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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 provided a number of assumptions about specific items and asked for feedback. Please find the feedback below per raised item.

Item 1: For the RAN sharing scenario RAN3 followed the CT1’s recommendation to include the equivalent PLMN IDs list (including current serving PLMN). It is RAN3’s understanding that for RAN sharing scenarios all shared PLMN IDs are still broadcasted to offer the UE the possibility to select one of those indicated PLMN IDs. 

SA2 have nothing to add to this.
Item 2: For the inter 3GPP-RAT access restrictions scenario it is RAN3’s understanding that the granularity of such access restrictions list is based on LAs instead of RAs, as this is understood to be in line with current principles for 2/3G RATs. 
SA2 have nothing to add to this.

Item 3: During discussion at which occasions the area and access restrictions are provided to the eNB, RAN 3 came to the conclusion that this may happen during the TA Update procedure, which may happen due to mobility also during an ongoing connection.
RAN 3 would like to learn, whether it is foreseen that the UE shall perform TA Update in LTE_ACTIVE only in case of MME change or as soon as the UE leaves the area provided in the (list) of tracking area(s) provided at the last TA Update.
SA2: This item is under discussion in SA2. SA2 sent earlier a related LS to RAN2 and RAN3. 
Item 4: Regarding of the provision of location information by the eNB at attach/service request, RAN3 concluded to provide the TAI of the cell from which the UE initiated the attach/service request to the MME. RAN3 regards the fact that this would hide the actual E-UTRAN cell structure from the EPC as a value in itself.
SA2 requires that the eNB provides to the MME a Globally Unique ID of the E-UTRAN cell (which includes the TAI) from where the eNB received the UE request when the eNB initiates the S1 connection setup.
Item 5: In addition, RAN3 discussed the question, which Tracking Area an E-UTRA cell is actually member of. This question was raised during stage 3 work for area and access restriction indication on S1 and X2 interfaces for network sharing scenarios, which may foresee to broadcast a list of PLMN-Ids in an E-UTRA cell. RAN3 is of the opinion that
a)
any E-UTRA cell is associated with a single Tracking Area only and shall broadcast the respective TAI, which is composed of a single PLMN-Id (e.g. corresponding to the operator that provides the E-UTRA resources for network sharing), and a TAC, which consequently needs to be unique only within the PLMN of that operator. For network sharing case it seems to be desirable to get rid of coordination effort for TAC configuration among PLMNs. It needs to be further noted, that according to the TAI definition above the PLMN Ids broadcasted additionally in the respective cell are used for PLMN selection only.

b)
the eNB shall provide the TAI in the initiating message on S1 for attach/service request – as described in point 4 – according to association of an E-UTRA cell with a single Tracking Area, as described in bullet a) of point 5.
SA2 assume that the UE derives the PLMN to be used for reattaching from its stored GUTI. So it seems possible that the network may confirm to the UE for MM purposes a list of TAIs showing other PLMN IDs than indicated by the GUTI. SA2 haven’t analysed the concept RAN3 describe into detail. Therefore, at the moment SA2 cannot confirm that there are no impacts from RAN3’s concept.

SA2 understand from RAN3’s concept that the TAI provided by the eNB to the MME during S1 connection setup shows the single PLMN ID that is used for all TA’s of the shared E-UTRAN.

SA2 want to mention further that the operator of a shared E-UTRAN is not necessarily also one of the sharing CN operators. Any RAN optimisations done for the handling of multiple PLMN IDs shall not result in influencing the PLMN selection process of the UE or what is presented by the terminal to the end user as the selected network. 

2. Actions:

To RAN3 group.

ACTION:
SA2 kindly asks RAN3 to take into account the provided feedback.

3. Date of Next SA2 Meetings:
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