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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 would like to thank SA2 for their LS on "Indication of Selected CN operator in connected mode in Shared Networks".

RAN3 has studied the modifications in RANAP specification induced by the SA2 CR 8 on TS23.251. 
RAN3 has made the corresponding CR in RANAP (hereby attached) in line with SA2 architectural decision in which the Plmn is selected by the source RNC and transferred transparently by the source MSC (respectively source SGSN) to the target MSC (respectively target SGSN) in the Relocation Request message (respectively Forward Relocation Request message) which relays the information unchanged to the target RNC so that the appropriate Plmn-id can be signalled to the UE.

RAN3 has seen no particular problem when making the CR but it is the understanding of RAN3 after the study that when part of the network is upgraded in network sharing configuration, it should cause no mandatory impact to the rest of the network.

Consequently, in such scenarios where a source RNC cannot select what should be the Plmn-Id to be used at target side, the target MSC (respectively the target SGSN) shall do it instead. 
In order to allow the target SGSN to know whether it has to make the selection or not, it is the understanding of RAN3 that either there should be some 0&M impact in target SGSN to know the source RNC capabilities, or this has to be signalled by a new information element in the GTP message Forward Relocation Request that would only be present when the source RNC has been capable to make the selection.
However, no impact was seen on E-interface since a new information element has already been added by RAN3 in the attached CR in the Relocation Request message which is passed from source MSC to target MSC only when the source RNC supports this target Plmn-id selection function. 
2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

To note that RAN3 has successfully completed the RANAP CR in line with their CR8 architectural solution with no particular issue. 
To CN4 group.

To consider RAN3 study outcome that there could be some impact on GTP to indicate from the source SGSN to the target SGSN the specific Plmn-id selected by the source RNC in order to allow the target SGSN to know when it has to select a Plmn-id itself (i.e. when this indication is absent). 

To CN1 group.

To consider RAN3 study outcome that the solution should work without impact on the E-interface.   

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN 3 Meetings:

TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #46 

14 – 18 February 2005, Phoenix, USA

TSG RAN WG3 Meeting #47 

09 – 13 May 2005, TBD, Europe










































