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Discussion:

It is not clear from the Tdoc S3LI03_009, which matters the contribution addresses. S3LI03_009 reads:

“At our last meeting an Action Point to me was assigned to draft an informative annex correlated to Tdoc S3LI02_168.”

…

“After looking for options in TS 33.107 and TS 33.108 I found some inconsistencies and provided two Tdoc’s (S3LI03_07 & S3LI03_08) to adapt these.”

It looks like those two statements are make things ambiguous, becase of the following reasons:

· Tdoc S3LI02_168 addressed a possible problem in PS domain interception, which may take place during a RAU

· Tdoc S3LI03_07 and S3LI03_08 address certain problems in CS domain interception for Rel’4 and Rel’5 UMTS, respectively

S3LI03_009 also reads:

“The main ‘open’ point in my opinion is still the definition of the correlation number. 

One solution is mentioned in our documents and with this all cases of interworking could be supported. If some vendors decide to use an other solution (it’s up to them) they also had to take care how interworking could be supported. But this out of the scope of these standards; this had to be part of the contracts with the TSP’s.”

Here, I believe PS domain problem addressed by Tdoc S3LI02_168 is implied. Let’s list the facts:

· The mentioned “one solution” is an optional one

· Obviously there is a huge difference between optional and mandatory features

· Correlation number of any coding, which stays unique for a given LI solution is standards compliant
· Correlation number must be  8 or 20 octets long mere number
· No requirements exist to pass additional IEs by Correlation number

After the discussion in San Diego Tdoc S3LI02_168 was withdrawn. Later, we had a profound email discussion on the matter. As a result of those discussions one could assume that the problem is not an unsolvable one at all. It may be solved in at least two ways:

1. Standard way, when a new feature (IE) would enhance HI2 interface. One possible way down this track is represented by Tdoc S3LI03_011, which suggests in addition to Correlation number to send nSAPI parameter with an IRI record. Tdoc S3LI03_012 illustrates the concept

2. Non-standard way, when LEMF software would be enhanced locally by respective logic

Conclusions:

Tdoc S3LI03_011 offers a simple solution in a standards framework. In case consensus would not be reached on this particular solution, nothing would prevent LEMF vendors to solve the problem in their products. In the latter case no changes would be necessary to HI2 port.
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