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From: Claire Mousset [mailto:cmousset@NORTELNETWORKS.COM]
Sent: 07 April 2003 17:21
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: Re: [early UE] more email comments
One further comment on 1309 and the emergency call handling:
The IMEISV can be used in CMServiceRequest (as ID Type) for Emergency Calls. We should make the ID procedure optional so that if CN already has the IMEISV, it needs not do MM ID procedure to get IMEISV again. 
Regards,
Claire.
-----Original Message-----
From: Mousset, Claire [GOLF:4931:EXCH] 
Sent: 07 April 2003 18:01
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: RE: [early UE] more email comments

Hello all,
 

Here are some more comments:
 

1309: in cases where common ID is possible (IMSI is available), we should allow to use it
 

1313 and more generally, 2G to 3G inter RAT handover: for UESBI-Uu transfer, suggest we use source RNC to target RNC container (mandatory) instead of old to new BSS (optional) . If information is also needed for 2G to 2G then it is best to have a mandatory IE added to the handover required/request messages. (In addition or not to 'old BSS to new BSS container', which is optional).
 

1315: one point to clarify is whether this FIB is a local database or centralised. If centralised, and EIR provides the right framework and key information, then we could re-use what has been already standardised. If the concern is to decorrelate with the functionality available in the EIR currently, then maybe we could then say that in the case it is used for early UE handling only, then there is a default status of the mobile (effectively turning off the EIR functionality).
 

1303, 1310 and the issue of what to transfer between anchor and relay MSCs: we don't have a problem with doing the retrieval at the anchor MSC, but would like to clarify what this would be in case of a 2G to 3G handover and BMUEF usage: would the BMUEF be a 3G BMUEF, or in the case it contains 2G info, would this be a combined BMUEF?
 

Regards,
 

Claire.
 

 

-----Original Message-----
From: Mousset, Claire [GOLF:4931:EXCH] 
Sent: 07 April 2003 11:42
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: RE: [early UE] email comments requested
Chris and all
 

Some additional comments, sorry for sending this later than 8am, it was kind of a last minute decision that I did not attend.
 

Tdoc 1315: Suggest that what we need to do is to define the requirements of the centralised database. For example:
- to have an optional centralized DB
- to store BMUEF/TAC+SV information
- to re-use MAP interface for rapid deployment,
- to have a cache in the MSC-VLR/SGSN to avoid retrieval of information too often. 

Then (if these can be fulfilled this way) this could be implemented on an EIR, or on another database.
 

On point 4 below (whether or not to transfer UESBI-Iu on the A interface) : Transfer of UESBI-Iu over A interface does not seem needed at the moment.
 

Regards,
 

Claire.
 

-----Original Message-----
From: Watson, Mark [MOP:EP10:EXCH] 
Sent: 07 April 2003 02:56
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: Re: [early UE] email comments requested

Chris, 

Please find below some comments from my collegues who cannot attend in Seoul. 

Tdoc 1295: We think the Common ID should be done after DTAP Security functions between UE and MSC (check UE is the one claimed and obtaine IMEISV from the UE) but before Security message with the RNC (Security Mode Command).
Tdoc 1296: Some clarification is required on the 'existing procedures' mentioned 

Tdoc 1297: Some clarification is required on the rationalle for the proposal 

Tdoc 1313: Proposal (a) The "Old BSS to new BSS transparent container" is optional - we should consider instead using L3 info, which is mandatory, and sent from target to source BSS. It would indicate that the target rejects handover because of UESBI info. Also some clarification of the overlaid BSS issue is needed.
Regards...Mark 

