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1. Overall Description:

CT1 wishes to thank RAN2 for their LS C1-072275/R2-073740 informing CT1 that RAN2 has agreed to the following principles:-

P1. The NAS provides the UE with a “white list” of CSG TAs identifying the CSG networks the UE has access to. The white list is stored in UE’s memory or SIM card and used by the UE to access its CSG network(s).

P2. A CSG cell indicates on BCCH that it is a “CSG cell” (1 bit indicator), i.e. access restricted. For the UE to be able to access such a CSG cell, it has to match the CSG TA broadcast by the cell with one of the CSG TAs of its white list.

P3. The CSG TAs are of fixed size, have a larger number of bits than the non-CSG TAs and are independent from the non-CSG TAs. The 1 bit indicator on the BCCH mentioned above, indicates whether the TA of the cell is a CSG TA or a non-CSG TA.

After deliberations CT1 would like to provide this feedback to RAN2.

For principle P1, CT1 agrees that the UE is provided a "white list", but CT1 is still discussing if it is the NAS who provides the "white list" of CSG TAs.
With regards to the storing of the "white list", CT1 currently has a working assumption that the "white list" is stored in the SIM card. However, CT1 will need to revisit this working assumption when it becomes clear the likely number of entries there will be in a "white list".

For principle P2, CT1 finds it acceptable that the UE checks CSG TA Identity available over the BCCH against the TA identities in his/her "white list" and along with the 1 bit indicator provided over the BCCH determine it can access that CSG-cell. CT1 understands that these are two ways to identify CSG cell.
But please note that CT1 still has not taken a decision whether the CSG area identity will be a "tracking area" or something else.

For principle P3, while CT1 finds acceptable that the TA identity of CSG cells and non-CSG cells are a fixed number of bits RAN2's LS C1-072275/R2-073740 does not mention what that fixed size is or what it contains. CT1 has based our discussion of identifiers on the following terms in the figure below. It is not yet clear whether the boundary between TA code and Cell Identity is fixed. 
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The questions CT1 wishes to raise to RAN2 are :-

Q1. Does RAN2 have a definition of TA code or TA identity in their specifications? Does RAN2 have a definition of Cell Identity in their specifications?

Q2. CT1 considers it is the responsibility of RAN2 to decide length of Cell Identity and CT1's will then take responsibility for the TAC. Do RAN2 specifications impose any constraints on the length of Tracking Area Code? Is there a relationship between the size of the TAC and the size Cell_Identity?

Q3. RAN2 mention that CSG TA identities are independent from the non-CSG TAs. Is the only difference the size of the TA identities or do CSG TAs and non-CSG TAs also have differing structures and/or formats? 

2. Actions:

To RAN2 group.

ACTION: 

CT1 would kindly request RAN2 to provide answers to the questions raised.

3. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:

CT1#50
5th - 9th November 2007

Sophia Antipolis, France

























_1253694077.vsd

