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1
Introduction
The contributions R3-100857 [1] and R3-100880 [2] submitted to the RAN3#67 discuss which pool information need to be exchanged during the X2 Setup procedure. This document provides some additional aspects of this topic.
2
Discussion
R3-100881 [3] proposes to add requirements on the eNBs where the list of supported GU Group IDs includes all the LTE (Group ID, PLMN-ID) possible pairs previously received by the eNB over S1 Setup procedure from the MMEs it is connected to. The drawback with this proposal is that it limits the CN deployment options since the maximum length of the GU Group ID list is 16 [4]. Alternatively, the required complexity in the CN nodes is increased because coordination between MMEs is required in order to guarantee that an eNB in a network does not receive information where the number of GU Group IDs exceeds 16.
If an eNB receives information from its MMEs where more than 16 possible GU Group ID’s may be generated, all GU Group ID’s cannot be included in the list of supported GU Group ID’s. If a requirement is added to the specification mandating that all GU Group IDs are included the eNB has to select one of the following actions:
1. Tear down S1 connections towards one or several MMEs in order to reduce the number of possible GU Group IDs to 16 or less.
2. Do not establish any X2 connections.
Instead of a standardized solution, it is advantageous to leave this issue to the vendors who will develop suitable solutions when the problem occurs. Comparing to the scenario that no X2 connection is established at all, it is advantageous that the node communicates a subset of all possible GU Group IDs. 
Document [1] indicates that the protocol may be extended to cover more GU Group IDs in Rel-9. However, this is not considered necessary at the moment since the problem with GU Group ID overflow may be solved by each vendor with the current specification [4]. 
3
Proposal

This paper proposes to keep the current solution where the eNBs are allowed to select which GU Group IDs to send to neighbouring nodes. By mandating which GU Group IDs are sent in the, the overall system performance will be decreased.
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