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1 
Opening of the meeting


The meeting has been chaired by Mr. Fauconnier, R2 Chair and Mr. Jarvela, S2-Chair. 

2 
Approval of the agenda

S2-99809 the proposed agenda has been approved.

3
Routing of higher layer signalling by UTRAN

S2-99806 UTRAN Architecture Model, Nortel Networks.  

This contribution consists in keeping the model and primitives of 23.110, and to modify the underlying URAN model, to show the intermediate functions.

There are different SAPs for user plane and control plane. The complete SAP model is not shown in the contribution since this shows only the control plane SAPs.

The identified consequences on documentation:

*
Update 23.110

*
Find a place to describe N(SD) for the MSC

*
Find a document to describe the equivalent N(SD) function for the SGSN (if necessary)

*
It is up to R2 and R3 to see whether primitives on top of the Iu and Uu protocols need to be described.

Which group describes N(SD)? CN1 or RAN? Can be in either group.

N(SD) extended to 2 bits has been proposed in CN1.

Having N(SD) enhancements independently of the radio protocols may not be easy.

Proposed conclusion:

Adopt the model of 23.110 where there is a distinction between NAS, RRC and RANAP entities, and an intermediate sub-part which will incorporate intermediate protocols like N(SD). 3 sets of primitives:

*
NAS/AS set of primitives

*
Iu protocols

*
Uu protocols

The identified consequences on documentation:

*
Update 23.110

*
Find a place to describe N(SD) for the MSC

*
Find a document to describe the equivalent N(SD) function for the SGSN (if necessary)

*
It is up to R2 and R3 to see whether primitives on top of the Iu and Uu protocols need to be described.

Conclusion:

The proposed conclusion above was agreed.
The proposed model (With some modifications done by Michael Mouly and Oscar Lopes-Torrez.) shall be introduced in 23.110.  

LS shall be sent to CN1. The draft is in S2-99811 (To be drafted by R2 and SA2 Chairmen).

S2-99766, Questions and comments on LLC removal and UMTS impact on CN Protocols, N1 Chairman.

Question 1:

SRNC relocation procedure has been explained in 23.121.
Question 2:

It has been answered on Monday. 

Question 3:

What are terminal requirements? What to do in case of class A terminal and class B terminal related to suspend and resume.  S2 should investigate this further.

Conclusion: S2 shall study the question. 

Question 4:

It has been handled on Monday.

Question 5:

It has been handled on Monday.

Question 6:

It has been handled during S2 meeting.

Conclusion: A draft LS shall be issued as S2-99812. It shall be issued by Wednesday on E-mail exploder and approved by 10 of September (to be drafted by Jaakko Rajaniemi).

S2-99803, No title, Nortel Networks. 

Is protocol discriminator enough, or is a CN discriminator needed. The following opinions were expressed at the meeting: "If all services are moved from one domain to an other, protocol discriminator would be enough. If one service would be moved from e.g. MSC to SGSN in coming releases, then CN discriminator would be needed to support release 99 terminals in the new releases."

Conclusion: R2 will work only on protocol discriminator for the time being. If a need for CN discriminator is identified in e.g. S2, justification will be sent to R2 and they will start working on it.   

4
Interactions between radio mobility and MIM

S2-99761, Discussion on common Routing Areas, Lucent Technologies.

Lucent introduced a new idea, and would like to get feedback from the group. R2 will take a look at this. CN 1 could study the CN optimization that could be made.
Conclusion: CN1 and R2 to study the proposal. 

5
Definition of Radio Access Bearer and Radio Bearers

S2-99802( revision of S2-99763) Multiplexing function at L3CE layer, NTT DoCoMo. 

This contribution proposes multiplexing functionality which is necessary for the UE to be miniaturised in the mobile multimedia world.  First, it introduces some service examples that are expected in the very beginning of the 21st century so that 3G services could be beneficial and convenient for the mobile community.  Then, it points out that the current assumed functionality is not enough for the UE to be miniaturised.  Last, it proposes that multiplexing functionality, which exists in the SNDCP of the GPRS system, is necessary at the L3CE layer so that the 3G UE can be miniaturised.

S2-99764,  Necessity of L3CE Multiplexing function in terms of the required RLC buffer size in UE,  NTT DoCoMo. 

