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1. Overall Description:

RAN 5 would like to inform RAN 2 that during the TTCN test cases development for Robust Header Compression, it was noticed that there is the potential for ambiguity of interpretation in some parts of TS 25.323. This may lead to the incorrect implementation of devices as well as test cases. In order to progress the development of the RoHC test cases, it is Texas Instruments’ intention to present a CR to RAN2 #60 which will cover the proposed changes to TS 25.323. A summary of the areas of interest, along with proposed changes (where relevant) is shown below for your convenience.
List of Issues

· O-Mode
· Method of feedback packet transmission (piggybacked or interspersing) needs to be stated.
· RAN5 comment: For the purposes of test development, interspersing is assumed at this stage

· In section A.2.1.1 the text states “Between the 6th and 7th packets (SN=5 and SN=6) of the sequence, a ROHC feedback packet of feedback type 2 is to be given to the ROHC compressor to trigger an immediate transition to O-mode operation”. This conflicts with figure A.2.1.3 (informative), where the FEEDBACK-2 packet is shown between SN=7 and SN=8.
· RAN5 comment: For the purposes of test development, the statement is assumed to be correct (as opposed to figure A.2.1.3)
· R-Mode
· Method of feedback packet transmission (piggybacked or interspersing) needs to be stated.
· RAN5 comment: For the purposes of test development, interspersing is assumed at this stage.
· With reference to clauses A.2.2, A.2.6 & A.2.12, the definition of ‘x’ is stated for A.2.2, but it is not clear that the same definition applies to A.2.6 & A.2.12. 
· RAN5 comment: What is needed are the relevant definitions of ‘X’ for each clause. The follow up CR will propose these.
· In table A.2.2.3, the value of the average compressed header size for SN=x+1 is not given.
· RAN5 comment: The follow up CR will propose it.

· O-Mode and R-Mode
· Currently the reason as to why the decompressor waits for six packets before initiating the mode transition is not provided.
· RAN5 comment: For the purposes of test development, the follow up CR will provide a reason and therefore a working assumption.
· Currently the symbols “>” or “<” are used within the tables, but it is felt that the readability can be improved.
· RAN5 comment: It will be proposed in the follow up CR to use “>=” or “<=” in all the tables, instead of “>” or “<” respectively.

· The first column of Tables A.2.1.3 and A.2.2.3 are incorrect where N IR packets are needed to initialize the context.
· RAN5 comment: The CR will propose that the tables are updated as follows:
Table A.2.1.3

	
	Average compressed Header Size, Ipv4
	Average compressed Header Size, Ipv6

	SN <= N-1
	44 octets
	68 octets

	SN >= N
	5 octets
	5 octets


Table A.2.2.3

	
	Average compressed Header Size, Ipv4
	Average compressed Header Size, Ipv6

	SN <= N-1
	44 octets
	68 octets

	N<= SN <= 6
	5 octets
	5 octets

	7<= SN <= x
	9 octets
	9 octets

	SN >= x+ 1
	5 octets
	5 octets


2. Actions:
To RAN 2
ACTION: 
RAN 5 respectfully requests that RAN 2 provides any feedback regarding those issues identified in TS 25.323, prior to RAN2 #60, in anticipation of the CR to be formally presented. All feedback should be provided to the contact person (above) in the first instance.  
3. Date of Next RAN5 Meetings:
RAN5 #37
5 – 9 Nov 07
Korea

RAN5 #38
28 Jan – 1 Feb 08
Spain
