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From: Pudney, Chris, CND Tech Dev, VF UK 
Sent: 09 April 2003 11:32
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: Re: [early UE] draft notes at end of Tuesday's session - comments
Dear Claire
 

thanks for your interest, I've tried to insert comments below tagged [CDP]
 

Sorry that the report was brief --- it takes a long while to type everything.
 

best regards
Chris Pudney
 

-----Original Message-----
From: Claire Mousset [mailto:cmousset@NORTELNETWORKS.COM]
Sent: 09 April 2003 10:28
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: Re: [early UE] draft notes at end of Tuesday's session - comments

Hello Chris and all,
 

Thanks for the notes and also for taking care of e-mail comments via contributions.
 

Here are some comments on the notes:
 

5.3, UESBI on A-interface, discussion of 1313 (the notes say 1310 but I think this should be 1313) and Nortel e-mail comments in 1322:
 

1) can we please clarify the exact issue with overlaid BSSs. It seems this is about sending information at 2G handovers, between BSSs, in order to prevent further handovers to 3G. But I would like to understand why this is needed and why the target BSS does not have the relevant information already. I'm sure there are good reasons - but it would help the understanding to explain.
 

[CDP: by 'overlaid' BSSs, I mean multiple BSSs covering the same geoographic area. Because of the closed A-bis, this is a logical way to deploy a new vendor's base stations in a town where there are many existing BTSs. With this configuration "most" handovers are inter-BSC. If a mobile has a problem with GSM-UMTS handover, then the 'source' BSS will be told by the 'target RNC'. Then the mobile may move and a GSM BSC to GSM BSC handover occur. Unless the target BSC receives (and can interpret) A interface UESBI, then the new BSC will see that the mobile claims to be UMTS capable and (may) attempt a handover to UMTS that is doomed to fail. Hence my interest in moving the "this mobile can't do GSM - UMTS handover" flag between BSCs.]
 

 

2) once we have established why we need this, then we should use a mandatory IE instead of an optional one. We could also leave this to stage 3 but looks like we haven't and the choice of "old BSS to new BSS info" seems not appropriate as this is an optional IE. If we need this for 2G to 2G, we need to add this as a separate, mandatory IE (can be in addition to a parameter inside the old BSS to new BSS IE). 
 

[CDP: the "old BSS to new BSS info" is the CORRECT IE to use. The fact that it is optional is ONLY to ensure that the MSC and Target BSC do not reject  handover attempts that do not contain this IE. This IE is designed to 'enhance handover performance' rather than being critical. For example, it can significantly reduce the size of the Handover Command message that has to be sent on the radio interface..... eg if the new BSS knows that it will use the same channel type (Half rate/full rate) or codec (EFR/FR) or cipher algorithm (A5/1, A5/2) then this can be left out of the H/O command.
 

Additionally the MSC is mandated to pass the old BSS to new BSS info through the MSC without modifying it. Hence adding a bit to it does not require MSC changes. Conversely modifying some mandatory IE in the Handover Required will [probably/certainly] require MSc changes to get it mapped into an IE in the H/O required message.
 

Hence this choice of IE, but in the TS, it will be left to GERAN 2 to do the stage 3 design]
 

 

 

5.5, Emergency call handling: the last paragraph talks about using a new Iu interface message instead of using Direct Transfer. This sounds like it should be evaluated as it may be a cleaner solution. Why is this point specific to the 'emergency call handling' section? 
 

[CDP --- in other places, use of Common ID is reasonably clean. I'll try and write a CR to 23.895 tonight on this issue.]
 

Best regards,
 

Claire.
 

 

 -----Original Message-----
From: Pudney, Chris, CND Tech Dev, VF UK [mailto:Chris.Pudney@GB.VODAFONE.CO.UK]
Sent: 08 April 2003 08:27
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG2@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: [early UE] draft notes at end of Tuesday's session

Dear all 
 

attached are the draft notes from Monday 's and Tuesday's Early UE sessions 
 

the current agreements are highlighted in bold . 
 

If you wish to comment, then please do so before 1300 Korean time or before 0600 CET or before 0500 BST on Thursday 10th April.
 

PLEASE send your comments both TO ME directly, AND, to the SA 2 list. This is important because the ETSI server seems to sleep during the European night !!! (reply to all should work!)
 

best regards
Chris Pudney
 

Vodafone UK
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