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1
Introduction
Tdoc S2-10xxxx from Ericsson (and others) provides a summary of the offline email discussion on this topic.

It provides an evaluation table but, probably, does not propose a conclusion.

In order to maintain stability of the standards, and avoid a period of prolonged uncertainty, this tdoc suggests a way forward.

2
Issues

2.1
Descriptions in the Current Specifications

During the discussion, many of the original SAE/LTE design decisions have had to be recalled and/or re-learnt. This is despite many of us having been involved in the original design work! This indicates that there is an insufficient level of information contained within 3GPP’s specifications (e.g. many of the slide sets have been drawn from scratch, rather than pulling information from 23.401/23.060 or 36.300).

In order to help the future maintainability of the LTE/SAE system, it seems worthwhile to increase the level of documentation in our specifications.
2.2
LAC+NRI configuration in eNodeB

Discussion of problem B has revealed worries about the amount of LTE signalling that results from operational changes to the 2G/3G LACs. 
This would seem to be resolvable if the eNBs are only informed of the routeing information for the NRI rather than the NRI-LAC pair. As the RNCs operate on an NRI basis (rather than NRI+LAC basis), and CSFB encourages TAC/LAC (and hence SGSN/MME) boundary alignment, there seems little to be lost by permitting the eNB to be configured with NRI rather than NRI+LAC.
3
Suggested Way Forward
The following points are proposed for agreement by SA2:
a) Solution 7 “Increased LAC range 0 to N, configurable number of of MSBits = 1” is adopted as the way forward.
b) An LS is sent to the involved groups (CT 1, CT 4, RAN 3, RAN 2) to inform them of SA2’s decision(s)
c) SA 2 identify any normative CR work that is needed to SA2 specifications, and, if possible, draft and agree the CRs.

d) SA 2 indicate to RAN 3 that, from an SA2 perspective (e.g. as the responsible group for TSs 23.236 and 23.401), it is sufficient that the eNB is configured just with NRIs and not all NRI+LAC pairs.

e) “informative” updates are made to TS 23.401 to describe the roueting principles/mechanisms for TAU, RAU, Attach, Service Request, etc.
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