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1. Overall Description:

CT4 thanks SA2 for the LS on “Stage 2 Documentation Principles for SAE Specifications” in S2-073894 (C4-071516) , which was discussed during the joint session on SAE in Kobe, Japan. The following is CT4 understanding from that discussion:

1. In general it is not necessary that stage 2 specifications provide complete lists of information elements for the messages, which are specified within procedure definitions; normal stage 2 procedures should apply. Previous specification of TS 23.060 was an exception to this and it is understood that trying to maintain an exact match with Stage 3 would be inefficient.
2. Although not absolutely necessary it is desirable that message names and parameter names in stage 3 can be easily correlated with stage 2 names and also the same message or parameter described across different stage 2's or TRs should have the same names. Therefore stage 3 protocol may re-use the same names and also if a stage 3 protocol message is known and intended for use in stage 2 then this should not be discouraged.

3. The decision whether to include non-key parameters or even what are non-key parameters should be made on a case by case basis rather than trying establishing rules that may be difficult to administer.

4. If during stage 3 work CT WGs discover a parameter that is important to the procedures between different nodes it shall be possible to update the stage 2 specification if such a parameter or its handling is not present in the stage 2 description.

One specific issue that CT4 has already identified with the current version of TS 23.401v1.2.1 (2007-09), which specifies that “MME Context ID” and “Serving Gateway Context ID” are exchanged by MME and SGW with Create Default Bearer Request / Response messages, respectively. The information elements however were not defined in TS 23.401. It is CT4 understanding that these parameters refer to “MME’s S11 interface TEID for Control Plane” and “SGW’s S11 interface TEID for Control Plane”, respectively.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CT4 asks SA2 group to confirm that the above was the understanding from the joint meeting and also consider specifically the following matter:
1. Clarifying the following ambiguity in TS 23.401:

· if “MME Context ID” and “Serving Gateway Context ID” information elements in the message parameter list in TS 23.401 represent respective TEIDs, CT4 would ask SA2 to either rename them into ‘TEID’, or to remove them from the list altogether.
· Otherwise, CT4 would like to ask SA2 to kindly define the meaning of “MME Context ID” and “Serving Gateway Context ID” information elements in TS 23.401.
To CT1, CT3, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2 and SA5 groups.
ACTION: 
CT4 asks CT1, CT3, RAN2, RAN3, GERAN2 and SA5 groups to consider keeping aligned the message and parameter names with stage 2 specs and also across stage 3 specs.
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