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1. Overall Description:

CT4 would like to draw the attention of RAN3 to an issue related to the LCS-AP and LPPa protocols that was discussed during CT4#58 meeting. A brief description of the issue is enclosed herein:
The current specification of LCS-AP (3GPP TS 29.171), under the remit of CT4, mandates that in the “Connection Oriented Information Transfer” procedure the IE “Correlation ID” shall be absent when conveying an LPPa APDU from MME to E-SMLC, but present otherwise.
This rule has however the implication that the E-SMLC solely relies on information in LPPa to determine which target UE the LPPa APDU carries information about. For the Class 1 procedure this can be achieved by use of the “LPPa Transaction ID” which is identical in request and response message.  For the Class 2 procedures e.g. “E-CID MEASUREMENT REPORT” it is however not possible to use “LPPa Transaction ID” to identify the target UE as there is no correlation mandated of the “LPPa Transaction ID” between the Class 2 procedure and the Class 1 procedure that initiated the measurements. The only possible identifier in Class 2 procedures is thus the “E-SMLC UE Measurement ID”. The “E-SMLC UE Measurement ID” is however limited to 15 instances. This leads to that each E-SMLC is only able to initiate 15 concurrent periodic E-CID measurements.
In order to overcome this limitation, CT4 has discussed the solution attached in C4-121397 which, in brief, makes mandatory the inclusion of the Correlation-ID IE in the LCS-AP Connection-Oriented Information Transfer procedure.

CT4 would like to inform RAN3 that this solution was considered by CT4 as appropriate to solve the issue, and found the attached CR as agreeable. However, CT4 decided to postpone the approval of the CR until hearing from RAN3 their view on the issue, and receive feedback on whether RAN3 would prefer to solve the issue at LPPa level.
2. Actions:

To RAN3 group
CT4 kindly asks RAN3 to analyse the described issue, and to provide feedback to CT4 regarding their preference to address and solve the issue in LPPa, under the remit of RAN3, or if CT4 should proceed with the approval of the solution provided in the attached CR, C4-121397; this approval could be done at CT#57 plenary, provided that RAN3's answer is sent before the date of CT#57 meeting.
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