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1 Introduction 

During the RAN3#73 meeting, RAN3 received two LSes from SA2 [1][2] related to BBF access interworking for H(e)NB. RAN3 decided to wait for further information from SA2 as it appeared from one of the LS that SA2 need to do some more work on this topic. However, recent SA2 discussions [4] show that SA2 is still waiting for the response from RAN3 for the original LS [1].
2 Discussions
During the RAN3#73 meeting, SA2 informed RAN3 (in LS R3-111825/S2-112800 [1]) about the ongoing work on the Release-11 work item on BBF Access Interworking (BBAI) Building Block I. SA2 has came to the conclusion that Tunnel Information need to be signalled in some of the RANAP/S1AP messages. The tunnel information consists of the following parameters:

· H(e)NB’s local IP address assigned by the BBF access network;

· UDP port numbers if NAT/NAPT is deployed in the BBF access network; and
· Optional: Fully Qualified Domain Name (FQDN) of the BBF access network.

SA2 requested RAN3 to examine the impacts on the identified S1-AP and RANAP messages and to confirm whether they are acceptable to RAN3.

At the same time, another LS from SA2 S2-113743/ R3-111835 [2] reach RAN3, who was in CC indicated about some issues open to the same topic. The later LS [2] clarified that the tunnel information actually includes the IP@ of the IPSec tunnel as seen in the BBF access network. SA2 has asked opinion from SA3 on how to get this information in the H(e)NB. 
RAN3 during the RAN3#73 meeting did not agree on any response LS to SA2 and instead decided to wait for further input from SA2. However, as the recent SA2 meeting minutes indicate (see below), SA2 is still waiting for response from RAN3 on the original LS.
>>>>>>   Start Extract from the SA2 Chairman Notes [4]    >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
Building Block 1:

· All the input papers for BB1 were handled (Agreed: 8; Open: 5; Noted: 11; Withdrawn: 1; Not handled: 0).
· The reply LS to CT4 on “Clarifications for BBAI BB1” is available in S2-120902. Related P-CRs for TS 23.139 are available in S2-120901 and S2-120905. S2-120905, that covers the H(e)NB scenario, is still open.

· BB1 can be considered functionally complete. Only Cat-F CRs are expected in future meetings.

· The only known outstanding issue is that the possibility to include H(e)NB IP address in RANAP signaling has not yet been acknowledged by RAN3. An LS was sent to RAN3 but reply is pending on this topic.

>>>>>>    End of Extract from the SA2 Chairman Notes [4]    >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

Therefore, considering the above status in SA2, it is requested that RAN3 should send a reply to the LS from SA2 received during the RAN3#73 meeting.

Proposal 1: It is proposed that RAN 3 shall respond the SA2 LS[1]. A draft LS is provided in [5].

Proposal 2: As per SA2 request it is proposed to add the requested parameters in the RANAP and S1AP messages. The relevant draft CRs is provided.
3 Conclusion and proposal.
Proposal 1: It is proposed that RAN 3 shall respond the SA2 LS[1]. A draft LS is provided in [5].

Proposal 2: As per SA2 request it is proposed to add the requested parameters in the RANAP and S1AP messages. The relevant draft CRs is provided.
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