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Introduction

This is the report from the Iu SWG meeting held on May 22nd – 24th, 2001 during TSG RAN WG3 meeting #21 in Pusan, Korea (May 21st – 25th 2001). The meeting was chaired and the report prepared by the Iu SWG convenor Alexander Vesely of Siemens. The report is structured according to the meeting agenda. The order does not necessarily correspond to the order the items were handled.

Iu-1
TREATMENT OF INCOMING LSs

LSs on Release 1999 issues

R3-011433 (R2-010984) “Response (to TSG-CN WG1) to LS (N1-010494) on RRC establish
cause mapping” (Contact Ericsson)

RAN2 was asking us, as the responsible group, to comment on their assumption, that UTRAN signalling overload handling is implementation dependent. So, an answer from RAN3 is required.

It was agreed, that Martin Israelsson of Ericsson will draft the answer LS, which will be in R3-011613.
R3-011571 “ LS on (Equivalent) "PLMN identity" terminology ” from SA1 (TO: RAN3 ) was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia.

It was clarified, that CRs against 25.413 & 25.419 needs to be produced. It was agreed, that this will be provided by Olivier Guynot of Nokia for RANAP (which will be in R3-011615 and R3-011618) and Jari Isokangas of Nokia for SABP (which will be in R3-011670 and R3-011671). The LS was noted.

R3-011688 (N1-010799)  “Liaison Statement on "Duplication avoidance protocol moved from 04.18 to 24.007" from CN1 to RAN2 (CC:RAN3) was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericson. The LS was noted.

R3-011690 (N1-010815) “Response to LS on NAS messages maximum length (R3-010953)” from CN1 to RAN3 (CC:RAN2) was presented by Enrico Penas of Motorola.

This solves the issue raised during RAN3#19 meeting. The LS was noted.

R3-011691 (N1-01870) “ LS on Priority Selection Criteria of Calls in a Multicall” from CN1 to RAN3 (SA1) was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens.

It was clarified, that CN1 kindly asks RAN3 to study the described issue which was raised during CN1#17 meeting last meeting but could not be agreed upon and to liase back immediately which of the two prepared solutions (2 sets of prepared CRs where attached) should be chosen and approved at CN#12 plenary.

The Alexander Vesely of Siemens clarified, that during an inter-MSC SRNS Relocation, if MSC-B doesn’t support Multicall, MSC-B has to base it’s decision, which RAB’s should be selected to be released on certain information given by MSC-A. The first proposal within N1-010816 bases the selection criteria as specified in TS 22.129, the second proposal within N1-010826 on the allocation/retention priority, which is used to implement the requirement in 22.129.

The group first evaluated whether specifications under RAN3’s responsibility are affected and came to the conclusion, that the required mechanism can be achieved by applying the current RANAP specification.

It was further clarified, that implicit information at the absence of the allocation/retention priority information within the RAB parameters IE is given with the meaning that the lowest priority is allocated to the call.

It was further reported that according to the information retrieved by the Siemens delegation, most regulatory bodies require to explicitly allocate priorities to calls.

Martin Israelsson of Ericsson mentioned that as soon as new services requiring priority levels will be introduces, a mechanism applying RAB selection based on priority information would be beneficial.

Further, according to TS 23.107, QoS Concept and Architecture, chapter 6.4.4, Radio Access Bearer Service Attributes, which gives the definition of the Allocation/Retention Priority. According to the understanding within the Iu SWG this definition can also be applied for the scenario to be evaluated for multicall. The actual definition is given below:

Definition: specifies the relative importance compared to other Radio access bearers for allocation and retention of the Radio access bearer. The Allocation/Retention Priority attribute is a subscription parameter which is not negotiated from the mobile terminal.s

NOTE 4:
The addition of a user-controlled Allocation/Retention Priority attribute is for further study in future releases.

[Purpose: Priority is used for differentiating between bearers when performing allocation and retention of a bearer. In situations where resources are scarce, the relevant network elements can use the Allocation/Retention Priority to prioritize bearers with a high Allocation/Retention Priority over bearers with a low Allocation/Retention Priority when performing admission control.]
It was clarified that according to the role-model given in TS 23.009 and TS 29.108, MSC-A keeps control of the service and MSC-B shall act as a RNS/BSS towards MSC-A.

It was mentioned by Nicolas Drevon of Alcatel, that if the same priority is allocated to e.g. the speech and a data service, the rule within TS 22.192 cannot be applied, as this would require additional information to be provided by the MSC-A.

It was also discussed that the solution selected should not cause backwards compatibility problems.

Due to the fact, that some companies had concerns on issues listed above below, RAN3 feel sorry to report, that we could not reach consensus on one of the solution and therefore kindly request CN1 to further evaluate this issue in their future meetings.

Following answers can be given to CN1:

Q1: Can we base the decision whether a call is a speech call on the Source Statistics Descriptor?

Yes

Q2: Is it possible in these situations that the target RNC will establish only some of the bearers requested by the MSC, e.g. for reasons of lack of resources?

Yes

Q3: Is such a procedure (repetition of the resource allocation as outlined above) supported by the current version of TS 25.413?

The possiblity to repeat the resource allocation is not within the scope of RANAP. This is rather an implementation issue. But in principle RANAP supports the repetition of res.alloc.

It was agreed that Alexander Vesely of Siemens will draft the answer LS, which should be sent out asap to CN1 

The answer LS to R3-011691 is in R3-011824, which was not yet reviewed in the IuSWG.

