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1 Introduction
This document proposes a way forward for further discussions on the H(e)NB Inbound Mobility topic.
2 Discussion

The following are the agreements reached in RAN2#66 for H(e)NB inbound mobility[ref]:
1) RAN2 will focus on a solution for handling inbound handovers for Rel-9 UE’s. Note that this does not rule out that the solution would also work for pre-Rel-9 UE’s, but it is not a criteria for agreement.

2) It is more important that the solutions work and are simple, than that the solutions are the same for LTE and UMTS. 
In addition, it should be noted that RAN3’s opinion is that a purely network based solution (i.e., a solution that is not UE based or does not involve UE assistance) is not feasible.

In order to make progress for both UMTS and LTE, we have to fix the set of scenarios  to be considered for each technology. The following is proposed as the set of scenarios to consider for Release 9:

· Intra and inter-freq UMTS

· Intra and inter-freq LTE 

· UMTS macro to LTE HeNB

· LTE macro to UMTS HNB
It should be left to GERAN to decide if GERAN to UMTS and LTE inbound HO should be supported. For this, it is proposed to send an LS to GERAN. 
The handover consists of a handover evaluation phase and the handover execution phase. The handover evaluation phase is where the pre-handover activities are performed. These activities include: UE decision on when/where to search, preliminary access checking, candidate system information reading, and UE measurements (could be either via DRX or gap creation). The handover execution phase is the time from reception of handover command to sending of handover complete. Regarding interruption times:

· The interruption during the handover execution phase should be no more than for a macro cell to macro cell handover

· The impact to voice call quality during the handover evaluation phase should be minimized.
 Also, any negative impact to pre-release 9 UEs should be avoided.
Based on this we can have two email discussions leading up to the next meeting:

· email discussion on scenarios where the source cell is UMTS (Intra & inter-freq UMTS and UMTS to LTE).
· email discussion on scenarios where source cell is LTE (Intra & inter-freq LTE and LTE to UMTS).
3 Conclusion
It is proposed to agree on the following:
1. Focus discussion on:

a. Intra and inter-freq UMTS

b. Intra and inter-freq LTE 

c. UMTS macro to LTE HeNB

d. LTE macro to UMTS HNB
2. Indicate this prioritization to other groups (RAN3, RAN4, GERAN, CT1, SA1, SA2).

3. It should be left to GERAN to decide if GERAN to UMTS and LTE inbound HO should be supported. For this, it is proposed to send an LS to GERAN.
4. Have the following two email discussions leading up to RAN2#66bis:
a. email discussion on scenarios where the source cell is UMTS (Intra & inter-freq UMTS and UMTS to LTE).
i. Intra and inter-freq UMTS will be prioritized (a solution has to at least solve the intra and inter-freq UMTS scenarios but preferably also the UMTS to LTE scenario).
b. email discussion on scenarios where source cell is LTE (Intra & inter-freq LTE and LTE to UMTS).
i. Intra and inter-freq LTE will be prioritized (a solution has to at least solve the intra and inter-freq LTE scenarios but preferably also the LTE to UMTS scenario).
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