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Introduction

At the CN3#33 meeting, CRs against TS 29.207 similar to TDOCs N3-040784, 786, and 787 have already been presented, but have been postponed due to concerns about backward compatibility issue, that could not be fully discussed at this meeting. 
N3-040784 for Rel-6 proposes a description of Nb packet transport between target and anchor MSC after an inter-MSC handover with Geran A/Gb mode before and/or after the handover, and also provides some corrections for the settings of Mc parameters after inter-MSC handover.

N3-040786 for Rel-4 and N3-040785 for Rel-5 are restricted to the corrections for the settings of Mc parameters after inter-MSC handover between Iu mode MSCs.
Discussion

Up to now, no description of Nb packet transport between target and anchor MSC after an inter-MSC handover with Geran A/Gb mode before and/or after the handover is provided in any 3GPP specification. The existing text about transport between target and anchor MSC after an inter-MSC handover with Geran A/Gb mode is clearly speaking about TDM transport only, and has remained almost unmodified since Rel-99, where only TDM transport was considered in the core network.

Therefore, the addition of a packet transport option for these handover cases needs to be considered as a new feature.

Packet transport is specified from Rel-4 onwards for inter-MSC handover between Iu-mode MSCs.

One reason why a standardisation of packet transport for cases involving with Geran A/Gb mode MSC was omitted is that interest in packet transport originally focused in Iu-mode 3G scenarios, where new MSCs are deployed and similar packet transport is applied at the Iu interface.
However, at this point of time, where Rel-4 is frozen since 3 years, speculating about possible original intentions in Rel-4 is belated. Rather, the reality of implementations needs to be considered for corrective CRs, and such CRs need too be agreed by consensus.
A Rel-4 CR agreed at this point of time would need to correct a serious and frequent malfunction. However, no such malfunction exists as only the TDM transport option exists.

An implementer wanting to add packet transport at a point of time where the full Rel-6 functionality is not yet supported in an implementation may easily do that, and will be guided by the Rel-6 text.

However, the implementer needs to be aware, and will be made aware by the differences in 3GPP standards between the Releases, that earlier implementations do exist that only use TDM transport for the specific handover scenarios. If interoperability with these earlier implementations is desired, a TDM transport option needs to be provided.

Conclusion

No backward compatibility issue exists with the CRs in TDOCs N3-040784, N3-040786 and N3-040787. The CRs should therefore be agreed, as they found wide support in the last CN3 meeting apart from the Release and backward compatibility issue.