R3-011692 (N1-010915) “Liaison Statement on Indication of Intra MSC handover from 3G_MSC-B to MSC-A/3G_MSC-A”  from CN1 (TO: RAN3) was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens.

It was clarified, that 25.413 supports the required behaviour. The LS was noted as requested.

R3-011699 (S2-011459) “Proposed Answer to liaison on Action at not supported Relocation Requirement” from SA2 (TO: RAN3) was presented by Nicolas from Alcatel.

The basic question regarding to this issue is, whether the RNC should accept the RAB if the Relocation Requirement (e.g. lossless relocation) cannot be met by the RNC.

It was clarified that this issue appears at allocation of RABs during RAB Assignment, Relocation and if an RNC’s of R99 has to interwork with one of Rel-4 and cannot support the seam-less requirement.

It was further clarified, that 25.413 provides sufficient information within the RAB parameters – even without the Relocation Requirement IE – to support the decision within the RNC, whether resources for the regarded RAB shall be allocated.

The LS was noted. Contributions to that issue are invited.

LSs on Release 4 issues

R3-011431 (R2-010977) “ Response to LS (R3-011030) on on RAB negotiation and re-negotiation ” from RAN2 (TO RAN3) was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson.

Enrico Penas of Motrola reported, that RAN1 will treat our LS during this week. As the official LS from SA2 (which will be available under the SA2 document number S2-011568) wasn’t available as well, it was has been agreed to allocate sufficient time during next meeting to treat this subject, if all the answer LSs are available.

The LS was noted.

R3-011696 (S2-011578) “Response to LS R3-010988 (Answer LS on Highlighting Requirements to RAN3 for SRNS relocation with TrFO)” from SA2 (TO: RAN3) Contact Ericsson

It was clarified, as the actual response to R3-01010988 from CN4 has not been yet received (to be expected with the CN4 document number N4-010696), and as the corresponding CR proposed for that meeting should be treated jointly, that the discussion on R3-011696 is postponed to the next meeting. 

The LS was not treated.

R3-011689 (N1-010814) “ Response to LS–UTRAN Initiated RAB Renegotiation / Reconfiguration (R3-010305)” from CN1 TO RAN3 (CC:SA2)

According to the agreement on R3-011431, this document was not treated.

LSs on Release 5 issues

R3-011694 (S2-011577) “Response to GERAN LS on Optimised Voice support” from SA2 (CC: RAN3) Contact Northstream

The LS was not treated.

Iu-2
CORRECTIONS FOR R99 (INCLUDING ‘MIRROR CRs’ FOR REL4 SPECs) 

Iu-2.0
R99, Iu General Aspects (25.401)

R3-011614(R3-011617), CR27(CR28) “ PLMN Identity” (Rapporteur) was presented by Philip Godin of Nortel.

The CR was approved with the modifications, that the CN box should be ticked, the Rel-4 CR is to be mentioned. The final CR was not reviewed by the Iu SWG

Iu-2.1
R99, Iu General Aspects (25.410)

Iu-2.1 a) agreed CR’s to be approved :

R3-011344(R3-011345) CR17(CR18) “RANAP message in Connection Refusal” (Ericsson)

The CRs were approved as proposed.

Iu.2.1 b) others

R3-011544(R3-011545), CR019(CR020) "Intersystem Change clarifications" was presented by Thomas Ulrich of Siemens.

It was clarified, that that most of the companies are in favour to sort out this kind of ambiguity related to terms applied in 23.009 and 23.060, i.e. inter-system change and inter-system handover.

There were several issues found in the proposed CR. E.g. in chapter 4.4. SRSN Relocation should be mentioned on the first place of enumeration, in table 5.1 intersystem change is below the item “Relocation and Handover”, 5.6.2 should not contain the proposed chapter 5.6.2.x, further wording according to the revised_doc was worked on.

Further, it was identified, that RANAP is lacking of a consistence terminology. The CR should be provided together with a RANAP CR.

The CR’s were not approved at this time.
Iu-2.2
R99, Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)

Iu-2.2 a) agreed CR’s to be approved :

R3-011356(R3-011357), CR52r2(CR61) “In-sequence delivery requirement” (Ericsson)

The CRs were approved as proposed.

Iu.2.2 b) others

R3-011588(R3-011589), CR065(CR066) “UP initialization” was presented by Philip Godin of Nortel.

It was identified, that the current version of the Rel99 TS is wrong (should be 3.6.0), that the Rel-4 CR is obviously not based on Rel-4.

It was the understanding of the group, that the changes are needed to fix multi-vendor inter-operability issues. The document has been worked on.

The CR’s were approved with the modifications.that the first sentence in the third changed paragraph has been deleted, the whole paragraph has been joined with the previous one, the 5th changed paragraph was removed, the explanation of NINIT in brackets in the 6th paragraph was removed and it was clarified, that the repetition should be up to NINIT times. The revisions will be in R3-011748(R3-011749).
R3-011748(R3-011749), CR065r1(CR066r1) “UP initialization” was presented by Philip Godin of Nortel. This is an update of R3-011588 (R3-011589)

The CR’s were approved with the modifications that the Rel99 CR should show changes against the curent version of the spec, the revison should be then 2 in Rel-4 CR and the tdoc numbers in the coversheet-header should be updated.. The revisions will be in R3-01187(R3-011788).
R3-011787(R3-011788), CR065r2(CR066r2) “UP initialization” was presented by Philip Godin of Nortel. This is an update of R3-011748 (R3-011749)

The CR’s were approved as proposed.
Iu-2.3
R99, Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413)

Iu-2.3 a) agreed CR’s to be approved :

R3-011523, for discussion, „STOP the direct report“ was presented by Chenghock of NEC.

