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These notes are written as additions to the agenda that I circulated earlier. The agenda’s text is now shown in italics. These notes are the same as have been distributed on the SA 2 email reflector.

About 12 people participated from, TIM, Lucent, Nokia, Siemens, o2, Qualcomm, Nortel, Ericsson and Vodafone.

Chris Pudney (Vodafone) chaired the teleconference and compiled these notes.

1) Introductions
Most of the participants attend SA2, but a couple of RAN 2 delegates joined the call.

2) Review status after TSG #20 

        (which I believe is as follows:

        - bitmap selected for transfer of UESBI on Iu

        - decision on how to convert IMEISV to bitmap given to SA 2 (either O+M, or, MAP to EIR/FIB, or, BOTH) 

        - decision on UESBI transfer on A interface deferred to TSG-GERAN's meeting 23-27/6/03)
This status was noted.

3) "Section 6" (conversion of IMEISV to bitmap)
        - gather opinions on "O+M, or, MAP to EIR/FIB, or, BOTH"

        - in the unlikely event of concensus, draft text for section 6 to be sent for email review

        - in the more likely event of disagreement, consider how to tackle this topic at the next SA2 meeting and propose a timescale for decision (eg AVOID delaying decision until August)
Although there was no full agreement on this topic, there was broad agreement that the MSC and SGSN needed to cache the TAC+SV to Bitmap information (to avoid load on "EIR/central database"; for faster access; to avoid the need for a ultra-reliable EIR). It was also agreed that debate on the caching function could be separated from the debate on the "means to load the information" into the cache. Several companies indicated that there would be a need to have an O+M mechanism to load/test/debug the cache and other "early UE" functionality..... but, as the feature matures, it is likely that a centralised mechanism may provide O+M advantages eg when an operator has different MSC and SGSN vendors.

There was discussion on how to avoid new network entities by co-locating the FIB function at EIR or HLR. There was broad agreement on the desirability of avoiding lots of new boxes, but it was less clear how to use the standards to encourage co-locating this function on an existing physical box. 

Other advantages/disadvantages exist but contributions proposing "BOTH O+M and MAP" are likely for the next SA2 meeting. 

Frank volunteered to try to update his document from the previous meeting. Chris and Juan hope to find time to review it.

4)  review of changes to stage 3 specifications etc

        - perform a consistency check of the documents submitted by other Working Groups

        - hopefully there are no problems, but, if any are detected, we can more quickly start corrective actions

        - resolve editor's note in annex A.7 with regard to mapping in 29.010
Owing to the speed with which the CN groups were forced to draft their CRs, it was felt likely to be beneficial for the RAN and CN plenary CRs to be quickly reviewed. The following issues were raised:

RAN: the 25.413 (RANAP) CR defines two bitmaps, [of variable length: 1 to 128 bits] with their contents being defined in 25.994/5. However, corresponding CRs to 25.994/5 do not seem to have been generated and the default bit settings (eg "all zero") do not seem to have been agreed. See CN4/MAP issue below.

CN: minor issues were found with many of the CRs. Participants to this call should talk to their CN1 / CN4 colleagues about these. Some examples:

29.060 - "early UE feature" needs definition and reference to 23.195;

29.018 - prevents some usage of Cipher mode Command to get IMEISV, and, refernece to 23.195 needed in 17.1.11.6;

23.009 - definition of UESBI-Iu might duplicate/conflict with that in 23.195. How to resolve this?

29.010/29.002 - refers to "UESBI" when it probably should say "UESBI-Iu"

29.010 - seems to be missing the mapping of the new RANAP cause value into the BSSMAP cause value.

Further detailed checks may be beneficial.

More serious issues are:

The CN 1 CR to 23.009 seems to assume that UESBI is NOT transferred on the A interface: we will await this week's GERAN conclusion on this before seeing whether any changes should be proposed.

The 29.002 CRs assume that UESBI is a fixed 10 octet field, whereas RANAP has now made it into a variable length field of between something like 5 bits and 260 bits long. Probably MAP can be updated to refer to RANAP, but, RANAP might still need to be updated to ensure that the UESBI-Iu is always an integral number of octets.

5)      Diagram for section 5.2.1.2 (any volunteers?)

No volunteers: in the absence of any earlier input, Chris might resort to "plane drafting".

6)      Clean up of dotted and solid lines in other diagrams

        - does a dotted line imply an optional message and solid imply mandatory? 

Antti kindly volunteered to try to clean up the diagrams.

7)      Any thoughts on the process by which we move from "mobile fault/specification problem" detection to allocation of "the bit" and then to maintenance of the table of TAC+SVs that have that behaviour? How do we encourage our RAN colleagues to start thinking about this and/or involve GSMA? 

This was discussed and it was agreed that we should prompt our RAN and GSMA colleagues to consider the issues... eg How can RAN rapidly allocate bits if the fault is identified just after a RAN 2 meeting?; should GSMA maintain the master table of "TAC+SVs to 25.994/5 bits"?; and, if RAN only wants to fix faults relating to "considerable numbers of UEs" then how does RAN know if many of these mobiles are in use?

8) Early UE session in SA 2 at Sophia?

the plenary WILL attempt to handle "early UE", but, Chris guessed that there was about a 65% chance that we would still need a dedicated session of "about 0.25 day". This might be in the evening rather than a parallel session.

9) the conference call ended at about 1545 CET.

