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Revisions (CB)

CB (Nokia) in R3-161985 TP on solution 1 for TR  
Solution 1 clarification: 

Text for solution clarification of 1767 agreed

+ move the evaluation text on signaling to the “solution description” section with some rewording on signaling gain

Solution 1 evaluation:

Then evaluation of signaling impact -> no impact

excluding the conclusion
CB (Ericsson) in R3-161986 TP for evaluation section of solution 2 for TR 

No touch on solution description, instead move text 

into section 6.3.2 and copy/paste instead of reference

No impact on PWS because eNB can send two messages (remove impact PWS)

Capture longer restarting time depending on implementation

whether to add a statement on PCI planning ?

Capture the fact that for OPEX we don’t need to increase the ip@ number/interfaces

CB (Huawei) in R3-161989 TP on solution 3 for the TR 
Solution description:

Take text of Solution description from 1768 + rewording for neighbor eNBs interface aspect

Solution evaluation:

capture the text from 1768

whether to quantify the impact ?

need to capture something about processing e.g. paging?
CB (NEC) in R3-161990 TP for TR 
Create section 5.2.3.3 to capture solution 4 description text (in 4.1.1 from 1713) as solution 3.c without sentence on the UE

Create evaluation section in 5.3.3.3 to capture evaluation

 copy paste the evaluation of solution 3 rather than reference to solution 3 

Add S1 setup  issue +o&m system (like for other solution 3)
CB (CT) in R3-161991 TP for TR 

to fix all the FFS of solutions 1, 2, 3 of number of eNB-ID extension issue as below:
billing system

solution 1: no impact

solution 2: The billing system should be configured with the new PLMN-ID
solution 3a: no impact

solution 3b: auxiliary information shall be configured if location based charging are applied
location system

solution 2: no impact

solution 3: The location system is impacted. e.g. E-SMLC
impact legacy nodes

solution 2: include  “The Legacy node should be configured to understand the new PLMN, inter-PLMN handover function shall be enabled for both CN and eNB”  ?
solution 3: planning issue because eNB should be placed in different pool areas to avoid S1 setup issue 

capex/opex
solution 2: need to configure the PLMN ID in neighbor nodes

solution 3a: need Core Network, location system shall be updated
solution 3b: need Core Network, location system shall be updated + billing system

features

solution 1: extra configuration is needed similar to open HeNB

solution 2: no impact

solution 3a/b: impact on RLF
impact 3b: impact on MDT ?
impact existing nodess

solution 2a: no impact on existing eNBs

solution 2b: no impact on existing eNBs

 solution 3: Core Network: there is impact on MME, there is impact on  CBC

CB (CT) in R3-161992 TP for TR on tentative conclusion for the study item  
CB (CT) in R3-161993 TR update (rev of R3-161775 (rapporteur update))
TP from 1985

TP from 1986

TP from 1989

TP from 1990

TP from 1991

TP from 1992 if any

CB (CT) WF in R3-161994 (rapporteur update)
Postponed issues 

Minutes
	25. Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN SI

SID [FS_LTE_FNBID]: RP-160534 (target: RAN#73) [TU: 1]  TR 36.896

WF endorsed in R3-161499

	R3-161775
	TR 36.896, Study on Flexbile eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (China Telecommunications)
	draft TR

endorsed


	R3-161767
	Extending maximum number of cells in eNB – Solution 1 (Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	discussion

CB (Nokia) TP for TR in 1985

Solution 1 clarification: 
Text for solution clarification of 1767 agreed
+ move the evaluation text on signaling to the “solution description” section with some rewording on signaling gain

Solution 1 evaluation:

Then evaluation of signaling impact -> no impact

excluding conclusion


	R3-161918
	Solution of “Establish an interface instance per eNB” in Study Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion

Noted.

	

	R3-161919
	Solution of “Fixed extension of Cell bits” in Study on Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion

Noted

	R3-161921
	Text proposal on Flexible Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v1.0.1, , Cat. 

Contains TP for TR36.896
CB (Ericsson) TP for evaluation section of TR in 1986
No touch on solution description, instead move text 
into section 6.3.2 and copy/paste instead of reference

No impact on PWS because eNB can send two messages (remove impact PWS)
Capture longer restarting time depending on implementation

whether to add a statement on PCI planning?
Capture the fact that for OPEX we don’t need to increase the ip@ number/interfaces


	

	R3-161768
	Extending maximum number of cells in eNB – Solution 3 (Nokia, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell)
	discussion

Noted

	R3-161697
	Solutions evaluation on maximum number of cells extension in an eNB (Huawei, China Telecom)
	discussion

Noted

	R3-161698
	TP for Solutions evaluation on maximum number of cells extension in an eNB (Huawei, China Telecom)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v1.0.0, , Cat. 
CB (Huawei) TP on solution 3 for the TR 1989 
Solution description:

Take text of Solution description from 1768 + rewording for neighbor eNBs interface aspect

Solution evaluation:
capture the text from 1768
whether to quantify the impact ?
need to capture something about processing e.g. paging?



	R3-161920
	Solution of “Supporting more Macro eNB IDs in an interface instance” in Study Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	pCRr, TS 36.896 v1.0.0, , Cat. 

Noted

	

	R3-161713
	eNB-ID and Cell-ID Extension: How to handle? (NEC)
	discussion

CB (NEC) TP for TR in 1990  
Create section 5.2.3.3 to capture text of solution 4 as solution 3.c without sentence on the UE

Create evaluation section in 5.3.3.3 to capture evaluation
+ copy paste the evaluation of solution 3 rather than reference to solution 3 

Add S1 setup  issue +o&m system (like for other solution 3)



	

	R3-161801
	Evaluation on the remain issues of the possible solutions for eNB-ID Extension (China Telecommunications)
	discussion

Noted.


	R3-161803
	TP for Solutions evaluation on extend maximum number of eNBs in a PLMN (China Telecommunications)
	Discussion
billing system

solution 1: no impact
solution 2: The billing system should be configured with the new PLMN-ID
solution 3a: no impact
solution 3b: auxiliary information shall be configured if location based charging are applied
location system

solution 2: no impact
solution 3: The location system is impacted. e.g. E-SMLC
impact legacy nodes

solution 2: The Legacy node should be configured to understand the new PLMN, inter-PLMN handover function shall be enabled for both CN and eNB
solution 3: planning issue because enb should be placed in different pool areas to avoid S1 setup issue 
capex/opex
solution 2: need to configure the PLMN ID in neighbor nodes

solution 3a: need Core Network, location system shall be updated
. solution 3b: need Core Network, location system shall be updated + billing system
features

solution 1extra configuration is needed similar to open HeNB
solution 2: no impact

solution 3a/b: impact on rlf

impact 3b: check for MDT

impact existing nodess

solution 2a: no impact on existing eNBs

solution 2b: no impact on existing eNBs

 solution 3: Core Network: there is impact on MME, there is impact on  CBC
CB (CT) TP for TR in 1991

to fix all the FFS as above



	CB (CT) TP for TR in 1992 on tentative conclusion for the study item 



	R3-161922
	Discussion on additional requirement in Study Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (Ericsson)
	discussion

Noted.

	R3-161836
	Conclusion of Flexible eNB-ID and Cell-ID in E-UTRAN (China Telecommunications,Huawei)
	discussion



	CB (CT) TR update of 1775 in 1993 (rapporteur update)

TP from 1985
TP from 1986
TP from 1989

TP from 1990

TP from 1991

TP from 1992 if any
CB (CT) WF in 1994 (rapporteur update)
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