It was clarified by NEC, that the STOP direct report” mode, with the arguing given last meeting, is not needed in Rel99, as 23.171 does not foresee other location methods than cell-coverage for Rel.99. But, at least the clarification on stop of reporting upon change of the SAI has to be in Rel99 CR.

Philip Godin of Nortel stated, that we should not base our implementation on the LCS methods applied in some releases. the functionality on the Iu to stop the direct report should be in RANAP from Rel99.

Nicolas Drevon of Alcatel clarified the need for the stop is not only due to the time of the duration of calculation, but also to the fact that relocation could be ongoing.

Martin Israelsson of Ericsson mentioned that if this is only introduced in Rel-4, than the CN has to know whether the RNC is a Rel-4 or Rel-99 node (at least for location based functionality in CN).

Chenhock of NEC reports discussion in SA2: original proposal from Ericsson is to introduce the stop direct report in the CN protocols as well, but his SA2 delegate reported that there is no such a stop functionality in the MAP protocol, even for stop reporting upon the change of SAI.

Martin then recollects the LS traffic we already had on this subject with SA2

Offline discussion and further info needed from delegates.

situation on Wednesday:

It was agreed that there is a need for stopping the reporting upon change of SAI.

CRs will be be revised to contain the stop upon change of SA only.

It was agreed that NEC will draft an LS (the first draft is in R3-011809) asking for the benefit of sending stop of direct reporting. 2nd CRs contain only stop SAI change. 3rd describing the we are not sure, that there is an issue, that we have no  acknowledged message exchange in case of stop reporting. the discussion paper of NEC will be attached to the 

The revised CR will contain the removal of stop direct report.

R3-011346(R3-011347), CR282(CR283) “Stop of direct location report” (Ericsson)

The CRs were withdrawn and replaced by R3-011819(R3-011820).

R3-011819(R3-011820), CR322(CR323) “Stop reporting clarification” (Ericsson) 

The CRs were presented by Martin and approved as proposed.

R3-011348(R3-011349), CR284(CR285) “CN Domain Indicator in ERROR INDICATION” (Ericsson)

The CRs were approved as proposed.

R3-011350(R3-011351), CR286(CR287) “Correction to RAB Release Procedure description” (Lucent)

The CRs were approved as proposed.

R3-011354 (R3-011355), CR290(CR291) „Relocation Ressource Allocation in case of Cell/URA Update“ (Nokia)

The CRs were approved as proposed.

R3-011352(R3-011353), CR288(CR289) “TRELOCalloc usage” (Motorola)
The CRs were approved as proposed.

Iu.2.3 b) others

R3-011516 (R3-011517) CR293(CR294) " Cell-ID IE in INITIAL UE MESSAGE" was presented by Christoph Demarez of Lucent.

The CR’s were approved with the modifications.(that Cell-ID is replaced by RNC-Id in the cover sheet, and the category is F in the Rel-99 CR. The revisions will be in R3-011672(R3-011673).
R3-011672 (R3-01173) CR293r1(CR294r1) "RNC-ID IE in INITIAL UE MESSAGE" was presented by Christoph Demarez of Lucent. This is an update of R3-011516 (R3-011517)

The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011552(R3-011553), CR298(CR299) „Reference to superseeded versions of ASN.1 documents“ was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson.

It was clarified, that for some reasons, MCC did the changes in other RANAP specifications.

It was pointed out, that there is no consistence use of ASN.1 versions referencing among the UTRAN protocols. Further, it was traced back to RAN3#8 meeting, where it suggested by Nokia to Nokia suggested to use 1997, but only using features that are included in 1994. Later on, within a reply from RAN2, the version for the ASN.1 version for the RRC was decided to be 1994.

It was decided, that the Iu SWG convenor contacts the chairman of RAN2 and ask about their position to introduce a paragraph stating, that in RAN3 ASN.1 v97 with the feature set of v94 shall be used, which was agreed by Denis Fauconnier. This was also agreed with the Iur/b SWG chair. The corresponding CRs will be then presented in the closing plenary. (Maybe pre-reviewed in Iu SWG if time allows.)

This was agreed.

The CR’s were not approved yet. Martin will provide a root CR for RANAP Rel99 and the changes to TR 25.921 will be submitted to RAN2 together with an update of R3.011505. The revisions to the proposed CRs will be in R3-011733(R3-01173)
R3-011733(R3-011734), CR298r1(CR299r1) „Reference to superseeded versions of ASN.1 documents“ was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is an update of R3-011552(R3-011553).

The CR for 25.921 will be included in the one proposed within R3-011505.
The CR’s were approved as proposed by the Iu SWG, however, this has to be approved in the closing plenary.

R3-011554(R3-011555), CR300(CR301) „Correction of tabular format for Message Type IE“ was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson.

The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011542(R3-011543), CR 295(CR296) "CN Domain Indicator in OVERLOAD message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens.

It was clarified, that the benefit to include the CN Domain Indicator IE in DL is given. 

