3GPP TSG-SA WG2 meeting #29
Tdoc S2-030414

San Francisco, USA, 20th – 24th January 2003

Source:

GPRS Convenor (Siemens)

Title:


Minutes for the GPRS drafting session

Document for: 
approval

Summery

The GPRS drafting session took place on Tuesday 21st January. About 15 delegates participated.

Documents accepted by the GPRS drafting group, for approval by the main session:

· none

Documents that have to be presented at the main session (revised versions or generated after the drafting session because of other handled input):

· S2-030314, CR for 23.060, Rel-6, Clarification of QoS negotiation during context activation for A/Gb mode

· S2-030315, CR for 23.060, Rel-6,  Addition of interaction between SMS over GRPS and supplementary service
· S2-030318, CR for 23.107, Rel-5,  Signalling PDP context indication; a related proposed LS is S2-030319

Documents that have not been accepted by the drafting group:

· S2-030241, CR on 23.060, Rel-4, Clarification of QoS negotiation during context activation for GSM

Documents without a conclusion, to be handled at the main session:

· S2-030316, CR for 23.107, Rel-5, Generic UMTS QoS model; a related LS is proposed in LS S2-030403

· S2-030252, CR for 23.060, Rel-5, Lower Bound for GGSN segmentation, postponed until main session, a related LS is proposed in S2-030317

Documents that are noted (discussion papers):

· S2-030249 Discussion on a generic UMTS QoS model

· S2-030251 Discussion on a Lower Bound for Segmentation at the GGSN

Handled documents

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title
	Spec
	CR #
	cat
	Version in
	REL
	WI
	Summary
	Discussion
	Conclusion

	S2-030014
	Huawei
	CR on 23.060: Clarification of QoS negotiation during context
	23.060
	420
	
	5.4.0.
	Rel-5
	
	During the  PDP Context Activation (Secondary) procedure there are several points where the QoS attributes can be negotiated. In case the BSS has downgraded the QoS attributes then an inconsistent situation between MS,SGSN and GGSN and BSS would occur if the GGSN is not   informed after the BSS has downgraded the QoS attributes. The CR adds the description that the SGSN shall renegotiate the QoS with the GGSN via the Update PDP Context Request message after a QoS change by the BSS (Create PFC Ack with a QoS different than requested).
	Editorial changes were discussed

The correction was seen as useful but not essential to be corrected in Rel-5 or earlier 
	Not agreed proposed for rel 6 rev to S2-030314

	S2-030229
	NTT DoCoMo
	Addition of interaction between SMS over GRPS and supplementary service
	23.060
	423
	B
	5.4.0
	6
	?
	Proposes to add description that Call Barring Supplementary Service for SMS over GPRS is added as a supplementary service to the specification.
	Question whether only barring or also user control is intended

CN 4 support only the service not the user control via GPRS

SA1 seems to have the same view, LS pending, has to be confirmed when the revised CR is presented

Description of ptp SMS in 23.060 may need also to be upgraded. Feeling that description is general enough. Discussion whether HLR or SGSN bars mt sms ? The assumption is that the HLR shall decide.
	Rev to S2-030315 clarifying the user control 

	S2-030241
	Huawei
	CR on 23.060 R4: Clarification of QoS negotiation during context activation for GSM
	23.060
	424
	A
	
	Rel-4
	
	Same as S2-030014 for R4
	
	Not agreed

	S2-030249
	Siemens
	Discussion on a generic UMTS QoS model
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Discussion of a generic QoS architecture for TS 23.107, which is not dedicated to a specific RAN. The proposed QoS architecture is a generalization of the UMTS QoS architecture defined in TS 23.107. Shall support the discussion on the evolution of GERAN.
	Question on the scope of 23.107 whether GERAN belongs to UMTS. Scope is already for UMTS and assumed to include GERAN in Rel-5. 
	noted

	S2-030250
	Siemens
	Generic UMTS QoS model
	23.107
	133
	F
	5.7.0
	Rel-5
	E2EQoS
	The CR proposes a generic QoS architectural model for all supported RAN types. The UTRAN specific serves are turned are generalised and related architecture figures are adapted accordingly.
	Why limiting values to UTRAN to have a similar model for GERAN ? 

UMTS is used loosely; UMTS to GPRS HOV and to GSM is used. Changing UTRAN to RAN seems not sufficient. 

A drafting shall check whether further adaptations are needed. Proposed to update the CR and present in main session again. It is assumed that the GERAN part will not be managed within this time and added later. 
	Not agreed, allow for more time and offline drafting

Proposal from drafting in S2-030316

	S2-030251
	Siemens
	Discussion on a Lower Bound for Segmentation at the GGSN
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Currently, there is only an upper bound for the “Maximum SDU size” defined. Consequently, the MS can request a value of 10 octets, which is the minimum value specified in TS 24.008. Such low values would lead to a fragmentation of nearly each PDU and thus increasing the amount of SDUs considerably. Furthermore, each fragment receives a new header, which strongly reduces the effective usable bandwidth especially on the air interface. 
	Question whether this is an implementation matter.

Question whether this impacts RAN or other and whether the different figures of Ipv6 shall be covered. The lower proposed value fits for Ipv4 and Ipv6.

Comment that if UE requests this value it indicates that it can not handle longer packets. Does this create problems for UEs? If UE request values lower than 576 it seems to be a contradiction to IETF req. But obviously UEs do it to manage their restricted resources.  
	noted

	S2-030252
	Siemens
	Lower Bound for GGSN segmentation
	23.060
	425
	F
	5.4.0
	Rel-5
	TEI5
	Proposes to limit segementation by the GGSN to PDUs which are larger than 576 octets. Shall prevent the GGSN from the burden of excessive fragmentation. And, shall prevent a waste of resources.
	Question whether N PDU size and SDU size are the same. Alignment may be needed. 

Problems occur if the terminal requests less than 576 and the GGSN accepts this but does not segment. 

Proposed to check again with RAN and T2 what their usage of the value is and why to low segmentation values can not be excluded.

Proposed LS to RAN2/3 and GERAN CN1.
	Postponed until main session to give more time for study

Proposed LS in S2-030317

	S2-030225
	Vodafone 
	Signalling PDP context indication
	23.107
	134
	F
	5.5.0
	
	
	Currently the RAN cannot determine the difference between Interactive traffic and IMS signalling traffic. This may limit the reliability/speed of IMS signalling and have other negative effects.

A flag is added to the CN to RAN signalling. It is controlled by the existing flag added to the PCO IE in 24.008.
	Comments that RAN3 is already handling the issue and it should be compliant. Question whether RAN3 or SA2 shall decide on the solution. RAN3 hasn’t handled related documents yet because of lack of time. Proposed to liaise with them.

Comment that usage of source statistics descriptor may not be backwards compatible. A single flag or parameter does not to allow to indicate the required QoS. The different options were sent to RAN in August, no answer yet.

The architecture should describe on more general level. 

Discussion on which entities analyses and reacts on the flag the SGSN or GGSN.

Proposed to clarify the flow of the signalling flag and PCO information and the consistency between both in 23.228.
	Rev to S2-030318

Rev agreed as read out 

Proposed LS to RAN3 S2-030319

Cc to RAN2 and GERAN




