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Summary

The GPRS drafting session took place on Tuesday 25th February. About 15 delegates participated. The initial agenda contained only two tdocs that were directly assigned to the drafting. Four other tdocs were allocated later by the plenary. It should be discussed whether it is further intended to have a dedicated 23.060 / 23.107 session. 

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):

· S2-030545, CR on 23.060 Rel-5, on QoS for IMS signaling PDP context

· S2-030546, CR on 23.207 Rel-5, on QoS for IMS signaling PDP context

· S2-030547, LS draft,  on DRX parameter negotiation in PDP Context activation/modification/deactivation

· S2-030548, CR on 23.060 Rel-5, DRX parameter negotiation in PDP Context activation/modification/deactivation

· S2-030549, LS draft, on control of SS barring for SMS transfer over GPRS;  Reply on S2-030033 and S2-030405
· S2-030550, CR on 23.060 Rel-6, SIMless/USIMless Emergency Session Procedures
· S2-030551, CR on 23.060 Rel-6, GPRS procedures for IMS Emergency Sessions
· S2-030899, LS draft, on Enhanced support of streaming services on GERAN A/Gb mode
Documents that have not been accepted by the drafting group:

· S2-030879, CR on 23.107 Rel-6, Enhanced support of streaming services on GERAN A/Gb mode

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

· none

Documents that are noted (discussion papers):

· none

Handled documents

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

	S2-030405
	S1-030241
	LS on control of  SS barring for SMS transfer over GPRS
	LS in
	
	
	
	
	
	Postponed from the last meeting
	To be checked whether an answer is needed or info to other groups
	Reply LS in S2-030549

	S2-030541
	Convenor
	GPRS session report
	
	
	
	
	
	
	This tdoc
	
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030543
	Nokia
	DRX parameter negotiation in PDP Context activation/modification/deactivation
	23.060
	429
	F
	5.4.0
	Rel5
	TEI-5
	Proposed change would add DRX Parameters IE to PDP Context Activation, PDP Context Modification and PDP Context Deactivation procedures. Affected messages would include Activate PDP Context Request - Activate PDP Context Accept, Activate Secondary PDP Context Request - Activate Secondary PDP Context Accept, Modify PDP Context Request - Modify PDP Context Accept,  Deactivate PDP Context Request – Deactivate PDP Context Accept.
	Question whether UTRAN negotiates its own DRX values with UE for CS and PS and does not use values from SGSN? 

Clarification whether DRX values shall relate to a PDP context or to the UE? Answer always one value for the UE. Text of CR should clarify this.

Clarification which applications would take advantage from it?

Comment that the CR optimizes rather Gb mode RAN and probably not Iu mode RAN.

Clarification why the confirmation is introduced.

Question whether category is rather B than F?  

Preference by the group to check with GERAN (RAN) whether the proposed way is the best.

It should be checked whether it is useful to add something to the API for applications. 

Check with RAN2/3 whether UTRAN uses DRX.
	Rev to S2-030548

Related LS draft in S2-030547

	S2-030544
	Vodafone UK
	QoS for IMS signaling PDP context
	23.060
	430
	F
	
	5
	IMS-CCR
	Care is needed to ensure that mobiles do not set the signalling indication in the QoS IE “incorrectly” and thus obtain a superior QoS from the RAN. 

Hence it is necessary for the GGSN to check that the signalling flag is only set in the QoS IE when PCO also indicates signalling.
	Question why it is not mandatory for the GGSN.

Comment that the text should allow for other applications than IMS.

Question whether 23.060 is the right place, as it does not describe all the used parameters.

Proposal to extend the general text that QoS may be modified by GGSN.

Question what happens if PCO is not passing through SGSN but signaling indicator can pass through.

