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8
Not completed WI for Release 5 and beyond: Status update and approval of CRs, reports

RP-020502
3GPP Work Plan [Slide Presentation] (MCC)

Alain Sultan (3GPP support) gave this presentation.

The proposals made by Alain to close certain Work Items where no work had been done for some time had been already considered by the group but discarded for diverse reasons. These slides will be updated with the results from this TSG RAN meeting prior to presentation to TSG SA.

Decision: The presentation is noted.

RP-020459
Work Items and Study Items. Historic and Latest situation (Secretary)

RP-020501
3GPP Work Plan (MCC)

These documents are presented for information

Decision: The documents are noted

8.0
Discussion on Early UEs

RP-020466
Summary of RAN email discussion for handling of early mobiles (Vodafone Group)

Alan Law (Vodafone) presented this contribution

The chairman noted that CN has already a TR similar to 09.94

RP-020465
Vodafone proposal to handle early mobiles (Vodafone Group)

Alan Law (Vodafone) presented this contribution

Lucent expressed concerns on the possibility of unfair behaviour if the IMEI-SV is in use.

RP-020512
Early UE handling proposal (NEC)

Michael Roberts (NEC) presented this paper.

Alan Law (Vodafone) commented that the IMEI-SV doesn't need to be exchanged every time an RRC connection is setup, only the first time. Michael Roberts answered that this is true for packet connections, but not for circuit connections.

Antti Toskala (Nokia) commented that UE that are not able to implement correctly the connection phases and all the basic procedures shouldn't even appear in the market, it is not a case that can be expected. Michael commented that the history of GSM/GPRS shows that this situation is possible.

RP-020565
Proposal to handle early mobiles (Alcatel, Fujitsu, Orange)

Eisuke Fukuda (Fujitsu) presented this contribution

It is clarified that the "relevant 3GPP groups" referred at the end of section 1 are the RAN groups.

Jussi Numminen(Nokia) commented that there is a impact to UTRAN with this solution as well, and this should be analysed to understand this behaviour.

RP-020632
Early UE handling (Lucent)

Sudeep Palat (Lucent) presented this contribution.

RP-020656
Elaboration of UE Vendor name plus time stamp (Ericsson)
Per Beming (Ericsson) presented this document.

There were concerns on the number of platforms available, since many manufacturers have more than 1 platform.

The figure of 16 years was questioned. Per Beming explained that this mechanism will work for Releases later than 99 also, for example it is likely that similar problems arise (although in lower number) for HSDPA. Jussi Numminen (Nokia) noted that this is an important point to consider, the solution adopted should be useful for further releases also. However this proposal does not address the problem that same manufacturer may have several models in same time in the market, but manufacturer indication is only intended to have one value+ timestamp. Only one manufacturer number seemed too limiting.

It is clarified that the time stamp will be updated with a new firmware revision.

Michael Roberts (NEC) and Niels Anderson (Motorola) raised a shortcoming of this technique: The case when a faulty hardware, that cannot be upgraded, has its firmware upgraded and also the time stamp; in this situation the network will understand that it has a hardware with a the new time stamp.

RP-020513
WI description for IMEI-SV based solution (NEC)

RP-020514
Early UE handling using 4.10 solution (NEC)

These documents are presented as additional information

As a way forward, it is proposed to keep both approaches. It is suggested to implement the hooks decision but in the form of an external container, for this it will only be necessary to include a bit indicating that the container is inserted and not to reserve immediately a fixed number of hooks bits. This is the best solution from the point of view of Motorola, if the CR for the introduction of the bit is approved now it will be possible to start the production of terminals with the solution included. A proposals for the actual implementation of this one-bit solution has been already reviewed at WG2, but it seems clear that it has to be examined again, and most likely at next TSG RAN the CRs could be approved.

Alan Law (Vodafone) had some reserves on the purpose of approving the CRs implementing the bit that flags the extension container before the problems are identified. It was unclear how a single bit can be sufficient, the length of the container should be determined also, and this makes this proposal less acceptable.

Niels Anderson (Motorola) requested that the solution is backwards compatible with the current Rel99 implementation. This doesn't seem obvious, depending on which message is used to introduce the bit it could be impossible to make backwards compatible. In any case, it is the task of WG2 to study all the implications.

Concerning the IMEI-SV solution, it seems necessary to discuss the issue with CN and SA2. There are a number of implications to consider: GSM handover, ciphering, required changes in the Iu and determination of the location of the database that is necessary for IMEI handling – either in the MSC or RNC. This is typically a task for 3GPP TSG SA WG2. All these reasons make this proposal a longer term solution. Since this is network only solution, and networks are usually a mixture of Releases, it can be introduced in any later Release. There was also an agreement to start a Release independent Study Item involving RAN WG2, WG3, CN and SA2.

RP-020666
Status of early UE handling with proposed SI (Vodafone Group, Nortel)
Alan Law (Vodafone) presented this document.

Alan clarified that the solutions are not exclusive, he also commented that this doesn't mean that the hooks have been agreed. All the solutions will be evaluated and then a decision will be made.

Edgar Fernandes (Motorola) objected that the decision on the hooks had been different in the previous discussion, basically they had been agreed. 

Denis Fauconnier (Nortel) clarified that the part of the study item that concerns the hooks is what goes into the extension containers, but not the existence of the hooks themselves. WG2 is tasked to provide the CR incorporating the bit that indicates the presence of the container to the appropriate Uu message. This is of great importance, for backwards compatibility in the UE this bit has to be included as soon as possible.

It is however necessary to study in detail the extension containers and the impact of this solution in the rest of the network interfaces, this will need more time and will be the subject of the study item.

Concerning the study item itself, a number of comments were raised: Denis Fauconnier noted that objective #2 is not related to the Early UE handling discussion. It shouldn't be part of the study. Antti Toskala (Nokia) objected that this approach was suggested in the email discussions on the Early UEs before the meeting. It is finally agreed that the second bullet will be as follows:

2)
Extension mechanism to the RRC messages allowing rel-99 corrections, (e. g. when rel-4 changes needs to be backwards compatible).

The SI sheet needs to be revised by WG2, but the chairman will use RP-020666 as a first draft for information to the other groups.

Decision: It is agreed to create the SI item, the SI description sheet has to be revised

