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1. Overall Description:

CN4 thanks SA2 and SA5 for their LS’s with regard to the inclusion of the VPLMN-Id (MCC + MNC) in messages passed from the SGSN to the GGSN in GTP.

During CN4 #16, a number of opinions were expressed with regard to the suitable degree of granularity of Location of the MS that would be useful.  It was agreed by CN4 that the SA2 proposal to include VPLMN-Id would be useful and further, that the advice of SA2 to make changes back to R97 should be adhered to.  

To minimise the impact of a change to R97, it was decided by CN4 that reuse of an existing Information Element in GTP would be the best solution.  As a result, RAI is to be added to CreatePDPContext Request and UpdatePDPContext Request as an optional IE.

RAI contains the MCC and MNC and also LAC and RAC.  There was some discussion within CN4 with regard to whether LAC and RAC should be populated with the information for the subscriber’s location or should be populated with dummy values.  Two options were considered;-

1. The LAC and RAC may be populated with the correct information of the subscriber as an implementation option, or

2. The LAC and RAC shall be set to ‘FFFE’ and ‘FF’ respectively.

Option 1 is a super set of the requirement that SA2 communicated to CN4, and is considered to potentially be useful in the implementation of future services.  However, there were also opinions expressed that suggest that Option 1 would break the principles of transparency of mobility management in the SGSN.  There was acceptance that if the LAC and RAC were populated with the correct information for the subscriber, this information should not be communicated beyond the bounds of the home network, that is the GGSN should not pass this information to third party devices such as RADIUS servers.  CN4 would like to ask SA2 if they see any potential requirement to populate the RAC and LAC of the RAI with the correct information for a subscriber.

2. Actions:

To SA2 group.

ACTION: 
CN4 asks SA2 group to indicate whether they feel that the full RAI of a subscriber’s current location in a roamed network would be useful information to be communicated to the GGSN.

CN4 would appreciate a response to this question in time for our next meeting.

3. Date of Next CN3 Meetings:

CN4 #17
11th Nov. – 15th Nov. 2002

Bangkok, Thailand

CN4 #18
11th Feb. – 15th Feb 2003

Dublin, Ireland