Question what to do if PCO is set but signaling flag not set. Discussion result: GGSN should not upgrade QoS and not set the signaling flag.
	Revised to two CRs:

S2-030545 for 23.060 to add clarifications for policy control

S2-030546 for 23.207 to explain comparison of PCO and signaling flag by GGSN



	S2-030545
	Vodafone UK
	QoS for IMS signaling PDP context
	23.060
	430r1
	F
	
	5
	IMS-CCR
	
	23.060 CR resulting from S2-030544
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030546
	Vodafone UK
	QoS for IMS signaling PDP context
	23.207
	
	
	
	
	
	
	23.207 CR resulting from S2-030544
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030547
	Nokia
	LS on DRX parameter negotiation in PDP Context activation/modification/deactivation
	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	LS related to S2-030543, S2-030548
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030548
	Nokia
	DRX parameter negotiation in PDP Context activation/modification/deactivation
	23.060
	429r1
	F
	5.4.0
	Rel5
	TEI-5
	
	Rev of S2-030543
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030549
	NTT DoCoMo
	Reply LS on control of  SS barring for SMS transfer over GPRS 


	LS draft
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Reply on S2-030033; Answers also S2-030405; S2-030033 was not answered yet as the related 23.060 CR was approved after the last SA2 meeting by email


	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030550
	Motorola
	SIMless/USIMless Emergency Session Procedures
	23.060
	427r1
	
	5.4.0
	Rel 6
	EMC1-PS
	
	Rev of S2-030824
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030551
	Nokia
	GPRS procedures for IMS Emergency Sessions
	23.060
	422r4
	B
	5.4.0
	Rel6
	EMC1-PS
	
	Rev of S2-030841
	For SA2 plenary

	S2-030824
	Motorola
	SIMless/USIMless Emergency Session Procedures
	23.060
	427
	
	5.4.0
	Rel 6
	EMC1-PS
	Procedures are introduced to facilitate emergency calls for MS/UE without SIM/USIM or MS/UE with SIM/USIM present but not registered.

The Emergency Center may obtain this location information from GMLC.
	Clarification that the SGSN selects the GGSN based on configuration.

Question whether the MS sends no APN.

Clarification that callback is no requirement.

Comments that similar approaches for simless and with SIM shall be used. And that always attach shall be performed. 

After attach an almost normal PDP signaling is expected. Question whether security procedures are used.

Question how the network knows that it is an emergency attach?

Clarification why IMEI is not suitable. 

The CR text does not clarify what the emergency IMSI is used for? Answer that the emergency IMSI shall allow older releases SGSN to support emergency attaches.

Comments that an overall concept should be seen and aligned first. Overall concept is in S2-011442 was answered. 

Comments that the text should be reduced and  same explanation on the purpose of the emergency IMSI should be provided.
	Revised to S2-030550



	S2-030841
	Nokia
	GPRS procedures for IMS Emergency Sessions
	23.060
	422r3
	B
	5.4.0
	Rel6
	EMC1-PS
	Addition of an emergency session indication to PDP context activation, Service Request and Attach procedures. Emergency indication is stored in MM and PDP context.
	Question how it relates to S2-030824, (emergency attach). Answer that this is an addition. 

Question whether security procedures are used in this case. Proposal to have security procedures FFS.

Question why PDP modification is not extended? Answer that takes the same time, but may be added. 

Clarification that an already existing signaling context should be used if one is already there.

Discussion whether problems may be caused by congestion, e.g. if normal signaling bearer is used for emergencies, which has lower priority than emergency bearer?

Question whether all other sessions shall be stopped on the UE.

Does the emergency requirement for the RAU allow malicious users to extent their roaming area? Answer system design shall take care.

Question how priority access relates to this and how it is recognized? Answer it should be independent and derived from ARP.
	Revised to S2-030551

	S2-030879
	Alcatel
	Enhanced support of streaming services on GERAN A/Gb mode (revision of S2-030088 – To be discussed together with LS G2-030130 from GERAN2)
	23.107
	132 rev1
	C
	5.4.0
	Rel-6
	IMS2-ROPT
	Clarify that for the streaming class, transfer delay gives the maximum PDU delivery duration allowed by the “time alignment function of the application”.  It is determined by the UE using the guaranteed bandwidth and the size of the de-jittering buffer in the UE used to absorb transfer jitter (induced e.g. by transmission gaps at radio cell mobility or by repetition due to bad radio conditions).
	Comments that the explanation shall be relaxed as it is not always possible to derive parameters from application.

Comment that time alignment is end to end but parameters are only for UMTS bearer.

Question whether it is the right place as 23.107 defines the parameters only.

Alcatel propose to clarify that transfer delay should not be defined fixed as SA4 have it described but make it depended on application buffers.

Drafting session prefers not to indicate application specific text in 23.107. 

LS to SA4 to let them consider to have such description.
	Not agreed

The drafting session prefers an LS to SA4 to let SA4 consider such clarifications in their specifications

LS answer in S2-030899 by Alcatel