The CR’s were approved with the modifications that, according to the rules that conditions have to be evaluated on the sole basis of the content of the message, the CN Domain Indicator IE presence was changed to ‘optional’, the reason for change in the coversheet should reflect the inconsistency between procedural text (which indicates, that the CN-node, sending the OVERLOAD message, should be able to be identified) and the tabular format and Annex A.1 should be updated.The revisions will be in R3-011745(R3-011746).
R3-011745(R3-011746), CR 295r1(CR296r1) "CN Domain Indicator in OVERLOAD message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is an update of R3-011542(R3-011543).
The CR’s were approved with the modifications. that the first sentence in the “consequence if not approved section” shall be removed, as it is not valid The revisions will be in R3-011817(R3-011818).
R3-011817(R3-011818), CR 295r1(CR296r1) "CN Domain Indicator in OVERLOAD message" was presented by Alexander Vesely of Siemens. This is an update of R3-011745(R3-011746).
The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011562(R3-011563), CR304(CR305) „Partial Roaming-Relocation Failure Cause“ was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia.

It was clarified by NEC, that the UE is not able to determine, whether the target cell is allowed or not.

It was asked by Lucent what is the expected behaviour of the RNC receiving this cause value ? Jari of Nokia clarified, that the RNC should never try again relocation to the same kind of target. This is left for implementation.

As no meeting report, no official mandate (LS) was available, Olivier was tasked to check at home with Nokia delegates and to force Carolyn to contact responsible secretary for possible LS. Later on, no additional information could be given. The CR’s were not approved at this time.

R3-011597(R3-011598), CR316(CR317) „Wide Alignment between Tabular format and ASN1(criticality_levels)“ was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia. This is an update of R3-011597(R3-011598).
The CR’s were approved with the modifications that, as the previous IE name in the tabular format and the proposed in the new line are the same, these IE names shall align with the exact ASN.1 IE names. The revision will be in R3-011718(R3-011719).
R3-011718(R3-011719), CR316(CR317) „Wide Alignment between Tabular format and ASN1(criticality_levels)“ was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia. This is an update of R3-011562(R3-011563).
The greetings from Bill Gates within the “RABs to be released items Ies” (should be “... IEs”) will be corrected by the rapporteur when the CRs for the next TS version will be implemented by MCC.

The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011575(R3-011576), CR306(CR307) „Aligning tabular format and ASN.1 (ENUMERATED type)“ was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia.

The CR’s were approved with the modifications. that the backwards compatible statement is missing, the title should contain in brackets “Message Type” and that the Type of Message shall be of type CHOICE. The revision will be in R3-011720 (721).
R3-011720(R3-011721), CR306(CR307) „Aligning tabular format and ASN.1 (ENUMERATED type)“ was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia. This is an update R3-011575(R3-011576).
The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011577(R3-011578), CR308(CR309) “RANAP Criticality” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel.

The CR’s were withdrawn and was replaced by R3-011702(R3-011703) due to different decision in the plenary.

R3-011702(R3-011703), CR308(CR309) “RANAP Criticality” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel. This is an update of R3-011577(R3-011578)

After a long debate, the CR’s were approved with the modifications to keep section 10.3.4.1 unchanged, a new section 10.3.4.1a for “type of message” will be created and then the following section renamed to “others than procedure code and type of message”.. The revision will be in R3-011789 (1790).
R3-011789(R3-011790), CR308(CR309) “RANAP Criticality” was presented by Phillipe Godin of Nortel. This is an update of R3-011702(R3-011703)

The CR’s were approved with the modifications. that a page feed is missing betwen 10.3.2. and 10.3.4, that the following chapter shall mind ‘other than procedure code and type of message’ The new version will be reviewed in the plenary.
R3-011580(R3-011581), CR310(CR311) “Supported functions” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel.

Nortel will provide, if supported, a new document on checking, whether it is worth to rephrase some statements in RANAP.

The group agreed, that the clarification about the “shall, if supported function” in section 4.1 shall remainy. It was felt by the group, that at least one place exists in RANAP. so it is not worth to remove/change this phrasing. Further, this place (in section 8.7.2 about triggering of the Relocation Detect procedure via the Iur interface) shall not be changed.

The CR’s were not approved.
R3-011582(R3-011583), CR312(CR313) “Not supported relocated RABs” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel.

It was identified, that there is an ambiguity within RANAP, and companies are encouraged to check with stage 2 description on possible solutions.

The CR’s were not approved at this time
R3-011584(R3-011585), CR314(CR315) “Partial contexts transfer” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel.

The CR’s were approved with the modifications.that the 2nd paragraph below the figure should read to:

“The source RNC shall respond to the CN with a SRNS CONTEXT RESPONSE message containing the RAB context information for all the referenced RABs including both, successful and unsuccessful RAB transfers. For each RAB whose transfer is successful, the following context information elements shall be included:”

and section 8.11.3 should say:

FThe RAB Id for each RAB for which UTRAN is not able to transfer the RAB context, e.g. if thea RAB ID is unknown to the RNC, this RAB ID is included in the SRNS CONTEXT RESPONSE message together with a Cause IE, e.g. "Invalid RAB ID".

The revision will be in R3-011716 (R3-011717).
R3-011716(R3-0111717), CR314(CR315) “Partial contexts transfer” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel. R3-011584(R3-011585).
The CR’s were approved with the modifications that the CRs shall show only revision against the current TS version and that the tabular and ASN.1 part needs not to be shown, as there are no changes.  The revision will be in R3-011791 (R3-011792).
R3-011791(R3-0111792), CR314(CR315) “Partial contexts transfer” was presented by Philipe Godin of Nortel. R3-011716(R3-011717).
The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011615(R3-011618), CR318(CR319) “Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1” was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia.

