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Proposal with Overlay of FlexPLI figure from RED B

and 3 possible naming solutions
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Advantages and Disadvanteges of the naming solutions

Advantages Disadvantages ! 2

LE TP LE TP

2 new FL2 (MU, ML) LE UP LE UP
1 (covers the current needs) . : LE MU LU MI
no potential for extension LE MI LE MI
LE ML LL MI
LE LO LE LO
2 No new FL2 no consistent solution for FL1
LE UP LE UP
LE MU LU MI
LE MI LE MI
potential for extension 2 new FL2 (LM, RM) LE ML LLow

LE LO LE LO
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The MME-TaskForce prefers the solution 3
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