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Discussion
In SA2#94 (New Orleans) LIMONET Work Item scope was reduced to accommodate for a reduced slot assignment in Rel.12. This was corroborated in SA plenary in Barcelona. 

It is clear that to meet Rel.12 timeframe, any adopted solution needs to have minimal standard impact, while satisfying the requirements. Therefore, we see a need to reuse as much as possible currently available architectures, i.e., Rel.10 LIPA and Rel.10 SIPTO, depedning on the use case.

Use case 1: Collocated L-GW (Example: Residential case)

The only available architecure that considers a local GW collocated with the H(e)NB is Rel.10 LIPA. By reusing LIPA architecture for SIPTO at the local network in the collocated L-GW case (which corresponds to Solution 3 in TR  23.859.), the main impacts are:

· SIPTO permission extension (common to any solution)
· Clarification of MME behavior to select L-GW based on L-GW address inclusion and SIPTO@LN permissions.
Conclusion 1: Solution 3, reuse of Rel.10 LIPA architecure, should be adopted for collocated L-GW case.
Use case 2: Non-collocated L-GW (Example: Enterprise)

The only available architecure that allows for traffic offloading in a non-collocated GW is Rel.10 SIPTO. By reusing Rel.10 SIPTO architecture for SIPTO at the local network in the non-collocated case (which corresponds to Solution 1 in TR  23.859.), the main impacts are:

· SIPTO permission extension (common to any solution)

· Adding SeGW to interfaces with local S-GW/L-GW.
· Clarification of S-GW relocation.
Therefore, reusing Rel.10 SIPTO for non-collocated SIPTO@LN is the solution that requires less standard impact.

Conclusion 2: Solution 1, reuse of Rel.10 SIPTO architecure, should be adopted for non-collocated L-GW case.
Proposed change to TR 23.859
6
Conclusions

For Key issue #L1: "Architecture for LIPA mobility", it is agreed that the solution 1 described in clause 5.2.1.1, "Architecture solution 1: Standalone logical L-GW" will be adopted as the baseline architecture.

For Key issue #SL2: “SIPTO at the local network permission”, it is agreed that the solution 1 described in clause 5.4.2.2 will be adopted for SIPTO@LN control.
For Key issue #SL4: “Architecture for SIPTO@LN”, the following is agreed:

· Solution 3 described in subclause 5.4.4.4 will be adopted as architecture for SIPTO@LN in the case where the L-GW is collocated with the H(e)NB..
· Solution 1 described in subclause 5.4.4.2 will be adopted as architecture for SIPTO@LN in the non-collocated case.
NOTE: 
Further details not covered in this TR for Solution 1 and Solution 3 will be covered directly in TS 23.401 and TS 23.060.
In this release there is no support for Dedicated bearers on the PDN connection used for local network. The Local GW (L-GW) shall reject any UE requested bearer resource modification or secondary PDP context Activation procedure. The local GW shall not initiate any dedicated bearer activation procedure.
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