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1   Introduction
SA3LI sent LS [1] to RAN3, in order to ask RAN3 questions regarding the eNB capabilities, which would be needed for this LI solution. This contribution performs an analysis of the questions and provides the response.
2   Discussion
2.1   About Questions from SA3LI
SA3-LI is evaluating a potential solution for the lawful interception of ProSe One to Many communications while the UE is in network coverage. And the solution would require some functionality in the eNB. Therefore, SA3-LI listed the following questions regarding the eNB capabilities to RAN1/2/3. [1]
1) Do the current Rel. 12 RAN specifications allow for the eNB to have knowledge of (access to and/or retains) the ProSe UE ID (Source L2 ID) used in the ProSe One to Many communications of the UEs in the eNB’s coverage?

2) Do the current Rel. 12 RAN specifications allow for the eNB to have knowledge of (access to and/or retains) the ProSe Layer 2 Group ID (ProSe L2 Group ID) used in ProSe One to Many communications?

3) Do the current Rel. 12 RAN specifications allow the eNB to detect the ProSe One to Many communications, especially the content of communications (e.g., user level MAC PDUs broadcast on its resources)?
As for the ProSe UE ID (Source L2 ID) and the ProSe Layer 2 Group ID (ProSe L2 Group ID) in question 1) and 2), they are used for ProSe Direct Communication, defined in TS 23.303 [2]. And the ProSe Direct Communication, except Prose authorization procedure related to S1/X2 interface, it is out of scope for RAN3. Hence, it has not been discussed in previous RAN3 meetings. Regarding whether the eNB can detect the ProSe One to Many communications or not in question 3), it covers the procedure of Prose communication resource allocation and Prose communication connection management, which are out of scope for RAN3. So far, they have not been discussed in RAN3 as well. Therefore, we get the following observation:
Observation 1: The questions from SA3-LI are out of scope for RAN3.
2.2   About the name of X2 interface
In the attached CR in LS, there is an X2-interface defined in section 17.2.2.2[3]. It is the interface from the eNB to the DF2 to transmit some information for intercept, as in the following figure:

[image: image1]
Figure 1: ProSe One To Many Communications (In Network Coverage) Intercept configuration [3]

As we know, X2 has been already named the interface between the eNBs, as illustrated in Figure 2 below:
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Figure 2: Overall Architecture [4]

 Hence, it is proposed to ask SA3-LI to rename interface from the eNB to the DF2:
Proposal 1: It is proposed to ask SA3-LI to rename interface from the eNB to the DF2.

3   Conclusions and Proposals

Based on analysis in the previous section, we propose to change as follows:

Observation 1: The questions from SA3-LI are out of scope for RAN3.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to ask SA3-LI to rename interface from the eNB to the DF2.
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