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CN1 thanks RAN2 for their liaison R2-002139 (received as N1-001146) on interaction between RRC and upper layers. 

(Note for GERAN2: points 1 to 4 are for GERAN2 information only but point 5 needs an answer from GERAN2.)
1
Terminology on “connections”

Text quoted from the liaison:

“RAN2 has observed that in TS 24.007 the terms “PS signalling connection” and “RR connection” are used as names for, in RAN2 terminology, the signalling connections for the PS domain and the CS domain, respectively.

To align the terminology, RAN2 would kindly suggest that N1 considers if the term “CS signalling connection” could be introduced in N1, since RAN2 does not use the term “RR connection” and since the name itself is very close to “RRC connection” which means something different.”

CN1 acknowledges the problem and CRs were presented on TS 24.008 and TS 24.011 during the CN1#14 meeting to try to clarify the terminology “RR connection” vs. CS or PS signalling connection. However CN1 didn’t agree on a common term to replace “RR connection” and a CN1 agreement on a new term is needed before the CN1 specifications can be updated.

2
Protocol architecture model

Text quoted from the liaison:

“Three types of SAPs [offered by RRC] are identified, based on the model defined in TS 23.110 and the tentative names are: 

· General Control SAP

· Notification SAP

· Dedicated control SAP

The SAPs are however not specified in any detail in the RAN2 specifications. RAN2 has observed that N1 has started to define the SAPs in TS 24.007 also for “UMTS”. RAN 2 would like that N1 takes the SAPs identified for RRC listed above into consideration, especially the Notification SAP, which is used for paging that is triggered by the upper layers. RAN2 would also like to be informed of the progress in N1 regarding the specification of the SAPs and is of course willing to assist N1 in the further work on the definition of these SAPs.”

CN1 opinion is that introducing these three SAPs at NAS level introduces extra complexity in the NAS architecture model with little added value. Also introducing these SAPs would reveal the internal AS structure to the NAS which should be avoided in CN1 opinion. 

A CR was presented to CN1 to introduce a unique AS-SAP in TS 24.007 between NAS and AS. This AS-SAP would include and replace the currently defined GMMAS-SAP and RABM-SAP and would also cover the CS domain (currently covered by the RR-SAP). However no agreement could be reached by CN1 on this issue and it is postponed. CN1 will let RAN2 know about the outcome of the discussion.

3
Paging and establishment causes

Text quoted from the liaison:

”RAN2 has defined a number of establishment and paging causes. In the appendinx of this LS the paging and establishment causes in TS 25.331 v3.4.1 are given and also an agreed CR on a modification of the establishment cause (note: a similar change is expected on the paging cause). RAN2 would like N1 to review the cause values. RAN2 assumes that the setting of these cause values is defined in the N1 specifications.“

CN1 has reviewed the cause values and found that a paging cause for MT USSD is missing. Also CN1 would like to remove the words „e.g. SMS“ and „e.g. USSD“ from the names of the causes. CN1 believes these changes have already been done in the version of the CR presented to RAN2.

4
QoS differentiation on upper layer message transfer 

Text quoted from the liaison: 

“The RRC layer need then to translate “SAPI 0” to “High priority” and  “SAPI 3” to “Low priority”.

RAN2 would like to be informed if the assumptions made by RAN2 on the QoS classes needed for upper layer message transfer need to be changed.”
CN1 confirms that the assumptions made by RAN2 are correct and do not need to be changed.

5
Duplication avoidance protocol

Text quoted from the liaison: 

„RAN2 asks if it would be possible for N1 to include the full specification of the duplication avoidance protocol in the N1 set of specifications (such as 24.007 and/or 24.008). „

CN1 agrees that the description of the duplication avoidance protocol needs to be moved to the CN1 specifications. 

However as the N(SD) protocol for GSM is currently defined as a RR sublayer service in GSM 04.18, CN1 would like to ask for the GERAN WG2 opinion on moving the text from the GSM 04.18.

� Please write any action required from the groups in a clear way.





