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1
Introduction

At the last meeting, Annex A on “information on rollout non-issues” was very quickly scribbled. It needs review and refinement.

2
Proposal

It is proposed that the revisions suggested below are discussed, modified and then agreed for inclusion in the version of the TS that we send to TSG SA.

Annex A: Compatibility with network entities not supporting the Early UE Feature (Informative):



A.1
General

This annex gives information on the interworking between entities that support the Early UE Feature and those that do not. Where this interworking leads to actual requirements on a network entity, then these requirements should be documented in the main body of this TS.
A.2
Inter SGSN Relocation 

Non-updated SGSN to updated SGSN:
The target RNC will not get the UESBI-Iu in the Relocation Request message and adopts some generic behaviour. The later arrival of UESBI-Iu at RNC is used by the RNC for any future processing for that UE. 
Updated SGSN to non-updated SGSN:

The target RNC does not receive the UESBI-Iu, but, this is reasonable considering that the RNC’s ‘default’ SGSN does not support the feature. GTP error handling should ensure that the non-updated SGSN is not disturbed by the updated SGSN sending it the IMEISV.

A.3
Inter SGSN Routing Area Update

Non updated SGSN to updated SGSN:

If the updated SGSN does not get IMEISV from the old SGSN, then the new SGSN shall get the IMEISV from the MS.
Updated SGSN to non-updated SGSN:

GTP error handling should ensure that the non-updated SGSN is not disturbed by the updated SGSN sending it the IMEISV.

A.4
 Iu interface issues

If UESBI-Iu is not received for a UE, then the RNC assumes that the UE has some default capability. This default capability is RNC implementation dependent.

The RNC can assume that an updated CN will deliver the UESBI-Iu before the RANAP Security Mode command.
RANAP error handling should ensure that a non-updated RNC is not disturbed by CN nodes which send the UESBI-Iu.
A.5
Gs issues

 If the MSC does not receive the IMEISV in the Gs interface Location Update Request message, then the MSC obtains the IMEISV from the UE at the next Iu-cs/A interface connection establishment.

Gs interface error handling should ensure that a non-update MSC is not disturbed by an SGSN including the IMEISV in the Gs interface Location Update Request message.
A.6
inter MSC issues.

 If the anchor MSC does not pass the UESBI-Iu information to the relay MSC, then the target RNC/BSS does not receive the UESBI-Iu information. This is handled as an “Iu interface issue”: see above.

MAP error handling should ensure that a non-updated MSC is not disturbed by an MSC that includes the new UESBI-Iu information at inter-MSC handover.
A.7
RNC - BSS issues

 If the RNC sends the new Relocation Request Reject cause value then the MSC needs to be able to map this into an appropriate A interface cause value. 

Does the RANAP error handling and/or 29.010 provide a default mapping? 
Editor’s note: check the CN 4 status of this?
A interface error handling procedures should ensure that a non-upgraded BSS is not disturbed by the new cause value.
A.8
A interface rollout

 With regard to the new Handover Reject Cause value, see above.

With regard to using the ‘old BSS to new BSS’ information to transfer the “don’t handover to UMTS flag” between BSSs, then existing A interface error handling procedures should ensure that non-upgraded BSSs are not disturbed.
If UESBI-Iu is not received for a UE, then the BSS assumes that the UE has some default capability. This default capability is BSS implementation dependent.

If UESBI-Iu is sent across the A interface to a non-upgraded BSS, then existing A interface error handling procedures should ensure that non-upgraded BSSs are not disturbed.
A.9
ANY OTHER PAIRS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS?