> -----Original Message----- 
> From: Pudney, Chris, CND Tech Dev, VF UK 
> [mailto:Chris.Pudney@GB.VODAFONE.CO.UK] 
> Sent: 04 April 2003 01:59 
> To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG 
> Subject: [3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2] [early UE] email comments requested 
> Importance: High 
> 
> 
> Dear SA 2 Early UE "enthusiasts" 
> 
> You may (or may not) have noticed the email dialogue between 
> me and the SA 2 chairman (it is included at the bottom of this email). 
> 
> 
> For people not attending the SA 2 meeting in Korea, it 
> requests that comments on the Early UE topic are emailed to 
> the SA 2 reflector before 0800 CET on Monday 7th April. 
> 
> 
> 
> After scanning the tdocs that are available, I've noted 
> another couple of topics that we need to address. I've added 
> these as bullets 8 and 9 below. 
> 
> Overall, I now hope that this is the complete list of key 
> issues that we will address in Korea: 
> 
> 
> 1) Gs interface solution (hopefully this week's CN 1 meeting 
> will send some 
> guidance to SA 2 in Korea) 
> 
> 2) inter-MSC handover (can you all please study 23.121, 
> 23.009 and 29.002, 
> etc so that you are "expert" on the behaviour of relay MSCs and the E 
> interface?) 
> 
> 3) when to send the Common ID message? 
> 
> 4) whether or not to transfer UESBI-Iu on the A interface. 
> 
> 5) agree the emergency call handling procedures (draft in S2-030761 - 
> available at last SA 2 meeting) 
> 
> 6) check whether or not we have covered "roll out issues" eg 
> how to handle 
> old SGSNs mixed with new SGSNs. 
> 
> 7a) "MSC-SGSN to fault database" design for the bitmap case. 
> 
> 7b) "RNC to fault database" design for IMEISV case. 
> 
> 8) whether or not to transfer BMUEF between SGSNs at 
> inter-SGSN RA update 
> 
> 9) what to send on the Iu interface for "fault free" mobiles 
> 
> 
> Comments/questions are still welcome. 
> best regards 
> Chris Pudney 
> 
> Vodafone UK 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> -----Original Message----- 
> From: Magnus Olsson X (EAB) [mailto:Magnus.Olsson@ERA.ERICSSON.SE] 
> Sent: 03 April 2003 14:46 
> To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG 
> Subject: Re: SA2 meeting in Seoul - different handling for early UE? 
> 
> 
> Dear Chris and all, 
> 
> I do support the procedure outlined by Chris for the handling 
> of the Early UE work. 
> I have only one comment on point f): I think that the 
> handling email approval procedure needs to be 
> clarified/finetuned but let's discuss that at the meeting in Korea. 
> 
> Thanks Chris for your efforts to ensure that the meeting is fruitful. 
> 
> Best Regards 
> 
> Magnus Olsson 
> SA2 Chairman 
> 
> -----Original Message----- 
> From: Pudney, Chris, CND Tech Dev, VF UK 
> [mailto:Chris.Pudney@gb.vodafone.co.uk] 
> Sent: den 3 april 2003 10:43 
> To: Magnus Olsson X (EAB); 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG 
> Subject: RE: SA2 meeting in Seoul - different handling for early UE? 
> Importance: High 
> 
> 
> Dear Magnus and SA 2 colleagues 
> 
> thanks for your email. 
> 
> I am in broad agreement with what you propose, but, I feel 
> that this has the potential to impose significant problems to 
> the Early UE work. 
> 
> This is because Early UE is a Feature for Release 5 (or 
> earlier) which really needs to be completed by the June '03 
> TSG meetings. 
> 
> To complete this work we need several other committees to 
> prepare stage 3 CRs for the June TSGs. In order to allow the 
> stage 3 committees to perform their work, they need several 
> "small key issues" within the stage 2 TS 23.195 to be 
> resolved, ideally by the end of the SA2 meeting in Korea. 
> 
> For other topics, I do not see any similar "cascade" of work 
> that prevents re-opening discussion in San Diego. 
> 
> Below, I give my proposed method of working for "early UE" 
> 
> Your comments/guidance are all welcome. 
> 
> best regards 
> Chris Pudney 
> Vodafone UK (rapporteur for the SA 2 WID on 'early UE handling') 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> My suggestions for "early UE handling" are the following: 
> 
> a) people who are not attending the meeting, shall email any 
> comments on early UE documents within sets 1, 2 and 3 AND any 
> comments/opinions on the key issues identified in my (Chris 
> Pudney) email sent to the SA 2 list at about 1637 GMT on 
> Friday 28/3/03 to the SA 2 list, BEFORE the Early UE Drafting 
> group starts on Monday afternoon in Korea (i.e. before 1500 
> Korean time or before 0800 CET or before 0700 BST on Monday 
> 7th April). 
> 
> b) the early UE drafting group will attempt to take into 
> account the email comments along with the opinions expressed 
> in the meeting. 
> 
> c) after the Tuesday Early UE session, a summary of the 
> tentative conclusions will be sent out on to the SA 2 email list. 
> 
> d) people not attending the meeting who wish to comment on 
> "Tuesday's summary" shall do so before the Thursday afternoon 
> Early UE session starts (ie before 1300 Korean time or before 
> 0600 CET or before 0500 BST on Thursday 10th April) 
> 
> e) On Thursday afternoon the early UE drafting group attempts 
> to take these further email comments into account. 
> 
> f) On Friday, the SA 2 plenary reviews the outcome of the 
> early UE drafting group and the email comments and decides 
> what is "agreed at SA 2 level"; "what is for a 'clear 
> majority based' email approval"; "what is for 'no objection' 
> email approval" and "what is unstable". 
> 
> 
> Note 1: this assumes that my email access works from Korea! 
> 
> Note 2: people who wish to comment are invited to provide a 
> contact phone number so that we can discuss issues verbally. 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> -----Original Message----- 
> From: Magnus Olsson X (EAB) [mailto:Magnus.Olsson@ERA.ERICSSON.SE] 
> Sent: 02 April 2003 15:16 
> To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG 
> Subject: SA2 meeting in Seoul 
> 
> 
> Dear SA2 Colleagues, 
> 
> There has been some concerns raised that companies that can 
> not attend the SA2 meeting in Seoul (due to company travel 
> policies) will loose the possibility to influence the 
> decision made during the meeting. My proposal to handle this 
> situation is that we will be a bit more flexible and allow 
> companies not attending the Seoul meeting to re-open the 
> discussion and challenge decisions at the San Diego meeting. 
> 
> I would also like to encourage companies to use the days 
> before the meeting to comment on the available documents (to 
> the authors). 
> 
> Best Regards 
> 
> Magnus Olsson 
> SA2 Chairman 
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