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_____________________________________________________________________

CN1 thanks GERAN WG2 for their LS thanks CN1 for their LS in tdoc GP-000414 / N1-001131 on the exchange of the terms “in GSM“ and “in UMTS". We would like to make the following comments:

The understanding of TSG GERAN is that a terminology distinguishing between the RAN used may be needed, e.g., UTRAN (only) and GERAN (only). Separately from this a terminology distinguishing between the CN-RAN interfaced used may be needed, e.g., A/Gb, Iu; A, Iucs, Gb, Iups. 

CN1 response:

Yes, CN1 agrees this to be the case with Rel 4. We would also like to point out that the complexity of both CN1 specifications and the UE implementations will grow exponentially with every new configuration that needs to be taken into account. Therefore CN1 would like to keep the number of configurations that are visible to CN at minimum.

However, in R99 the serving radio access network can always be taken as an indication of the A- or Iu- interface behind it.

Therefore  CN1 and SA2 have agreed to proceed with the change of terms for R99 and understand that more work in this area will be needed for Rel 4.

GERAN would like to emphasize the two following points :

- the capacity left on common System Information is already low, and any new addition of information leads to increase the acquisition time ( at switching time, after cell reselection ) 

- it is felt not desirable to broadcast some information that could lead to service based cell reselection, which has been rejected many times in the past and is still undesirable. 

CN1 response:

CN1 confirm the GERAN assumption that additionally to the existing R99 criteria of the serving RAN a Rel 4 mobile may need to distinguish between different network architectures, i.e. whether there is an A/Gb interface or Iu interface behind the serving GERAN. The question is limited to GERAN case as UTRAN always links to CN via Iu interface. 

CN1 does not want to reopen the discussion on service based cell selection or PLMN selection. But CN1 is not aware of any mechanism for the UE to know what kind of interface the serving network uses between the GERAN – CN. Until some other indication is given to the UE, the only distinction between A/Gb mode and Iu mode can be the serving RAN, just like it is in R99. CN1 continues to study the matter and depending on the outcome the matter of DL indication may need to be revisited.

