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Background

This topic was discussed during the last SA 2 meeting without any final conclusion. Afterwards, RAN 2 and TSG-RAN have had extensive discussions on the subject and have agreed some CRs on the topic.

RP-030371 contains the agreed release 99 CR to 25.331. However, this CR does not specify one single mobile behaviour: instead, section 8.5.x permits two almost opposite mobile behaviours. This “dual behaviour” is also permitted in release 4 but is thought to be constrained to a single behaviour in release 6 (the release 5 behaviour is believed to still be under debate).

At this meeting SA 2 have received an LS from RAN 2 (in S2-032327 = R2-031458). This LS indicates that some architectural options are open (eg whether or not to release the Iu-ps interface upon failed Iu-cs paging). This lack of clarity over the functional split across the Iu interface endangers the ‘open’ nature of the Iu interface, and, it appears to be SA 2’s responsibility to resolve the functional split.

At the last SA 2 meeting, Vodafone provided CRs to 23.060 to try to clarify this issue: however these were ‘objected to’ during email approval.

What Functionality is needed?
In the case that CS domain paging fails for a mobile with an Iu-ps connection, then, repeating the page with a NAS identity seems to solve many issues. Vodafone would like to see this functionality specified.

Where to specify this functionality?

Some people have questioned whether or not 23.060 is the appropraite place to describe this functionality. However, as it relates to the RNC behaviour while the RNC is maintaining an Iu-ps connection, then, it seems reasonable to document this in 23.060.

What alternative specifications are there? The main alternative would seem to be 23.121. However which RNC implementers are likely to react to a change to 23.121?

Proposals

a) SA 2 should discuss and resolve this R’99 issue.

b) CRs to both 23.060 and 23.121 are available for discussion in accompanying tdocs. These should be reviewed. 

