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1 Introduction 
This paper summarized the email discussion on IP address selection.

2 Discussion 
The following are 3 groups of solutions and companies views so far:

Solution 1: 36.414/36.424 CR to allow both IPv4 and IPv6 and specify the sequence. Plus Stage 2 CR.
Supporting companies: Samsung, China Telecom, ZTE, CATT, LG, NEC, Qualcomm, Cisco

NSN has a slight preference for solution 1 as long as it is clear that it applies only to the HeNB-GW scenario.

Solution 2: Reverse agreements on single IP version transmission (CR agreed in RAN3#83bis) without specifying the sequence and stage 2 CR
Supporting company: Ericsson

Solution 3: Add new IE to S1 E-RAB SETUP REQUEST/ INITIAL CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST/ HANDOVER REQUEST or INITIAL UE MESSAGE message.
3a: add the second TNL address IE in E-RAB SETUP REQUEST/ INITIAL CONTEXT SETUP REQUEST/ HANDOVER REQUEST messages (ALU)

3b: add eNB supported IP version to Initial UE Message message(ZTE).

There is interoperability issue for solution 2. I.e. HeNB don't know which one is put first by MME. If HeNB has misunderstanding, the interpretation will be wrong. To make it works, operator has to make each HeNB aware which one is in the first place. It is a big burden for operators especially for residual scenarios.

Technically, it is better to select one solution between 1 and 3. 

Considering both solution 1 and solution 3 can solve the problem and solution 1 have no ASN.1 impact, solution 1 may be a good way forward considering the status quo above.

Tentative Proposal: Agree solution 1 as the way forward?
3 Conclusion and proposal
It is proposed for RAN3 to select one solution based on the status quo above.
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