The CR’s were approved with the modifications. that the backward compatibility statement should be inserted in the cover-sheet. The revisions of the CRs will be in R3-011622 (R3-011633).
R3-011622(R3-011623), CR318r1(CR319r1) “Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1” was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia. This is an update of CR’s in R3-011615(R3-011618)

The CR’s were approved with the modifications. that the backward compatibility statement should be inserted in the cover-sheet. The revisions of the CRs will be in R3-011722(R3-011723).
R3-011722(R3-011723), CR318r1(CR319r1) “Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1” was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia. This is an update of CR’s in R3-011622(R3-011623)

The CR’s were approved as approved.
R3-011687, CR320 “RAB Modify Request missing from Message Type Tabular Format “ was presented by Enrico from Motorola
It was approved with the modification, that this CR shall be based on the Rel4 specification. proposed. The new version will be within R3-011783.

R3-011783, CR320 “RAB Modify Request missing from Message Type Tabular Format “ was presented by Enrico from Motorola
It was approved as proposed.

R3-011505, D “Proposed Clean-up of TR 25.921 with regards to the RAN WG3 Practise of Specifying Control Plane Protocols ”, 

check in RANAP and SABP on the possibility of applying the CV in all the Conditions

Further it is to check whether places were Conditionally Optional is applied are present at in RANAP and SABP.

Concluded Actions:

It was agreed, that RANAP and SABP shall apply Conditions in the tabular format according to the rules proposed in 1505 (based on message content).

There were long debates whether the presence of ‘at least one IE’ couldn’t be formulated as a condition and why the current condition ‘C-ifNoOtherGroup’ is not a valid statement.

Iu-2.4
R99, RANAP on E interface (29.108)

Iu-2.4 a) agreed CR’s to be approved :

Iu.2.4 b) others

Iu-2.5
R99, SABP (25.419)

Iu-2.5 a) agreed CR’s to be approved :

R3-011358(R3-011359), CR41(CR42) “Corrections to SABP” (NEC)

The CRs were approved as proposed.

Iu.2.5 b) others

R3-011599(R3-011590), CR045(CR043) “Alignment of 25.419 with 23.041“ from Vodafone was presented by Jari Isokangas of Nokia.

It was clarified, that the CR is not backwards compatible (which should be stated in the cover sheet), but also, that implementation should look at stage 2 description, where this functionality is clearly required.

The CR’s were approved with these modifications. The revision will be in R3-011755(R3-011756).
R3-011755(R3-011756), CR045r1(CR043r1) “Alignment of 25.419 with 23.041“ from Vodafone was presented by Jari Isokangas of Nokia. This is an update of R3-011599 (R3-011590)

The CR’s were approved as proposed.
-R3-011600(R3-011591), CR046(CR044) „Changing of 'Broadcast Message Content‘ IE  maximum“ size of Vodafone was presented by Jari Isokangas of Nokia.

The backwards compatibility statement is missing. Further it was discussed, whether the lower bound of the message length should be really ‘1’. Jari promises to clarify that for the update.

The CR’s were not approved as proposd with the modifications. The revision will be in R3-011757(R3-011758).
-R3-011757(R3-011758), CR046(CR044) „Changing of 'Broadcast Message Content‘ IE  maximum“ size of Vodafone was presented by Jari Isokangas  of Nokia. This is an update of R3-011600(R3-011591)

The minimum size of the message was clarified by Jari. The minimum size is approx. 84. As the lower bound can not be determined exactly and to be future proofed, it was decided to stick to Brendan’s proposal with a range bound starting from ‘1’.

The CR’s were approved as proposed.
R3-011573, D, “Conflicting Requirements for Iu-bc interface” (Lucent)

It was clarified, that the LS should ask for Rel-4 and Rel-99 separately. Further it was agreed, that no proposal for the actual solution should be given, but just the request to sort out the ambiguities. The LS will be in R3-011797

This was agreed.

R3-011670(R3-011671), CR047(CR048) “Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1” was presented by Jari Isokagans of Nokia.

The CR’s were approved as proposed. 

R3-011735 (R3-011736) (49/50) ASN.1 References to SABP approved as proposed, to be approved by the plenary.
Iu-3
CORRECTIONS FOR REL-4 ONLY

Iu-3.1
Rel-4, Iu General Aspects (25.410)

R3-011551, CR009R3 „Iu connection principles enhancement, CS domain“ was not treated.
R3-011546, CR021 "Iu UP version selection" (Siemens)" was not treated.
R3-011547, CR022 "Iu UP initialisation direction" (Siemens) was presented by Thomas Ulrich of Siemens.

The CR was approved as proposed.
Iu-3.2
Rel-4, Iu User-plane protocols (25.415)

R3-011559, CR064 „TrFO clarifications and corrections“ was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson.

The CR was approved as proposed.
R3-011548, CR062 "Iu UP version handling (Rel 4)" was not treated.
R3-011549, CR063 "Immediate Rate Control clarification" was presented by Thomas Ulrich of Siemens.

It was commented by NEC, that the RANAP specification should be updated accordingly to avoid conflicting statements. This task was taken over by Siemens in a later CR on RANAP.

The CR was approved as proposed.
Iu-3.3
Rel-4, Iu signalling (RANAP) (25.413)

R3-011556, CR244R3 „N-to-M relation between CN and UTRAN“ was not treated.
R3-011557, CR302 „Release 4 additions in Iu to support new positioning methods“ was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson.

Chenghock asked how the transfer of deciphering keys is performed. Martin clarifies, that the initial request is coming from the UE. This is described in 23.271.

