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1. Overall Description:

At RAN3#36, RAN3 has identified a blocking inter-working issue if it is not further clarified who is responsible for releasing the Iu signalling connection when there is no (no more) RAB on Iu-PS so that both SGSN and RNC would rely on each other:

· the SGSN will not necessarily release the Iu after the NAS transaction and leave it to the preference of the RNC to ask the removal of Iu after some Iu signaling inactivity. In this scenario, the SGSN will wait for receiving an Iu Release Request to send Iu Release Command. 

· Conversely, the RNC can also wait indefinitely that the SGSN, normally in charge of Iu connection release sends the Iu Release Command message.

The situation will be kept in a deadlock since both SGSN and the RNC trust the other to control the release of the Iu after a NAS signaling.

The full discussion paper of RAN3 is hereby attached.

After discussion, RAN3 consensus is that it is the SGSN which is in charge of the “Iu signaling activity” control:

When there are no active RABs from a CN domain (Iu signalling only), the CN node should initiate the release of the Iu signalling connection  either as soon as completion of transaction between UE and CN, or after a period of Iu signalling inactivity ( cause “normal release”).

A1: Therefore RAN3 kindly ask SA2 to confirm this view.

A2: RAN3 would also like to ask SA2 if it is possible to bring this clarification clearly stated into 23.060 as it is considered as a serious point of inter-working. RAN3 has identified section 12.7.3 of TS23.060 for example as possible candidate for the update. 

During the discussion, RAN3 has raised another point also related to the RNC-SGSN interaction for Iu Release procedure:

In the scope of interaction between Iu Release Request procedure and Iu Release procedure, it is also believed that the following behaviour is expected from the CN:

· if the RNC has sent Iu Release Request with the cause ‘user inactivity’, it is fully optional for the SGSN to send Iu Release Command (cause UTRAN gen. Reason)- already in TS23.060 12.7.3

· if the RNC has sent Iu Release Request for  another cause than ‘user inactivity’, it is believed by RAN3 that the same degree of optionality does not apply: SGSN shall or should send Iu release Command as an answer.

· if the RNC has sent RAB release request, 23.060 says SGSN should release the RAB.  Is it optional for the SGSN to do so?  Is the behaviour dependant on the cause value like Iu Release Request.

RAN3 would also appreciate if TSG SA2 could:

A3: confirm the view expressed above

A4: investigate if this can also be clarified in TS23.060 (suggested candidate 12.7.3)

2. Actions:

RAN3 kindly asks TSG SA2 to fulfil the actions A1, A2, A3, A4 mentioned above.

3. Date of Next RAN3 Meetings:
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