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1. Overall Description:

TSG CT1 and TSG CT4 reviewed the LS from ITU-T SG2 on “Evolution of Recommendation E.212” (C1-143507/C4-141788) and analysed the scenarios raised by ITU-T SG2 in the first draft revision of Recommendation E.212 (TD 0405-GEN). 

TSG CT1 and  TSG CT4 noticed that according to Annex A “shared MCC resources assigned to networks shall consist of a 3-digit shared MCC for networks followed by a 2- or 3-digit MNC”. The flexibility of having 2- or 3- digits allows to assign the proper MNC length taking into consideration existing networks and regulatory constraints in the same area. 
While the new Annex G seems to duplicate some information from Annex A, it introduces a new shared MCC 902 removing the above flexibility in G.3.1  “shared MCC resources assigned to global communications services under the 3-digit shared MCC (i.e. 902) shall consist of a 3-digit MNC”. Some companies have strong concerns that it might impact O&M systems (provisioning, billing), regulatory services (legal interception, emergency call implementation and routing) and any other specific carrier applications where the national environment explicitly requires 2 digit MNCs. Moreover, the fact that the shared MCC 902 does not identify the country where the UE is, might imply additional impacts to operators having roaming agreements with such global communications services. 

The current assumption in 3GPP specifications is (TS 23.122): “A country is identified by a single MCC value, with the exception that MCC values 310 through 316 identify a single country (USA) and MCC values 404 through 406 identify a single country (India).”. Therefore the usage of an additional MCC in one country should be studied and explicitly foreseen in the specifications. One already identified consequence would be that the periodic search for higher priority PLMN as specified in TS 23.122 only allows terminals to search for other PLMNs within the same country, meaning that a terminal would not be allowed to move from a PLMN with MCC 902 to one of the other PLMNs with different MCC in the same geographical area, and vice-versa.    

In addition it should also be noted that the introduction of a new shared MCC which is used over multiple countries whose networks use 2-digit or 3 digit MNC is a new scenario. In that respect, in order to evaluate in detail other possible impacts, it would be important to receive from ITU-T SG2 all possible use cases of the Global MCC 902.

2. Actions:

To CT group.

ACTION: 
CT1 and CT4 kindly ask CT Plenary to take these considerations into account in the reply to ITU-T SG2’s LS and to request ITU-T SG2 to clarify all possible use cases of the Global MCC 902.
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