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Introduction
During SA2#52 a comparison of the mobility solutions between 3GPP and non-3GPP systems was included in TR 23.882 as section 7.8.3.3. This comparison shows that the basic requirements cannot be satisfied without a host-based mobility protocol. Therefore it is proposed to introduce a working assumption that the mobility mechanism between 3GPP and non-3GPP systems is based on host-based mobility protocol or protocols.

Discussion

In section 7.8.3.3 some basic requirements for mobility between 3GPP and non-3GPP systems are listed. It was found that requirement 3 

“The Evolved 3GPP System shall support IPv4 and IPv6 connectivity. Interworking between IPv4 and IPv6 terminals, servers and access systems shall be possible. Mobility between access systems supporting different IP versions should be supported.”

cannot be satisfied with network-based mobility protocols. This type of restriction is not coming from the limitation of the existing protocol specifications, but it cannot be supported due to the concept of the network-based mobility solution. On the other hand it was found that the host-based mobility protocols also have some limitations. However these limitations can be overcome with additional mechanisms, i.e., these limitations are not conceptual limitations. 

Therefore the use of host-based mobility protocol as a global mobility protocol needs to be used for efficiently providing services over either IP version and it is proposed to continue the work of SAE with the assumption that a host-based mobility protocol is used between 3GPP and non-3GPP networks. 

Proposal

The following changes are proposed against 23.882 to introduce this working assumption:
<********* Start of 1st set of Changes *********>
4.2
Architecture for the evolved system – non-roaming case

Figure 4.2‑1 depicts the base line high level architecture for the evolved system.

Editor's note:
It is not the finalized architecture model for the evolved system. i.e. it does not contain all functions/interfaces required, and some functions/interfaces may be added, deleted or modified in the course of the key issue discussions.
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Figure 4.2-1: Logical high level architecture for the evolved system

The location of the functions belonging to MME/UPE is dependent on RAN CN function split table, i.e. it is FFS.

It is FFS whether there is an interface between UTRAN and evolved packet core.

The separation of MME/UPE into two separate entities is FFS.

Editor's Note: Additional Architecture diagram updates will be done following concrete resolutions on the other key issues. The current figure above does not intend to draw any conclusion regarding the functional grouping within the Evolved Packet Core. The number of interfaces and their termination points may change once the grouping and other key issues are resolved.

3GPP Anchor

The 3GPP Anchor is a functional entity that anchors the user plane for mobility between the 2G/3G access system and the LTE access system. 

SAE Anchor

The SAE Anchor is a functional entity that anchors the user plane for mobility between 3GPP access systems and non-3GPP access systems.
Whether the 3GPP Anchor functional entity is co-located with the MME/UPE or the SAE Anchor or both is FFS. I.e. it is FFS whether to standardize open interfaces between the MME/UPE and the 3GPP Anchor and between the 3GPP Anchor and the SAE Anchor. 

Note: The Inter Access System Anchor (IASA) is indicated with a dotted box in Figure 4.2-1, because it is used in several parts of this TR, including in figures, to represent both the 3GPP Anchor and the SAE Anchor.
Note: It is FFS how to map SAE architecture for the non-roaming case in Figure 4.2-1 to the roaming architectures in section 4.3
Reference points
S1:
It provides access to Evolved RAN radio resources for the transport of user plane and control plane traffic.

S2:
It provides the user plane with related control and mobility support between WLAN 3GPP IP access or non 3GPP IP access and the SAE Anchor. The working assumption is that host-based IP mobility protocol or protocols are used over this reference point.
S3:
It enables user and bearer information exchange for inter 3GPP access system mobility in idle and/or active state. It is based on Gn reference point as defined between SGSNs.

User data forwarding for inter 3GPP access system mobility in active state (FFS). 
S4:
It provides the user plane with related control and mobility support between GPRS Core and the 3GPP Anchor and is based on Gn reference point as defined between SGSN and GGSN.

S5a:
It provides the user plane with related control and mobility support between MME/UPE and 3GPP anchor.

It is FFS whether a standardized S5a exists or whether MME/UPE and 3GPP anchor are combined into one entity. 
S5b:
It provides the user plane with related control and mobility support between 3GPP anchor and SAE anchor.  It is FFS whether a standardized S5b exists or whether 3GPP anchor and SAE anchor are combined into one entity.
S6:
It enables transfer of subscription and authentication data for authenticating/authorizing user access to the evolved system (AAA interface).

S7:
It provides transfer of (QoS) policy and charging rules from PCRF to Policy and Charging Enforcement Point (PCEP). 
The allocation of the PCEP is FFS. 
SGi: 
It is the reference point between the Inter AS Anchor and the packet data network. Packet data network may be an operator external public or private packet data network or an intra operator packet data network, e.g. for provision of IMS services. This reference point corresponds to Gi and Wi functionalities and supports any 3GPP and non-3GPP access systems.
Protocol assumption:
-
The interfaces between the SGSN in 2G/3G Core Network and the Evolved Packet Core (EPC) shall be based on GTP protocol.

