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1. Overall Description:

TSG-RAN WG2 would like to thank TSG-RAN WG4 for their LS entitled “LS on further RAN4 considerations on inter-RAT NCL”. 

RAN2 realize that changing a method will mean that existing designs cannot be re-used without modification. Considering that Release 8 UEs supporting E-UTRAN will anyway require new design and given the gains of excluding neighbour cell lists (in the “typical case”), e.g. reduced network configuration effort, it was found difficult to evaluate the options without having a more quantative indication of performance impacts.

Hence RAN2 would appreciate answers to the following questions:

1. If the current requirement performance specification for UTRAN detected set, using the configuration in 25.133, would be extended to “typical” cases with better radio conditions, e.g. when CPICH Ec/Io > -16 dB, SCH_Ec/Io > -14 dB, please state the anticipated potential cell search performance?

2. Comparing the cell re-selection cases (a) E-UTRAN provides a UTRAN NCL for all UTRAN neighbours consisting of e.g. 6 neighbour cells with scrambling code and TX diversity mode for each cell and (b) LTE would not provide a UTRAN NCL, what is the anticipated potential difference in performance? 

3. Comparing the cell re-selection cases (a) UTRAN provides a E-UTRAN NCL for all E-UTRAN neighbours consisting of e.g. 6 neighbour cells with cell bandwidth and MIMO configuration (as proposed in GR-0700016) for each cell and (b) LTE would not provide a UTRAN NCL, what is the anticipated potential difference in performance? 


Note that NCL means list of available neighbours, i.e. not a “black list”. 

Ideally the responses would be based on the assumption of approximately unchanged measurement performance and expressing the difference in idle mode battery consumption. However, if that is difficult, then other methods of expressing “performance” can be used.

The example scenarios described above, i.e. 6 cells etc., are provided as suitable examples for the estimation. RAN4 is welcome to identify and use more appropriate scenarios, e.g. more realistic ones or easier to provide estimates for.

2. Actions:

To TSG-RAN WG4 group.

ACTION: 
TSG-RAN WG2 kindly asks TSG-RAN WG4 to answer the questions above.
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