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1. Introduction

The discussion was “kicked-off” proposing two discussion tracks:

A)  High level discussion regarding the possible solution
The kick-off email listed the 3 solutions currently on the table:

1) SAG based approach (see R3-020147)

2) LA based approach (see R3-020166)

3) LSA based approach 

B) Discussions regarding details for the LSA solution
Since a majority of the delegates in RAN3#26 seemed to favour an LSA-based approach, it was also proposed to discuss details of the LSA solution.


2. High level discussions regarding possible solutions

Hereby a brief summary of the discussions that took place regarding the high level issue:

21-01-02: kick-off;

23-01-02: TI indicated their support for an intermediate identifier other than the LAI, even when considering an additional OAM effort;

24-01-02: Nortel points out that the SNA-knowledge required by the UTRAN (to which SNAs does an LA belong) either has to be configured or has to be obtained from the CN;

24-01-02: Ericsson clarified the limitations of a LAI-based approach;

25-01-02: Alcatel requested confirmation on the LAI-solution limitation that adding one LA will have consequences in many VLR’s. In addition, Alcatel indicated a number of issues they think should be considered when deciding on any solution. 

28-01-02: Confirmation provided by Ericsson. 

05-02-02: Vdf pointed out that the OAM effort in the different solutions is not really that different (defining a consistent configuration in RNC’s / MSC’s). In addition Vdf indicated that anything should be done to prevend the need for re-assigning LA-Id’s.

08-02-02: Nortel indicated that they still think the OAM effort is larger in case an intermediate identity is used. Nortel proposed to consider an SNA solution whereby 1 SNA corresponds to exactly one LA.


3. Discussions regarding details of the LSA based solution

3.1. Naming
Alcatel and Ericsson agreed not to use Solsa naming. Instead of LSA, the acronym SNA (Shared Network Area) was introduced.
3.2. Scope of SNA
Should the SNA have a local scope or a global scope or both. Local scope would mean that the SNA is “just a number” and operators are responsible for guaranteering sufficient uniqueness within the intended context. Global scope would probably mean that the PLMN-Id is part of the SNA-Id.

TI, BT and Vodafone supported the use of SNA’s with global scope. Also Alcatel indicated concerns about the usage of SNA’s with a local scope. Main argument against having SNA’s with a local scope was the potential problems that could arise when different shared network configurations have to be merged.
3.3. Should SNA’s be allowed to overlap
At one point in the discussion, Nortel proposed to consider an SNA solution in which 1 SNA would correspond exactly to 1 LA. This would to a large extend remove the need for LA-Id renumbering.

Ericsson expressed the opinion that SNA’s should be allowed to overlap and provided an example regarding a case in which the support of overlapping SNA’s is beneficial.

4. Proposal for continuation

Although the high level discussion seemed to move somewhat in the direction of an SNA solution, no agreement was reached. 

Regarding the details of the SNA solution:

· agreement was reached on the naming;

· probably agreement can be obtained regarding removal of the Universal SNA’s;

· further discussion is required regarding the SNA<->LA relation being 1<->1, 1<->M, N<->1 or N<->M.

It is proposed to continue the discussions during RAN3#27.
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