-
The interfaces between the SAE MME/UPE and the 2G/3G Core Network shall be based on GTP protocol.
-
The mobility mechanism to provide mobility between 3GPP and non-3GPP systems shall use host-based IP mobility protocol or protocols, such as MIPv4 [23] or MIPv6 [24] or DSMIPv6 [27].
<********* End of 1st set of Changes *********>
<********* Start of 2nd set of Changes *********>

7.8.3.3
Comparison of different mobility management schemes
The following alternatives are currently considered for mobility between 3GPP and Non-3GPP systems:
1. MIPv4 with FA-CoA [23]

2. MIPv4 with Co-CoA [23]

3. MIPv6 [24]

4. NetLMM [25]

5. Proxy MIP (Note: There are two kinds of PMIP, i.e. PMIPv4 [26] and PMIPv6 [17]).
6. DSMIPv6 [27]
The main SAE requirements listed in section 5 for the evolved 3GPP Mobility Management are as follows:

Requirement 1: The Evolved 3GPP Mobility Management solution shall be able to accommodate terminals with different mobility requirements (e.g.: fixed, nomadic and mobile terminals).

Requirement 2: The Evolved 3GPP Mobility Management should allow optimized routing for user-to-user traffic (including communication towards Internet and PSTN users, e.g.: via local break-out) and in all roaming scenarios (e.g.: when both users are in a visited network).

Requirement 3: The Evolved 3GPP System shall support IPv4 and IPv6 connectivity. Interworking between IPv4 and IPv6 terminals, servers and access systems shall be possible. Mobility between access systems supporting different IP versions should be supported.

Additional SAE requirements listed (not specific to mobility management) in section 5 that should be considered: 

Requirement 4: Transport overhead needs optimization, especially for the last mile and radio interfaces.
Editor’s Note: The above list is not complete and further requirements can be added.
The advantages and disadvantages of different schemes are tabulated below:

	Scheme
	Advantages
	Disadvantages
	Requirements Satisfied
	Requirements Not Satisfied Natively

	MIPv4 FA-CoA
	· Mature mobility management protocol (in IETF)
· Need to allocate only one CoA for all UE

	· Handover interruption time may not meet the requirements for some types of flows, e. g., real time flows. 
· Additional signalling overhead over the air as UE needs to perform MIP binding updates both periodically as well as for every handover

· All terminal need to necessarily implement MIPv4 stack

· Inefficient routing (triangular routing)

· Core network elements need to support FA functionality
	Requirement 1 

Requirement 4
	Requirement 2 

Requirement 3

	MIPv4 Co-CoA
	· Mature mobility management protocol (in IETF)
· Lesser impact on core network terminals as FA functionality need not be implemented

· Need to allocate one CoA for each UE leading to limitation in availability of IP address


	· Handover interruption time may not meet the requirements for some types of flows, e. g., real time flows. 
· Additional overhead in the air due to tunnel between HA and UE

· Additional signalling overhead over the air as UE needs to perform MIP binding updates both periodically as well as for every handover

· All terminals that desire IASA mobility need to necessarily implement MIPv4 stack

· Inefficient routing (triangular routing)
	Requirement 1
	Requirement 2 

Requirement 3

Requirement 4 Note: This can be achieved based on additional mechanisms

	MIPv6
	· Mature mobility management protocol (in IETF)
· Can support route optimization

· Supports optimizations like FMIP and HMIP

· Less impact on core network terminals since FA functionality need not be implemented

	· Handover interruption time may not meet the requirements for some types of flows, e. g., real time flows. 

Note: Optimizations such as FMIP and HMIP can be used, to enable fast handover
· Additional overhead in the air due to tunnel between HA and UE or Home Address Option

· Additional signalling overhead over the air as UE needs to perform MIP binding updates both periodically as well as for every handover

· All terminals that desire inter access mobility need to necessarily implement MIPv6 stack
	Requirement 1 

Requirement 2
	Requirement 3

Requirement 4 Note: This can be achieved based on additional mechanisms

	NetLMM    


	· Little mobility signaling over the air interface for inter-access mobility 

· Since mobility signaling is handled locally (only involving network entities), the HO interruption time is potentially smaller

· UE does not need to implement MIP stack
	· Impact on core network elements as they need to implement NetLMM stack 

· Cannot support IPv4 only core network in initial release
	Requirement 1

Requirement 2 

Requirement 4
	Requirement 3 

	Proxy MIP
	· Little mobility signaling over the air for inter-access mobility 

· Since mobility signaling is handled locally (only involving network entities), the HO interruption time is potentially smaller

· UE does not need to implement MIP stack
	· Impact on core network elements as they need to implement proxy mobility agent is needed

· Specification status for IPv6 unclear (solution not accepted by IETF NetLMM WG)

· Proxy agent needs to run at least as many instances of MN client as the number of UE’s.
	Requirement 1 

Requirement 2 (for PMIPv6 alone)

Requirement 4
	Requirement 3 

	DS-MIPv6
	· Supports mobility of IPv6 terminals in IPv4 networks

· Supports both private and public IPv4 visited access networks
	· Cannot support IPv4 only terminal

· Handover interruption time may not meet the requirements for some types of flows, e. g., real time flows
	Requirement 1 

Requirement 2 

Requirement 3 (for IPv6 capable terminals)
	Requirement 4 Note: This can be achieved based on additional mechanisms


Editor’s Note: The above table is not complete and more requirements and mobility management options can be added.

The table above shows that the basic requirements for global mobility cannot be satisfied without the use of host-based mobility protocols. Therefore the working assumption is that host-based mobility protocol shall be used for global mobility.
<********* End of Changes *********>
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