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1 Background
In 36.401, 36.413, 36.423 the following identities to associate an AP message to the right UE are defined:

· eNB S1-AP UE Identity

· MME S1-AP UE Identity

· Source eNB UE Context ID 

· Target eNB UE Context ID 

2 Issue with current ID names
There are two unfortunate drawbacks with these names. The first is that using the string “source” may cause some confusion as the “handover-source” is not always the message source. Example: it may be confusing that for an X2 message sent to Handover-Source-eNB the “source IP address” is IP address in target-eNB, but “Source eNB UE Context ID” refers to the Handover-Source-eNB (that is the message destination). The second is that the IDs on S1 and X2 should use the same structure as there is no conceptual difference between S1 and X2 regarding ID aspects. To make the name short and efficient “ID” should be used instead of “Identity”. The overall structure of the ID name, expressed as <NodeType XXXX ID>, is appropriate and XXXX should follow the same structure for S1 and X2. 

3 Better word than “source” in NodeType slogan for X2 
All UE associated messages over X2 is exchanged as part of a mobility procedure. A simple and easy to understand replacement of “source/target” is “old/new”, thus we avoid confusion between handover roles and message directions. The proposal is to base the ID names for X2 on the following node type names:

· Old eNB

· New eNB
4 XXXX 

With the NodeType slogan solved the four interface ID names are:

· eNB XXXX ID

· MME XXXX ID
· Old eNB XXXX ID 

· New eNB XXXX ID 

Now to XXXX:
The use of the slogan “context” should be avoided. In 36.401 there is a note highlighting the difference between eNB UE context and the UE-associated relation on application level of the interface:

“The UE-associated logical S1-connection may exist before the eNB UE context is setup in eNB. The UE-associated logical X2-connection may exist before the eNB UE context is setup in the target eNB. “ 
The distinction between the two concepts are significant, but alas very easy to mix-up. An alternative to “context” should therefore be used. Furthermore “UE” and “X2AP” (or “S1AP”) should be part of XXXX slogan (it is all about a UE association for the AP), but for the sake of technical stringency the string …. UE ID …. should be avoided (it is not IMSI).
The following ID names are proposed:
· MME UE S1AP ID

· eNB UE S1AP ID

· Old eNB UE X2AP ID 

· New eNB UE X2AP ID

5 Proposal

It is proposed to include the text proposal detailed in R3-071836 in 36.401 and that 36.413 and 36.423 is updated in line with the new names and the principles stated in 36.401 chapter 6.1.1.
We also propose to inform other groups (RAN2, SA2 and CT groups) about this decision, draft LS is provided in R3-071837.
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