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Fixed Extension of eNB IDs
Impact on legacy nodes: eNB, MME, RNC, BSC, WT, MCE, eSMLC, CBC, SGSN
Specification impact: S1AP, X2AP, M2AP, XwAP, LCSAP, SBC-AP, gtp-C   
Opex : impact to configure all neighbours 

Impact: fewer cell ids per eNB
Use of multiple PLMN IDs
no impact on Sim cards

no impact on specifications 

no impact on billing

WA: no impact on location system by configuration

Revisions (CB)

TR update
CB (CT) Update of the TR in R3-161456: input to section 5.3 of the TR for the evaluation of solutions for extending maximum number of eNBs (and input to section 5.2 for splitting the solutions) with FFS for points that can’t be resolved
1/ update of section 5.3 with the agreements reached after creating one subsection per solution evaluated
2/ for fixed extension of eNB IDs (5.3.1)
2.1/ list the exact procedures for the specifications impacted even assuming one IE (the global enb ID) is changed per procedure?
2.2/ billing/location: check impact

2.3/ confirm ANR issue can be addressed by deployment rules to be standardized in 36.300 (e.g. cell id rules allocation)
3/ for multiple PLMNs (5.3.2)
3.1/ split the multiple plmn solution into two solutions in section 5.2 e.g. soln 2a and soln 2b (2a = equivalent PLMN soln, 2b = network sharing solution) – some renumbering of section 5.2 might be needed
3.2/ check “Configuration impact on the nodes” for sol2a & 2b (assuming all UEs in PLMN A)
3/ for geographic solution (5.3.3)
3.1/ Split the geographic solution in 2 parts in section 5.2: e.g. soln 3a: with no duplication of ECGI, soln 3b with duplication of E-CGI - some renumbering of section 5.2 might be needed 

3.2/ Check Impact on RLF report 

3.3/ Check Issue of ambiguity of global enb id reported to esmlc, cbc 
3.4/ Check Impact on billing system 

3.5/ Capture Fewer cell ID for soln 3a
General
CB (CT) Way forward paper in R3-161457.

Postponed issues 

Minutes
	25. Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN SI

SID [FS_LTE_FNBID]: RP-160534 (target: RAN#73) [TU: 1 (1)]  TR 36.896

WF endorsed in R3-160956

	R3-161159
	TR for study on Flexbile eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (China Telecommunications,huawei)
	draft TR

endorsed

	R3-161160
	Evaluation on the Possible Solutions for eNB-ID Extension (China Telecommunications,Huawei)
	discussion

for umts, do we need stringent deployment rules ?
one soln : neighbor knows length of enighbour by configuration 

Noted.

	R3-161322
	Solution of “Fixed extension of eNB ID“ in Study on Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion

Noted.

	R3-161320
	Solution of “Using Multiple PLMN IDs“ in Study on Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion

Noted.

	R3-161321
	Solution of “Reusing eNB ID in different geographic areas” in Study on Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	Discussion
RLF report ? 
Noted.

	Enb id bit extension 
Impact on legacy nodes: eNB, MME, RNC, BSC, WT, MCE, eSMLC, CBC, SGSN

Specification impact: S1AP, X2AP, M2AP, XwAP, LCSAP, SBC-AP, gtp-C  (procedures to be listed while mentioning only on IE changed)?
Billing/location :  impact?
Opex : impact to configure all neighbours 

Impact: fewer cell ids per eNB
Confirm ANR issue can be addressed by deployment rules to be standardized in 36.300 (e.g. cell id rules allocation)

Multiple PLMN

CB split the multiple plmn solution into soln 2a and 2b (2a = equivalent PLMN soln, 2b = network sharing solution)

check “Configuration impact on the nodes” for sol2a & 2b (assuming all UEs in PLMN A)
no impact on Sim cards

no impact on specifications 

no impact on billing

WA: no impact on location system by configuration

geographic solution: 
Split the solution in 2 parts: 3a: with no duplication of ECGI, 3b with duplication of E-CGI

Impact on RLF report 

Issue of ambiguity of global enb id reported to esmlc, cbc ?

Impact on billing system 

Capture Fewer cell ID for soln 3a
CB (CT) Update of the TR in 1456 to capture evaluation of the extension of eNB ID, with FFS for unresolved points.
CB (CT) WF in 1457 (rapporteur update)


	

	R3-161324
	Solution of “Establish an interface instance per eNB” in Study Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion



	R3-161325
	Solution of “Fixed extension of Cell bits” in Study on Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion



	R3-161195
	Solutions evaluation on  extend maximum number of cells in an eNB (Huawei, China Telecom)
	discussion



	R3-161326
	Solution of “Supporting more Macro eNB IDs in an interface instance” in Study Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion



	

	R3-161161
	TP of Evaluation on the Possible Solutions for eNB-ID extension (China Telecommunications,Huawei)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v0.2.0, , Cat. 



	R3-161323
	Text proposal on Flexible eNB-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v0.2.0, , Cat. 



	R3-161196
	TP for Solutions evaluation on  extend maximum number of cells in an eNB (Huawei, China Telecom)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v0.2.0, , Cat. 



	R3-161327
	Text proposal on Flexible Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v0.2.0, , Cat. B



	R3-161209
	Additional Requirement for eNB-ID Extension  (China Telecommunications)
	discussion



	R3-161328
	Discussion on additional requirement in Study Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion



	R3-161185
	eNB-ID and Cell-ID Extension: How  to handle (NEC)
	discussion

Combining the use of TAC and eNB-ID can tackle the issue with no Standardisation effort
Withdrawn

	Vice Chair report in 1459
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