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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to thank RAN3 for their LS on Area and Access Restrictions.

CT1 has considered the various scenarios for handover restrictions outlined by RAN3 and would like to give the following feedback on three of these scenarios:

-
Shared RAN: Assuming that area restrictions stem from requirements within a shared network scenario only, assuming the involved UEs and RAN nodes are able to cope with (i.e. receive and broadcast) the associated list of multiple PLMN Ids and provided that respective neighbour-cell configuration data is available within the eNB, it might be sufficient to provide at connection setup to the eNB the PLMN-Id of that PLMN, which serves the UE currently / to which the UE is currently attached. 
For this scenario CT1 think that in addition to the PLMN ID of the currently serving PLMN, the MME should also provide the PLMN IDs of the equivalent PLMNs. Currently, according to TS 24.008, the MSC or SGSN can assign a list of up to 16 equivalent PLMNs, including the currently serving PLMN. CT1 assume that the same maximum number of equivalent PLMNs will also apply to SAE/LTE.
-
In case of (additional) intra PLMN / intra-LTE area restrictions (not stemming from the shared network scenario above), it might be sufficient to provide a list of forbidden (neighbouring) TAs to the eNB whenever necessary (after an inter-eNB HO, when the information of forbidden / allowed TAs within the UE needs to be updated).

-
Additional intra PLMN / inter 3GPP-RAT area restrictions could be indicated by a list of forbidden (neighbouring) LAs.

In CT1's opinion the MME should not be mandated to store the same detailed information about geographical neighbourhood relations between eNodeBs and TAs/LAs that is already available in the RAN. CT1 therefore would like to suggest that the list of forbidden TAs/LAs provided by the MME to a specific eNodeB is allowed to contain also some TAs/LAs that are not "direct neighbours" to the service area of this eNodeB, and that the eNodeB, if necessary, adapts the list of forbidden TAs/LAs received from the MME to its own needs.
2. Actions:

To TSG RAN3 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 kindly asks RAN3 to take the feedback given by CT1 into account.

3. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:
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