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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank RAN2 for their reply LS on LTE-cell- and eNB-identification. 

In their LS, RAN2 listed three alternative proposals for the E-UTRAN cell global identifier (CGI) to be broadcasted on the BCCH. 

a) CGI = PLMN + CI

b) CGI = PLMN + eNB ID + CI

c) CGI = PLMN + TAC + CI

As indicated in CT1's response (C1-081422) to the original LS from RAN3 (R3-080547/C1-080974), 
Ad 4) Relation to TAI

There where discussions in RAN3 whether it would be advantageous to define the cell and eNB identification independent from the TAI that the cell belongs to. 

…

CT1 would like to express a preference for independent identifications for LTE cell, eNodeB and tracking area; … 

In CT1's opinion alternative c) should therefore be avoided.

From CT1's viewpoint it is also essential that the CGI received by the UE via BCCH and possibly sent to the core network via NAS or application layer signalling should be the same as the CGI provided by the eNB directly to the MME via S1AP during S1 connection setup. Additionally, during the S1 connection setup the TAI needs to be provided to the MME.
Concerning the length of the tracking area code, CT1 has not formed a firm opinion yet, but the current working assumption is that the TAC should have a length between 20 and 24 bits. 
This assumption is based on the size of the routing area identification in TS 24.008, where LAC and RAC together have a size of 24 bits.

Furthermore, CT1 assumes that the number of tracking areas in a network should be at least of the order of magnitude of the number of routing areas in a comparable network. Because of the possibility to assign lists of tracking area identities to a UE, CT1 expects that in practise the number of tracking areas could even be higher.

On the other hand no figures are currently available, how much of the value range of 2^24 ~ 16 million routing areas is used in practise. 
CT1 hopes to come to a better consolidated number at the next meeting in June, and for the meantime kindly asks RAN2 to note CT1's working assumption.
2. Actions:

To RAN2
ACTION: 
CT1 kindly ask RAN2 to take CT1's feedback into account and wait for further information from CT1.
3. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:

CT1#54
23th - 27th June 2008
Zagreb, Croatia

CT1#55
18th - 22nd August 2008
Budapest, Hungary
