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1
Decision/action requested

This contribution is to discuss and approve the proposals on the impact on Itf-N 
for different network sharing scenarios.
2
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3
Rationale

There are five scenarios discussed for 
4.1.2.1 
Scenario 1A: Shared node managed by Master Operator DM.

4.1.2.2 
Scenario 1B: Shared node managed by Master Operator DM (3GPP defined).


4.1.2.3 
Scenario 1C: Master Operator – Manages all RAN.


4.1.2.4 
Scenario 1D: Master Operator – Manages all RAN. (3GPP defined).


4.1.2.5 
Scenario 1E: Network sharing between operators who own independent equipment and no DM/NM sharing.
The impact to itf-N has not discussed individually for different scenarios.

· For scenario 1A/1C/1D, 
DM will differentiate different NM and communicate with the NM with the specific NM data. Then it requires DM should be able to differentiate the NMs through itf-N..

· For scenario 1B, 
DM will need to forward all the information including the PLMN information through itf-N to the master NM and the master opeator’s NM will decide which data is belonging to other NMs who share the RAN.
· For scenario 1E, 
IRPAgent will need to recognize the UEs from which shared operators. 

· The RAN sharing management agreement shall also be considered when distributing the data for shared network nodes.

4
Detailed proposal

	1st Modified Section


4.1.2.6 
itf-N impact for different scenarios

The impact to itf-N was not same for different OAM deployment scenarios.
· For scenario 1A/1C/1D,
· DM will differentiate different NM and communicate with the NM with the specific NM data. Then it requires DM should be able to differentiate the NMs through itf-N.
· The RAN sharing management agreement among different operators shall be considered by DM when DM decides on the distribution of the data.
· For scenario 1B, 
· DM will need to forward all the information including the PLMN information through itf-N to the master NM and the master opeator’s NM will decide which data is belonging to other NMs who share the RAN.
· The RAN sharing management agreement among different operators shall be considered by master NM when master NM decides on the distribution of the data.
· For scenario 1E, 
· IRPAgent will need to recognize the UEs from which shared operators.
· The RAN sharing management agreement among different operators shall be considered by IRPAgent when IRPAgent decides on the distribution of the data.
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