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1. Introduction

The MME Identity, eNB Identity and Cell Identity have been shown as FFS in chapter 6.2 of the 36.401v1.1.0. 
6.2.3
MME Identity

Note:
It is FFS whether this identity is a separate identity, or this MME identity is included in the S-TMSI for UE.
6.2.4
eNB Identity or Cell Identity

Note:
It is FFS whether if eNB Identity or Cell Identity to be used.
This contribution is to provide a discussion and text in 36.401 to resolve the FFS.
2. discussion

2.1 MME Identity

Concerning the MME Identity, 36.401v1.1.0 shows it as FFS is because in 23.401 the principle of inclusion of identifier of the MME have been agreed but in addition to that, whether we need to further specify MME Identity as a separate identity.  Considering the use in the EUTRAN interfaces, it is clear that the MME Identity would need to specify as a separately from S-TMSI (which include the MME identity). This is because the S-TMSI would include more information that may not be needed for EUTRAN. For example, if the S-TMSI is to be used to identify the MME, then during the X2 handover, the S-TMSI would be needed in X2 Handover Request message and a more explanation is needed in the procedure text. Moreover, if the global node ID is to be specified, it has no doubt that a MME Identity in addition to one embedded in the S-TMSI, need to be specified.

We therefore propose the following:

6.2.3
MME Identity


The MME Identity is used to uniquely identify a MME in a PLMN. The MME Identity used in EUTRAN is a separated identity other than the one in S-TMSI [3].
2.2 eNB Identity or Cell Identity
Concerning the eNB Identity or Cell Identity. 36.401 show it as FFS is because this is still FFS in 36.300. Considering the use in the EUTRAN, it is clearly in the S1 handover procedure, the “source ID” is needed. This “source ID” correspond to the identity of a eNB, we therefore conclude here that the eNB Identity needs to be specified.
Regarding the Cell Identity, LS from SA2 to this meeting [3] answered that the inclusion of only node ID for the location information at the attach/service request would not be sufficient. It is interpreted that something global cell identity is needed in S1AP. Further, it is clearly in X2AP, a cell ID is needed in e.g. LOAD INFORMATION message. We therefore propose the following:

6.2.4
eNB Identity

eNB Identity is used to uniquely identify an eNB among the nodes in EUTRAN.
6.2.X
Cell Identity

The Cell Identity is used to uniquely identify a cell within EUTRAN. 
3. The proposed text 

6.2.3
MME Identity


The MME Identity is used to uniquely identify a MME in a PLMN. The MME Identity used in EUTRAN is a separated identity other than the one in S-TMSI [3].
6.2.4
eNB Identity

eNB Identity is used to uniquely identify an eNB among the nodes in EUTRAN.
6.2.X
Cell Identity

The Cell Identity is used to uniquely identify a cell within EUTRAN. 
4. Conclusion and proposal
This contribution has shown the discussion and the proposed text for the MME identity and eNB Identity or Cell Identity in 36.401. It is concluded that those identities need to be specified for use in EUTRAN.
The rapporteur will incorporate the text to the draft 36.401 if agreeable.
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