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Discussion
1. Introduction
In the last meeting, a good progress was achieved on the Xw AP. It was agreed to add PLMN ID into the WT ID as a choice. This paper is to investigate an issue further related to this agreement. 
2. Discussion

According to the agreement of last meeting and the baseline CR [3], WT ID was defined in Section 9.2.6: 
· This IE is used to identify a WT. The IE can be defined either with, or without, a PLMN Identity prefix
	IE/Group Name
	Presence
	Range
	IE type and reference
	Semantics description

	CHOICE WT ID Type
	M
	
	
	

	>WT ID Type 1
	
	
	
	

	>>PLMN WT ID
	M
	
	9.2.3
	

	>>Short WT ID
	M
	
	BIT STRING (24)
	

	>WT ID Type 2
	
	
	
	

	>> WT ID Type 2
	M
	
	BIT STRING (48)
	


From the table above, it can be seen that PLMN ID was agreed to be included in the WT ID as a choice, which means that PLMN ID may be sent from WT to eNB during the Xw setup response procedure. 
Observation 1): The PLMN ID may be sent to eNB in the Xw Setup Response message as information about which operator it belongs to. 

Based on this observation, it is to investigate the issue on whether the serving PLMN ID is needed or not during the Xw Addition procedure. 
In the legacy X2 handover and dual connectivity procedures, one important issue is about the roaming and access restrictions. The roaming and access restriction information provides the roaming restriction information and access restrictions for the subsequent mobility, for which the Handover Restriction List (HRL) is used to select the target cell for handover purpose. That is, whose PLMN belongs to the serving PLMN or Equivalent PLMNs and whose TAC does not belong to the Forbidden TACs. 
On the other hand, the same principle was agreed for MeNB to perform DC, i.e., the MeNB selects a suitable SeNB. For the case of LWA, the same principle should be followed since the same offloading situation may happen. 
Proposal 1): The principle of roaming and access restriction information should be applied to WT/AP selection for LWA.
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Fig. 1 the case of shared WT supporting LTE/WLAN aggregation operation
Fig. 1 shows an example, in which the WT is shared by several operators. In this situation, the serving PLMN will be very important for the WT from the RRM function point of views, e.g., admission control, load balancing. Therefore, the serving PLMN should be transferred to WT during the offloading procedure. The following proposal is suggested: 
Proposal 2): The serving PLMN should be included into WT Addition Request message and WT Modification Request message.
3. Conclusion
In this contribution, the RAN sharing issue was investigated. The following proposals are kindly suggested to RAN3:
Proposal 1): The principle of roaming and access restriction information should be applied to WT/AP selection for LWA.
Proposal 2): The serving PLMN should be included into WT Addition Request message and WT Modification Request message.
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