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Introduction

At RAN3#12 a e-mail discussion item [29.108] was agreed. Some discussion was made their, which is summarised. Also some additional suggestions and currections  for v.010 are given.

Discussion

Role of 3G_MSC-B, question by Ericsson

It has been asked by Per, whether RANAP states could be avoided in 3G_MSC-I (that is 3G_MSC-T during basic relocation from 3G_MSC-A to 3G_MSC-B).

In TS 23.009,v.3.2.1 “Handover procedures”, chapter 4.4.1 “Role of 3G_MSC-B”, it is explicitely stated, that 3G_MSC-B will do some processing on the RANAP information received on the E-interface or the RANAP information received on the Iu interface. Further it is stated, 3G_MSC‑A initiates and drives RANAP procedures towards 3G_MSC‑B, while 3G_MSC‑B controls them towards its RNSs to the extent that 3G_MSC‑B is responsible for the connections of its RNSs.

It has also be clarified, that an end-to-end transport control procedure between 3G_MSC-A and RNS-B is not possible as the circuit connection between 3G_MSC-A and 3G_MSC-B is setup separately (and in the reverse direction than it is usually done between 3G_MSC and RNS) as described in chapter 8.3.1 of TS 23.009. 

The editor hopes, that the text within TS 23.009 gives clearness enough and that it is acceptable to rely on the principles given within it.

Additional RANAP messages on E-i/f, question by Vodafone

It has been asked by Brendan, why messages like RELOCATION REQUIRED, - COMMAND, - PREPARATION FAILURE haven’t been applied on E-i/f. In the view given above, it should be clear, that such a situation can never happen.

TrFO issues

Per suggested, that as it has been discussed in TrFO/TFO WS, that the Iu UP is terminated in a device in the CN that is controlled by the serving node, which is the 3G_MSC-A, the 3G_MSC-A should also assign the Iu UP endpoint address.

As R’99 is finished without TrFO, this discussion should be shifted towards R’00. This suggestion sould be kept and re-discussed after response from N4/N1.
Subsequent intra-3G_MSC-B inter-system Handover.

An interesting situation is given in the case, where 3G_MSC-B performes an intra-MSC inter-system handover to GSM. The CC entity within 3G_MSC-A should be aware, that performing RANAP procedures on E-i/f makes no sense, or, that multicall constellation have to be broken up.

Maybe, N1/N4 should be informed about this situation.

Some modifications in chapter 6 and 7

To avoid the ambiguos wording “ignored IEs”, exceptions and descriptions for IEs in RAB ASSIGNMENT REQUEST, RELOCATION REQUEST, etc. have been updated and shifted to chapter 7.

Conlusion/Proposal

The concluding version of 29.108 is given within R3-001458. It is proposed to approve it.

