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1   Introduction
Considering the closure of study on the flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN, we would like to give the conclusion after evaluating all the candidate solutions listed in TR.
2   Discussion
As agreed in RAN3#92 meeting, the possible solutions have been captured in TR 36.896 [1]. The solutions can be applied for various cases. Therefore we would propose to conclude that the follow-up work will be based on the feasible solutions with approved benefits.
2.1 Proposed text

---Start Text Proposal---

3   Conclusions

7.1
Extend maximum number of eNBs in a PLMN
RAN3 has discussed the possible enhancements of Extend maximum number of eNBs in a PLMN. All the solutions listed in section 5 are feasible, but with limitation/impacts on deployment and/or standardization. 
· Solution 1 requires changes in all specifications and nodes using eNB ID for identification or routing.
· Solution 2a needs the extra PLMN-ID from the operator and corresponding configuration for the PLMN.
· Solution 2b needs the extra PLMN-ID from the operator and corresponding configuration for the PLMN. The extra PLMN(s) may needed to be broadcast in SIB1
· Solution 3a and 3b impact on the definition of Global eNB-ID or ECGI in the specifications. Some network node (e.g., Core network, CBC, and location system) are impacted.
· Solution 3c requires changes in some specifications using eNB ID for identification or routing. Some network node (e.g., Core network, CBC, and location system) are impacted.
3.1   Extend maximum number of cells in an eNB
RAN3 has discussed the possible enhancements of Extend maximum number of cells in an eNB. All the solutions listed in section 6 are feasible, but with limitation/impacts on deployment and/or standardization.
· Solution 1 does not have standard impacts. The Path Switch procedure is still required for handovers between cells of the physical eNB when the source and target belong to different logical eNBs. Need multiple SCTP point to support more cells. And the transport network may be impacted if using multiple logical eNBs
· Solution 2 requires changes in all specifications and nodes using eNB ID for identification or routing. It impacts the specification the same way as in solution 1 in chapter 7.1. It has a single point of failure for the control plane signalling. Also the maximum capacity is limited by the SCTP termination point exists
· Solution 3 has standard impacts. The primary impact is that there is no longer a 1:1 mapping of Global eNB ID to S1/X2 interface instance. There is a potential reduction of S1 signalling towards the core network, but it has a single point of failure for the control plane signalling. Also the maximum capacity is limited by the SCTP termination point exists.
· Solution 4 requires changes in some specifications using eNB ID for identification or routing. Some network node (e.g., Core network, CBC, and location system) are impacted.
4   Conclusion

In the above TP, a summary of all the solutions is given. Thus it is proposed to agree the text for completion of the study and use it as guideline for further standardized work.
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