In this contribution, DoCoMo has studied the necessity of L3CE Multiplexing function in terms of the required RLC buffer size in UE. This would simplify the terminal by having fewer RLC entities when a multiplicity of IP addresses hence RABs are used by a single use, typically for best effort services.

S2-99767 L3CE Functions, Nokia

The contribution WHS-99016 gives a different viewpoint and proposes to keep the L3CE definition and functions as they are presented in 23.121. The main argument is the complexity that is introduced in the Core Network.

There was a lengthy discussion on the NTTDoCoMo proposal, where the main two points were debated:

· Is there a need to have multiple IP addresses for best effort services i.e. is it a likely scenario that needs optimisation?

· Is there an impact of the proposal on the Core Network, or is it purely within UTRAN?

Conclusion related to S2-99802, S2-99764 and S2-99767: Group was not able to find a consensus on the necessity of L3CE Multiplexing function. Nevertheless, the group was not able to identify evidence of  impacts to the CN. No conclusion on using proposed concept was made. Discussion will be continued in R2. If CN consequences are identified later in S2, discussion will be taken in S2, and the results will be forwarded to R2.
6
QoS 

S299808 (23.907) QoS Concept (3G TR 23.907 version 1.3.0), source Editor.

This document is the latest version of TSG-S2 QoS Concept technical report and is provided for information for this meeting.

S2-99805 Reliability attribute and S2-99804 Proposal for bearer service bitrate definitions, Ericsson

These documents will be sent out to SAWG2 for email approval, but are provided to the group for information.
Above mentioned documents were explained to reflect the current status of TSG-S2 QoS ad hoc group work.

S2-99735 Project Plan Outline for QoS, Ad hoc QoS.

Document introduces draft project co-ordination plan for 3GPP R99 QoS work. It was agreed that 23.907 will be reviewed by R2. 

One subflow corresponds one radio bearer is a R2 assumption.

It was explained that parameter mapping is not described in R2 specifications and there is no intention to do so.  The Radio interface provides a tool box that allows to map RABs onto Radio Bearers, exact mapping being left not in the standard. 

Conclusion: Input from R2 is expected to TSG-S2 QoS Bonn meeting in October 13-17 based on the input parameters from S2 QoS Ad Hoc. R2 should check the feasibility of the proposed parameters and  value ranges.
7
LCS

S2-99813 Inter group co-ordination aspects, Project Plan for location services in UMTS (3G PD 30.lcs version 0.1.0), Nokia. (Update of S2-99721) 

The document has been noted.

S2-99722 Structure of stage2 document for location services in UMTS

This document had been approved in S2 Plenary as a basis for the further Stage 2 work in S2, with a notion, that relation of R2 Stage 2 work and S2 Stage 2 work should be clarified.

S2-99778 Combined Architecture for LCS Phase 2, T1P1.5 Location Services SWG 

Document was distributed for information and main changes since TSG-S2 July meeting were introduced.

S2-99807 Report on Location Services (LCS), TSG-R2

Document was distributed for information.

Conclusion related to LCS discussions:

S2 document should contain system wide stage 2 description without describing UTRAN internal Stage 2. R2 document will define UTRAN internal stage2. 

S2 Stage 2 document should not contain radio dependent parts. Most important is to show the information exchange needed between CN and UTRAN and possible between CN and UE. S2 Stage 2 document will also show the functional split between different parts of the network (e.g. UTRAN and CN). System level stage 2 parts should be removed from R2 Stage 2 document. 

8
CBC

S2-99810, TR 25.925,  Radio Interface on Broadcast/Multicast Services V0.1.1, Editor (TSG-R2).
Main objective is in SMS, even though the report is having a broader scope. Parts of the document should be fulfilled by S2 like the connection from CBC to RNC. S2 has started to look at this and has also started discussion with R3 about a possibility of using Iu for connecting CBC and RNC. 

Conclusion: 

Possibility to have a joint report from R2/S2 (e.g. S2 having primary responsibility and R2 secondary responsibility) and remove relevant parts from 23.920, will be discussed at S2 next time. It would be up to the editing company to ensure that R2 and S2 always work on the latest version even though two groups are allowed to make changes on the document.