Yann Sehedic of Nortel asked on which basis the subscription is constructed ? No answer. Is the subscription based on QoS or on method ? If the CN gives the task to RNC to forward the assistance data to UE, then the subscription is based on method. CN should indicate the QoS and the UTRAN chooses the relevant method. Martin clarifies, that positioning request are all based on QoS. assuming, that UTRAN choosing a method.

after long discussion it could be agreed upon that

- section 7 should contain the new paragraph 

-
Assistance data transfer. This function is used either for transferring deciphering keys from RNC to the CN or to provide the assistance data to be forwarded to the UE.
- section 8.1 should contain a new class 1 procedure in the table

- with in section 8.19.2 the Request Type IE shall contain, geograph.coord. are given also “response time, priority and client type”.

- it was agreed to have a class 1 procedure and that the new functionality will not be incorporated within the existing location reporting procedures.

- it was clarified that assistance data are broadcasted and the deciphering keys are dedicated, which should be reflected in the cause values.

- the presence of the >Satellite related data needs to be checked (was clarified to be conditional later on, according to RRC protocol).

It could not be agreed whether the UE positioning methods concerned are UE based or UE assisted (this was sorted out later on in the drafting session to be UE based, but not yet officially agreed).

The CR was not approved at this time. There was a drafting session on a revision. The outcome needs to be reviewed if the document is avail. at the closing plenary.

According to the promise we gave SA2 in our LS from last meeting in R3-011284, it was agreed that Nortel will draft an LS and we will have an e-mail discussion on the draft. 
R3-011558, CR303 „Clarifications to renegotiation during relocation“ was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson.

Martin clarifies, that in that case (UE not involved), the UE is already using the resources. The relocation process should be invisible to the UE. It was further clarified, that no condition on Relocation Type is possible, as this is not avail in the RelocReqRes.

The CR was approved as proposed.
R3-011550, CR297 "Clarification on User Plane Version Indication (Rel 4)" was not treated.

Iu-3.4
Rel-4, RANAP on E interface (29.108)

Iu-3.5
Rel-4, SABP (25.419)

Iu-3.6
Rel-4 TRs

Iu-3.6.1
CRs on TR 25.851 (RAB QoS Renegotiation)

Iu-3.6.2
CRs on TR 25.936 (PS domain HO for real time services)

Iu-3.6.3
CRs on TR 25.946 (RAB QoS negotiation)

Iu-3.6.4
CRs on TR 25.953 (TrFO/TFO)

Iu-4
REL 5, Iu RELATED WORK ITEMS AGREED BY TSG RAN

Iu-4.1
RAB support enhancements (TR 25.852, R2 leading)

Iu-4.2
Non Access Stratum Node Selector Function (“Iu flex”, TR 25.875)

R3-011524, D „The handling of the WI: " RAN work for Intra Domain Connection of RAN Nodes to Multiple CN Nodes" in RAN-WG3“ was presented by Chenghock of NEC.

The proposal within the document that RAN work for this WI in RAN-WG3 shall be pending until it is informed by the SA-WG2 was approved, therefore
R3-011602, D “Connection to multiple CN nodes” (Nortel) was consequently not treated.

R3-011795, “ Status Report for TR 25.875 ‘NAS Node Selector Function’” (Vodafone)

This is the outcome of a drafting sessions during the Iu SWG based on input from Brendan McWilliams from Vodafone. The principle content of this document was agreed upon. The document needs to be reviewed and approved at the closing plenary.
Iu-4.3
others

Iu-5
OUTGOING LSs

R3-011613 "Anwer LS Response (to TSG-CN WG1) to LS (N1-010494) on RRC establish
cause mapping " to CN1 (CC: RAN2) was presented by Martin Israelsson of Ericsson. This is a response to LS in R3-011433.

The LS was approved as proposed. 

R3-011740 "LS Conflicting Requirements for Iu-bc interface " to SA2, cc: T2 was presented by Christoph Demarez of Lucent. This is due to Lucent’s input in R3-011573.
The LS was approved with minor modifications. The revision will be in R3-011797. 

R3-011797 "LS Conflicting Requirements for Iu-bc interface " to SA2, cc: T2 was presented by Christoph Demarez of Lucent. This is an update of R3-011740.
The LS was approved as proposed to be presented at the plenary. 

R3-011809 " Proposed LS to S2 on Stop Direct Report” to SA2, cc: CN1, RAN2, SA1 was presented by Chenghock of NEC.

The LS was approved with modifications done during a drafting session. The revised LS needs to be presented at the closing plenary. 

Annex: Documents for the Iu SWG
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Tdoc_Num
Title
Source
Status
Agenda Item
Doc_Type
Eff_Spec

R3-011696 (S2-011578)
Response to LS R3-010988 (Answer LS on Highlighting Requirements to RAN3 for SRNS relocation with TrFO)
SA2
not treated
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011433 (R2-010984)
Response (to TSG-CN WG1) to LS (N1-010494) on RRC establish
cause mapping
RAN2
response in        R3-011613
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011524
The handling of the WI: " RAN work for Intra Domain Connection of RAN Nodes to Multiple CN Nodes
NEC
approved
Iu-4.2
D


R3-011602
Connection to multiple CN nodes
Nortel
not treated
Iu-4.2
D


R3-011795
Status Report for TR 25.875 ‘NAS Node Selector Function
Vodafone
for approval at closing plenary
Iu-4.2
WI status


