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1 Introduction

The issue of the relocation of preserved nRT RABs is ongoing for several meetings. An email discussion was decided at last RAN3 to capture the position of companies on this issue. The result of the discussion is reported here-below:
2 Description
2nd issue: Handling of preserved RABs at target RNC (source to target direction)
(For the UE involved case), it is not specified in RANAP what should the target RNC do with the preserved non real-time RABs depending on the support of the preservation procedure.

This can lead to an IOT issue due to inconsistent behaviour between T-SGSN and T-RNC from different vendors. For example, if the RABs are not set up by T-RNC while preservation is not supported by T-SGSN, then Pdp contexts will be deactivated. Conversely, if the RABs are set up by T-RNC while preservation is supported by T-SGSN, they will be soon released again due to inactivity and set up again at next relocation and so on (ping pong)….

Question : tRNC knows about tSGSN non support of preservation by configuration?
Lucent: yes
Nortel: yes 
Nokia: no

Question: need of new IE in Relocation Request Acknowledge when T-RNC fails the RABs due to preservation reason (i.e. the RABids requested by SGSN to establish were not present in the source RNC to target RNC container)
Nokia: yes (new cause in RANAP)

Siemens : no

Lucent: if it reveals needed

Ericsson: yes (new RANAP cause)

Nortel: no need
 3rd issue: 
Filtering at source side (issue nb 3: List of RABs to be “released” and “forwarded” (target to source direction)

The source RNC behaviour is not defined when it receives in the RABs to be released IE or RABs to be forwarded IE some RABids that are unknown (not existing RABs).
This can lead to an IOT issue between S-SGSN and S-RNC if from different vendors. S-RNC could expect the S-SGSN to filter out the RABs unsuccessfully set up at target side but not existing before (because they are not actually subject to release) and therefore fail the relocation due to erroneous SGSN behavior.

Nokia: equal SRNC ignores or S-SGSN filters
Siemens: SRNC ignores

Nortel: SRNC ignores

Ericsson: S-SGSN filters

Lucent: rather S-SGSN filtering
 
3 Conclusion

A summary of some position of companies during the email discussion has been reported. Since not all aspects of the issue were discussed by email and also some companies did not express themselves, it is proposed to continue the discussion by looking at the paper “summary of the issue” in tdoc R3-060637 which presents an overview of the issue split in three points.
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