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1
Opening of the meeting

Denis Fauconnier (Chairman) opened the meeting and welcomed the delegates from TSG-RAN WG2, TSG-RAN WG3 and TSG-CN WG1. He also explained that the purpose of the meeting was to discuss (exchange views and provide clarifications to) the following topics:

1.
Change of codec

2.
Modelling of primitives between upper layers and RRC.

3.
other topics that would come up.

2
Downlink Selected Codec Message
N1-000635
Proposed CR 073r2 to 24.008 on CC enhancements to cover UMTS codec negotiation and selection procedures (Ericsson)

This document was provided for background information.
N1-000636
How to Proceed With Downlink Selected Code Message (Ericsson)

Phil Hodges (Ericsson) presented this document.

Discussion: There were a number of issues with the TSG-CN WG1 proposal that caused problems to TSG-RAN WG2. Delaying RRC signalling would not be very good, for example. There had been an LS (R2-000545) to TSG-CN WG1 (copy TSG-RAN WG3) containing an alternative proposal from TSG-RAN WG2, which might not have been understood completely by TSG-CN WG1. Denis Fauconnier (Nortel Networks) explained that proposal and answered questions:

-
It entailed a revision level of the RAB (and hence RB) e.g. an explicit 1 or 2-bit field that is sent and that would be the binding to the upper layers.

-
The corresponding codec would be transparent to UTRAN (that it concerned a codec was not relevant to UTRAN).

-
It was explicit RRC signalling and did not depend on any message ordering.

-
R'99 UTRAN principle was that it was "codec-agnostic", which is why the mechanism should be included in R'99 to allow for use in R'00.

-
The target RNC was responsible to decide which RABs were kept, which RABs were not kept and if so, which revision/variant.

The conclusion was as follows:

-
This proposed mechanism based on an explicit binding Id for the RAB was agreed to be the base for future work in the involved groups (mainly changes to RANAP and RRC)

3
AMR mode negotiation and notification
The following documents were provided for information.

N1-000693
Active Codec Set (ACS) Negotiation and Notification (NTT DoCoMo)
N4-000115
Active Codec Set (ACS) Negotiation and Notification (NTT DoCoMo)

N4-115eric
Active Codec Set (ACS) Negotiation and Notification (Ericsson)

4
RAN Capabilities 
There was a short discussion, in which it turned out that TSG-RAN WG3 needed to study the questions from TSG-CN WG1 and provide answers later (what cause to give when they reject the RAB assignment).

5
Handling of DTAP messages in case of SRNS relocation
The conclusions of this discussion were as follows:

-
Duplication of DTAP messages and other reliability had to be handled by MSC (CC).

-
Before executing the relocation, it had to be ensured by TSG-RAN WG2 and WG3 to deliver the DTAP messages on the downlink on SAPI 0.

6
Primitives between upper layers and RRC

Denis Fauconnier (Nortel Networks) explained that the easiest split of work between TSG-RAN WG2 and TSG-CN WG1 was that N1 would do the modelling of all the primitives etc. and that the division of the specifications would be as follows.

-
24.007 for dedicated mode

-
23.121 for cell selection

-
25.304 contains a summary table.

N1-000669
Proposed CR 016 to 24.007 on 'Services provided by the Radio Resource Management entity' (Motorola)

Discussion: Michel Mouly (Nortel Networks) explained that, simply said, routing of the first message would be decoupled from the routing of the next message. The UE could give a value/provide information, but the RNC could override. It was important again to realise that the usage of the facilities provided was upto TSG-CN WG1, but that it needed to be in place in R'99 for TSG-RAN WG2.

7
Closing of the meeting

Denis Fauconnier (Chairman) thanked the delegates for their attendance and hoped that these issues were now clear to everyone.
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