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1. Overall Description:
Based on an incoming LS from RAN in SP-110405 and a company contribution in SP-110391 SA#52 discussed the concept of Equivalent PLMN identities. The following conclusions were reached.

The applicability of Equivalent PLMN identities in future development.
SA reconfirmed that in general all new features (or enhancements to existing features) should continue to be designed to work also for operators using Equivalent PLMN identities. 
It was also confirmed that if/when it is not possible to develop complete support for the EPLMN concept (i.e. Networks using EPLMN has the same features/capabilities and the same operational situation as a stand alone PLMN networks) then such deviations should be documented in relevant stage 1 and stage 2 documents.
MDT

It has been identified that MDT in release 10 is so far not supported for roaming users. This seems to be based on a decision in SA3 and communicated in an SA3 LS (See SP-110250).

“…Because user consent is defined by national regulation and local operator policy, and therefore may differ between home and visited network operator, it is necessary to ensure that MDT traces are only sent to TCEs under control of the operator that the user has given consent to. Therefore, SA3 recommends that roaming users always are excluded from MDT data collection. …”
As has been made clear in SP-110391 an operator can build a network (in one market) including e.g. different RATs on different PLMN identities but declare them as “Equivalent” by means of Equivalent PLMN identities. In such a network users are, technically speaking, roaming although still are with the same operator in one and the same market. By roaming we here refer to that RPLMN is not the same as either the HPLMN identity defined by the IMSI or by an entry in a non-empty list of Equivalent HPLMN identities.

In such a scenario it shall be possible to do MDT across the PLMNs identified as equivalent within a single operator’s network and where the country as identified by the MCC of the RPLMN is the same as the country identified by the MCC in the IMSI..
Equivalent HPLMN identites

During the discussion it was also requested and confirmed that Equivalent HPLMN identities shall also continue to be respected in future development since it is extensively used in various markets.
2. Actions:

RAN, RAN2, RAN3, SA3, SA5, CT1
These groups are kindly requested to investigate the necessary changes, in Release 10 or 11, to MDT to make it also applicable in a context where Equivalent PLMN identities are applied within a single operator’s network and where the country as identified by the MCC of the RPLMN is the same as the country identified by the MCC in the IMSI. It should be equally applicable to MDT

… that is started in a PLMN, equivalent to the HPLMN 

… as well as for mobility between a PLMN equivalent to the HPLMN and HPLMN 

….and for mobility between PLMNs equivalent to the HPLMN. 

CRs are encouraged to TSGs#53 for possible approval in Rel 10 or Rel 11. The release that the RAN related changes applies to will be decided by RAN#53..
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