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Notes on Gb evolution discussion for forming:

1. Where are we???
SA2 has discussed the evolution scenarios for GERAN in general, no firm agreement whether evolving Gb towards conv is good or whether Iu is the way to go.

This is largely a commercial discussion rather than technical. There may be difference between operator's commercial interests due to different background (amount of legacy background e.g. wrt different cell planning for EDGE and GMSK uplink transmitions) and different investment plans. Some operators do not see the deployment of Iu mode commercialy feasible, some operators do. There may be a considerable difference with respect to different operators introducing services requiring conv class.

All in all this results in different views on how and in which direction and timeframe GERAN should evolve. 

2. Give the motivations for re-opening the decision of y2000.

Nearly 2 and a half years ago, a joint S2 and GERAN meeting decided to provide Conversational services in GERAN via the Iu interface and NOT to enhance the Gb interface to carry Conversational services. 

SA2 understands that there is still work to do on Iu-mode, e.g: 
a) the functional split for CS data/HSCSD 

b) PS domain handover 

c) specificatin of “abnormal” case handling.

SA2 would like to understand the completion level of Iu-mode standards to be able to fully assess the situation. SA2 also like to ask for confirmation whether the above items are indeed incomplete.

Reopening of the decision of year 2000 due to the current status of Iu mode and the rather substatial change in the commercial setting.

An Iu-mode GSM-UMTS mobile has to support UMTS Iu mode, GERAN Iu mode and A/Gb mode (for use where the BSC vendor and/or operator has not upgraded the BSC). One issue that needs to be clarified is the similarity or difference of Iu-mode GERAN and UTRAN Iu. The original aim was that the mobile should only have to support a generic Iu mode plus A/Gb mode. SA2 would like to understand if this has been achieved. Answers to these points could guide the decision on whether to go for Gb evolution even if it is a new stack, or Iu mode is still preferred (even with possible differences with UTRAN Iu).

If single Iu mode is not valid anymore, the decision might have to be re-visited.
It is expected that evolved Gb will not have any impact on the A interface. Iu-ps requires the simultaneous deployment of Iu-cs. GERAN's views are welcome on this, though.

Timing: Iu mode decision was assuming quick deployment. The initial estimations of completion of standards, and implementation have since been changed and delayed. This took some wind out of Iu mode's sail.

3. SA2 would like to understand if the completion of Iu mode would in any way be affected by further work on evolved Gb. Furthermore, the completion estimation of evolved Gb standards is asked.
Because of these and other factors, interest in enhanced Gb mode has re-emerged.

4. Give some specific architectural comments that we can all agree to.

Generaly SA2 has not found any reasons that prevent Gb evolution being feasible??? (Discussion on the formulation ongoing.

Possibility to give detailed architectural comments is to be discussed later in the week.

5. Proposal for continuation and SA2's view of how we see this issue resolved.

6. It is understood by SA2 that the decision is likely to be made on commercial ground rather than technical. SA2 expects that the technical and commercial discussions will continue in paralel, eventualy SA2 sees the resolution falling into SA/GERAN plenary mandate.
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