R3-011613
Anwer LS Response (to TSG-CN WG1) to LS (N1-010494) on RRC establish
cause mapping
RAN3
approved
Iu-5
LS out (TO:CN1 CC:R2)


R3-011740
LS Conflicting Requirements for Iu-bc interface 
RAN3
approved with modifications    (R3-011797)
Iu-5
LS out (TO:SA2 CC: T2)


R3-011797
LS Conflicting Requirements for Iu-bc interface
RAN3
approved
Iu-5
LS out (TO:SA2 CC:T2)


R3-011571
 LS on (Equivalent) "PLMN identity" terminology ” from SA1 (TO: RAN3 ) was presented by Olivier Guyot of Nokia
SA1
noted
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011688 (N1-010799)
Liaison Statement on "Duplication avoidance protocol moved from 04.18 to 24.007
CN1
noted
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011690 (N1-010815)
Response to LS on NAS messages maximum length (R3-010953).
CN1
noted
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011691 (N1-01870
LS on Priority Selection Criteria of Calls in a Multicall
CN1
response in        R3-011824
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011824
Answer LS on Priority Selection Criteria of Calls in a Multicall
RAN3
to be reviewed at closing plenary
Iu-5
LS out   (TO: CN1 CC:SA1)


R3-011809
Proposed LS to S2 on Stop Direct Report.

update to be reviewed at closing plenary
Iu-5
LS out (TO:SA2, CC:CN1, SA1, RAN2)


R3-011692 (N1-010915)
Liaison Statement on Indication of Intra MSC handover from 3G_MSC-B to MSC-A/3G_MSC-A
CN1
noted
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011699 (S2-011459)
Proposed Answer to liaison on Action at not supported Relocation Requirement
SA2
noted
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011431 (R2-010977)
Response to LS (R3-011030) on on RAB negotiation and re-negotiation
RAN2
noted
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011696 (S2-011578)
Response to LS R3-010988 (Answer LS on Highlighting Requirements to RAN3 for SRNS relocation with TrFO)
SA2
postponed to the next meeting
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011689 (N1-010814)
Response to LS–UTRAN Initiated RAB Renegotiation / Reconfiguration (R3-010305)
CN1
not treated (see R3-011431)
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011694 (S2-011577)
Response to GERAN LS on Optimised Voice support
SA2 (CC: RAN3)
not treated -> closing plenary ?
Iu-1
LS in


R3-011614 (R3-011617)
“ PLMN Identity” (Rapporteur) was presented by Philip Godin of Nortel.

update t.b. reviewed at closing plenary
Iu-0
CR27(CR28)
25.410

R3-011344 (R3-011345
RANAP message in Connection
Ericsson
approved
Iu-2.1a
CR17     (CR 18)
25.410

R3-011544 (R3-011545),
Intersystem Change clarifications
Siemens
not approved
Iu-2.1b
CR019(CR020)
25.410

R3-011356 (R3-011357),
In-sequence delivery requirement
Ericsson
approved
Iu-2.2a
CR52r2 (CR61)
25.415

R3-011588 (R3-011589),“
UP initialization
Nortel
approved with modifications
Iu-2.2b
CR065 (CR066)
25.415

R3-011748 (R3-011749),
UP initialization
Nortel
approved with modifications
Iu-2.2b
CR065r1 (CR066r1)
25.415

R3-011787 (R3-011788),
UP initialization
Nortel
approved 
Iu-2.2b
CR065r2(CR066r2)
25.415

R3-011523,
STOP the direct report
NEC
agreed
Iu-2.3a
D
25.413

R3-011346  (R3-011347),
Stop of direct location report
Ericsson
withdrawn
Iu-2.3a
CR282(CR283)
25.413

R3-011819  (R3-011820),
Stop reporting clarification
Ericsson
approved
Iu-2.3a
CR322(CR323)
25.413

R3-011348 (R3-011349),
CN Domain Indicator in ERROR INDICATION
Ericsson
approved
Iu-2.3a
CR284(CR285)
25.413

R3-011350 (R3-011351),
Correction to RAB Release Procedure description
Lucent
approved
Iu-2.3a
CR286(CR287)
25.413

R3-011354  (R3-011355),
„Relocation Ressource Allocation in case of Cell/URA Update
Nokia
approved
Iu-2.3a
CR290(CR291)
25.413

R3-011352 (R3-011353
TRELOCalloc usage
Motorola
approved
Iu-2.3a
CR288(CR289)
25.413

R3-011516  (R3-011517)
Cell-ID IE in INITIAL UE MESSAGE
Lucent
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR293(CR294)
25.413

R3-011672  (R3-01173)
RNC-ID IE in INITIAL UE MESSAGE
Lucent
approved
Iu-2.3b
CR293r1(CR294r1)
25.413

R3-011552  (R3-011553),
Reference to superseeded versions of ASN.1 documents
Ericsson
not approved
Iu-2.3b
CR298(CR299)
25.413

R3-011733 (R3-011734),
Reference to superseeded versions of ASN.1 documents
Ericsson
approved in Iu SWG
to be reviewed at the closing plenary
Iu-2.3b
CR298r1(CR299r1)
25.413

R3-011554(R3-011555),
Correction of tabular format for Message Type IE
Ericsson
approved
Iu-2.3b
CR300(CR301)
25.413

R3-011542 (R3-011543),
CN Domain Indicator in OVERLOAD message
Siemens
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR 295(CR296)
25.413

R3-011745 (R3-011746),
CN Domain Indicator in OVERLOAD message
Siemens
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR 295r1 (CR296r1)
25.413

