighted in Table 4 was agreed.

8.6.7 CRs on RANAP on E interface (29.108)

R3-030224 attached CRs on 29.108 within LS from CN1 “LS on Corrections to the list of RANAP messages transferred on the E-interface” (N1-030090; to: RAN3; cc: -)
Discussion:
Philipp asked whether Trace-activation is not seen to be sent from MCS-T to MSC-A. It was clarified that the Trace invokation needs to be re-triggered in the target RNC and that it is quite unlikely that the de-activation will be signalled in the phase between resource allocation and relocation completion.

Conclusion: The CRs as suggested by CN1 were approved from R99 onwards. RAN3 CRs need to be produced and an impact analysis statement needs to be added to the coversheet.

R3-030287(R3-030288, R3-030289) CR011(012, 013) 29.108 “Corrections to the list of RANAP messages transferred on the E-interface” (Siemens)

Conclusion: These CRs were not reviewed by the Iu adhoc.
9.6.2 CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-030192 (R3-030193) CR553(CR554) 25.413 Rel4(5) “Encoding of IMSI of even length” (Nortel, NEC) 

Discussion: It seems that “even” and “odd” were mixed up with respect to the IMSI-length throughout the CRs. Rewording of “number of digits IMSI consists of” instead of “even IMSI”. In the semantics of the UE Identity chapter the second bullet needs to be removed.

Conclusion: Approved as modified. It was felt necessary to have it for Rel-4 as well to align it with RANAP CR534 (however, no related statement will be given within the coversheet). A new CR number is needed (wrong title). The CR title should mention “essential correction” or “IOT problems”.

Philippe asked for a discussion on the RAN#18 decision to have clarification CR from Rel-5 onwards only and requested R3-plenary discussion on possible exception with regards to IOT related CRs ?
R3-030292 (R3-030293) CR561(CR562) “Essential Correction for IMSI coding” (Nortel, NEC)
Conclusion: approved
R3-030190 (R3-030191) CR551(CR552) 25.413 Rel4(5) “Duplicated Iu connection identifiers” (Nortel) 
Discussion: Anders commented that the text in the Reset Resource procedure could be sufficient. Philippe: text only deals with this procedure and talks about allocation. But not the case if a node receives a duplicated id. Olivier: why to specify abnormal condition ? Philippe: does a receiving node check the Id whether it was already allocated by the sending node ? 

The problem can be subdivided into two main issues have been identified:

issue #1: shall a connection id be unique among all the connection id’s ? 

issue #2: shall it be specified that for the Rel-4 option where an RNS can have Iu interfaces to more than one MSC and Rel-5 Iu flex feature the respective node shall memorise both, the node-id and the connection id.

on #2: Anders believes that the problem is not serious enough for a Rel4 CR.

Conclusion: It was agreed to have a statement within the successful operation chapters that the connection id needs to be “uniquely” allocated and omit statements in the abnormal sections. no explicit statement for issue #2. CRs are agreed to be provided for Rel4&Rel-5. The proposed CRs will need revisions and will be in R3-030297(298).

9.6.3 CRs on SABP (25.419)

R3-030186 (R3-030187) CR107(CR108) “Correction of Write and Replace functions” (Nortel)

R3-030185 Discussion “Correction of Write and Replace functions” (Nortel)

Discussion: Sami: why cause value “unrecognised message” is applied in the very last bullet ? other cause values are available, e.g. “Valid-CN-message-not- identified(2)”. some “requested” wording.

Conclusion: approved as modified, revisions are in R3-030290(R3-030291).

R3-030290 (R3-030291) CR107r1(CR108r1) “Correction of Write and Replace functions” (Nortel)

Conclusion: R3-030290 was found ok, will have a look on R3-030291 in the R3 plenary.
10.6.2 CRs on RANAP (25.413)

R3-030238 Discussion “R5 CRRM: Alignment of RANAP & RNSAP” (Vodafone)

Discussion:

Conclusion: will be treated in the plenary
10.6.3 CRs on SABP (25.419)

R3-030188 Discussion “Restriction of Service Area List” (Nortel)

R3-030189 CR109 25.419 Rel5 “Restriction of Service Area List” (Nortel)

Discussion: 

Brendan proposed to liaise with T2 to clarify whether we missed to implement required functionality in SABP. This would help to argue in RAN that this change is a correction.

Reporting if the procedure fails in one SA (LA) only. 

Conclusion: Philippe will draft a LS to T2. This will be in R3-030294.

Annex:

Agreed CRs:

R3-030292 (R3-030293) CR561(CR562) “Essential Correction for IMSI coding” (Nortel, NEC)

R3-030290 CR107r1 “Correction of Write and Replace functions” (Nortel)

Revisions available:

R3-030218 CR 25.413 Rel-5 “Correction to RANAP due to GERAN Iu mode” (Nokia)

R3-030287(R3-030288, R3-030289) CR011(012, 013) 29.108 “Corrections to the list of RANAP messages transferred on the E-interface” (Siemens)

R3-030297 (R3-030298) CR551r1(CR552r1) 25.413 Rel4(5) “Duplicated Iu connection identifiers” (Nortel) 
R3-030291 CR108r1 “Correction of Write and Replace functions” (Nortel)

Revisions not yet known

-

not treated

R3-030238 Discussion “R5 CRRM: Alignment of RANAP & RNSAP” (Vodafone)

LS

R3-030294 draft LS to T2 on “Restriction of Service Area List in SABP ... “ (Nortel)










