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1. Introduction

This contribution discuss and propose value range of some IEs in 36.413.
2. discussion

2.1 MME UE S1AP ID/eNB UE S1AP ID
Current: INTEGER (0..4095)

Proposal: INTEGER (0..16777215) i.e. 3 bytes.

Reason: A MME can accommodate the number of UE at the same time much more than 4096. The maximum number would be the issue. We propose the 16777216 while that would be too much for real life. However, the LTE should not be degraded considering the local reference in today No.7 SCCP has 3 bytes, therefore at least 3 bytes (i.e. max 16777216) should be specified.

2.2 Target eNB-ID
Current: FFS
Proposal:  TAI + eNB-ID (where TAI = MCC + MNC + TAC)
Reason: considering that the intra LTE mobility may also handover to different PLMN during the LTE_Active state, it would be reasonable to include the TAI. 

2.3 Source eNB-ID

Current: FFS

Proposal: TAI + eNB-ID (where TAI = MCC + MNC +TAC)
Reason: same as above.
2.4 S-TMSI

Current: FFS
Proposal: 40bits i.e. 5 bytes
Reason: as shown in 23.401 Annex H (while it is still Informative)
2.5 TAI

Current: OCTET STRING

Proposal: MCC + MNC + TAC 

Reason: refer to chapter 5.2.3 in 23.402

2.6 TAC
Current: not specified yet
Proposal: OCTET STRING
Reason: the usage for home eNode B, where one per room (or per house) may be deployed and each home eNode B will likely has its own TAI or different type of TAI, the length of the TAC should be considered large enough. However, it is still FFS on how to define TAI for the Home eNB.
2.7 eNB ID
Current: OCTET STRING

Proposal: INTEGER (0..16777216) i.e. 24bits

Reason: considering the usage of home eNode B in future, where one per room (or per house) may be deployed the length of the eNB ID should be considered large enough, one idea is the 24 bits, which can have up to 16,777,216.

3. Conclusion and proposal
It is proposed to discuss and agree the parameter range. The correspondent CRs is in R3-080125.
PAGE  
2