R3-011817 (R3-011818),
CN Domain Indicator in OVERLOAD message
Siemens
approved
Iu-2.3b
CR 295r2 (CR296r2)
25.413

R3-011562(R3-011563),
Partial Roaming-Relocation Failure Cause
Nokia, Hutchison
not approved
Iu-2.3b
CR304(CR305)
25.413

R3-011597(R3-011598),
Wide Alignment between Tabular format and ASN1(criticality_levels)
Nokia
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR316(CR317)
25.413

R3-011718(R3-011719),
Wide Alignment between Tabular format and ASN1(criticality_levels)
Nokia
approved
Iu-2.3b
CR316(CR317)
25.413

R3-011575(R3-011576),
Aligning tabular format and ASN.1 (ENUMERATED type)
Nokia
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR306(CR307)
25.413

R3-011720(R3-011721),
Aligning tabular format and ASN.1 (ENUMERATED type)
Nokia
approved
Iu-2.3b
CR306(CR307)
25.413

R3-011702(R3-011703),
RANAP Criticality
Nortel
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR308(CR309)
25.413

R3-011789 (R3-011790),
RANAP Criticality
Nortel
approved with modifications

to be reviewed in the closing plenary
Iu-2.3b
CR308(CR309)
25.413

R3-011580(R3-011581),
Supported functions
Nortel
not approved
Iu-2.3b
CR310(CR311)
25.413

R3-011582(R3-011583),
Not supported relocated RABs
Nortel
not approved
Iu-2.3b
CR312(CR313)
25.413

R3-011584(R3-011585),
Partial contexts transfer
Nortel
approved with modification
Iu-2.3b
CR314(CR315)
25.413

R3-011716(R3-011717),
Partial contexts transfer
Nortel
approved with modification
Iu-2.3b
CR314(CR315)
25.413

R3-011791(R3-011792),
Partial contexts transfer
Nortel
approved
Iu-2.3b
CR314(CR315)
25.413

R3-011615(R3-011618),
) “Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1
Nokia
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR318(CR319)
25.413

R3-011622(R3-011623),
Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1
Nokia
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR318(CR319)
25.413

R3-011722(R3-011723),
Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1
Nokia
approved 
Iu-2.3b
CR318(CR319)
25.413

R3-011687
RAB Modify Request missing from Message Type Tabular Format
Motorola
approved with modifications
Iu-2.3b
CR320
25.413

R3-011783
RAB Modify Request missing from Message Type Tabular Format
Motorola
approved 
Iu-2.3b
CR320
25.413

R3-011505
“Proposed Clean-up of TR 25.921 with regards to the RAN WG3 Practise of Specifying Control Plane Protocols
Ericsson
discussed
Iu-2.3b
D
25.4x3, 25.419

R3-011358(R3-011359),
Corrections to SABP
NEC
approved
Iu-2.5a
CR41(CR42)
25.419

R3-011599(R3-011590),
Alignment of 25.419 with 23.041
Vodafone
approved with modifications
Iu-2.5b
CR045 (CR 043)
25.419

R3-011755(R3-011756),
Alignment of 25.419 with 23.041
Vodafone
approved
Iu-2.5b
CR045 (CR 043)
25.419


Changing of 'Broadcast Message Content
Vodafon
approved with modifications
Iu-2.5b
CR046(CR044)
25.419

R3-011757 (R3-011758
Changing of 'Broadcast Message Content
Vodafon
approved
Iu- 2.5b
CR046(CR044)
25.419

R3-011573
Conflicting Requirements for Iu-bc interface
Lucent
agreed
Iu-2.5b
D
25.419

R3-011670(R3-011671
) “Corrections due to terminology of PLMN Identity as requested by SA1
Nokia
approved
Iu-2.5b
CR047 (CR048)
25.419

R3-011735 (R3-011736)
ASN.1 References to SABP
Ericsson
approved

to be reviewed at the plenary
Iu-2.5b
CR049 (CR50)
25.419

R3-011551
Iu connection principles enhancement, CS domain
Ericsson
not treated
Iu-3.1
CR009R3
25.410

R3-011546
Iu UP version selection" (Siemens)
Siemens
not treated
Iu-3.1
CR021
25.410

R3-011547
Iu UP initialisation direction
Siemens
approved
Iu-3.1
CR022
25.410

R3-011559
TrFO clarifications and corrections
Ericsson
approved
Iu-3.2
CR064
25.415

R3-011548
Iu UP version handling (Rel 4)"
Siemens
not treated
Iu-3.2
CR062
25.415

R3-011549
Immediate Rate Control clarification
Siemens
approved
Iu-3.2
CR063
25.415

R3-011556
N-to-M relation between CN and UTRAN
Ericsson
not treated
Iu-3.3
CR244R3
25.413

R3-011557
Release 4 additions in Iu to support new positioning methods
Ericsson
not approved
Iu-3.3
CR302
25.413

R3-011558
Clarifications to renegotiation during relocation
Ericsson
approved
Iu-3.3
CR303
25.413

R3-011524
The handling of the WI: " RAN work for Intra Domain Connection of RAN Nodes to Multiple CN Nodes
NEC
agreed
Iu-4.2
D
WI Iu flex

R3-011602
Connection to multiple CN nodes
Nortel
not treated
Iu-4.2
D
WI Iu flex

R3-011795
Status Report for TR 25.875 ‘NAS Node Selector Function’
Vodafon
to be reviewed at the closing plenary
Iu-4.2
WI status report
WI Iu flex
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