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1
Background
In order to progress the H(e)NB Local breakout work, on Friday 1/5/09, Vodafone suggested that a pre-meeting telco be held to pre-process some of the documents. This attracted support and 32 companies requested the telco bridge information.

Despite some teething problems with echo on the bridge and an issue with the independent webex tool, the call managed to start at around 1430 and lasted for two hours.
2
List of participants
Time limitations meant that it was not efficient to gather a list of participants. However, up to 37 people were registered on the webex tool and at least 2 speakers were not registered on webex. 
3
Focus of the call
Vodafone explained that they wanted some form of local breakout specified in Rel 9. This requires normative CRs to be agreed in the Tallinn SA2 meeting, but, there is very little meeting time to achieve this. Local breakout with the S4/EPS architecture raises non-trivial issues on SGW location. Hence Vodafone has focussed on a CR that provides 'hooks' for Gn/Gp SGSN solution, and, CMCC has focussed on the NAT solution.
Vodafone suggested that the outcome of this call should lead to a "suggested prioritised/ordered list of documents to be handled in the 90 minute slot we have in Tallinn" – that would be presented and discussed in the opening sessions of SA2; and, an increased understanding of the available normative CRs (i.e. Vodafone's 3615 and CMCC's 3097) and suggestions for their revision

 

4
De-prioritisation of S4/EPS documents in Tallinn

Vodafone suggested that the S4/EPS documents be de-prioritised in Tallinn, otherwise there is no chance of getting any normative CRs agreed. On the telco, there was no sustained objection to this proposal, however, this needs to be agreed by SA 2 ! 

Question for SA2:
can the S4/EPS documents be de-prioritised in this meeting?

Note: in reality this means that they will probably be ‘not treated’.

5
NAT based local breakout

The CMCC documents in 3098 (answers to key questions) and 3097 (CR to 23.401) were reviewed. There were many questions, and not enough time to answer them all. Both documents are likely to be revised for next week, and, in addition Vodafone will attempt to produce a 23.060 CR.
6
Gn/Gp solution with GGSN in the RAN
Shortly after Qualcomm had left the call, their document 3181 was reviewed along with the Alcatel-Lucent document 3169. The proposals in these documents broadly align with the details subsequently documented in the Vodafone CR in 3615.

The Qualcomm and ALU proposals were discussed. Although they appeared to attract support, several companies indicated that they wanted more time to consider the issues.

In order to save SA 2 meeting time, it was suggested that these two documents be combined into a single document. ALU volunteered to do this (but Qualcomm were absent from this part of the telco).
The resulting ALU suggestion for a combined document is in 3807, which has already been sent out on the SA2 email list.

Vodafone then presented their CR in 3615rev1. This raised a good number of questions but, as yet, no definitive requests for revision.

A couple of clearly “not yet agreed” points are:

- the need for 2 GGSN addresses to be sent to the SGSN;


- the terminology/definition of LIPA and Internet Breakout.

7    
Next Steps

Vodafone indicated that they would draft this report for the SA2 meeting, and, propose a prioritised list of documents to be handled in line with this telco.
Several companies commented that the Ericsson document in 3523 would need to be opened.
 

8
Close of Meeting
Vodafone thanked everyone for participating d NSN for providing the meeting facilities.

The telco closed at about 1630 UK time.

 

9
Vodafone proposal for order of document handling in Agenda point 7.4.5:
Rationale: 

a) complexities related to SGW location mean that we have no chance of concluding normative CRs on the S4/EPS local breakout topic. Hence these documents are “3rd priority”.

b) at the time of the tdoc deadline, the normative CRs on the Gn/Gp solution were much more mature than the normative CRs on the NAT solution. Hence the Gn/Gp solution should be treated before the NAT solution.

7.4.5.1: Gn/Gp SGSN solution using RAN based GGSN
1
S2-093807 Alcatel-Lucent 

(ALU attempted merge of ALU and Qualcomm high level proposals in 3181 and 3169. Only 

the ‘architecture principles part, and not the P_CR to TR 23.830.)

2
S2-093523 Ericsson

(only the part on “Questions concerning a PDN connection for Local IP Access/Local Internet 

Access”)
3
S2-093808 Vodafone CR to 23.060 for Gn/Gp SGSN and Ran based GGSN

(this is the same as 3615rev1, except that ‘changes on changes’ are removed)

7.4.5.2: NAT solution

4
S2-093523 Ericsson


(only the part on “Questions concerning single IP address with NAT in home node”)
5
S2-093098 China Mobile 

(Answers to open issues on NAT solution)

6
S2-03809 Vodafone CR to 23.060 for RAN based NAT


(Drafted as a consequence of the Thursday Telco)

7
revision of S2-093097: China Mobile


(CR to 23.401 for NAT solution)

7.4.5.3
other documents
Does anyone really believe that there will be any of the 90 minutes left ?
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