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1
Introduction
At RAN3#73 and 73bis the various use cases for HeNB enhanced mobility in Rel-11 have been prioritized according to the following table from [1]: 
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O= open, H = Hybrid, C= closed. 
Notes:
Priorities: 1 is the highest, 3 is the lowest.


This table however doesn’t directly translate in a prioritization of RAN3 work due to reasons explained in section 2. A second table for “RAN3 work prioritization” is thus derived in the conclusion section.

2
Description 
2.1
Prioritization of “Need of X2 proxy”
The current TP has identified 3 issues to look at, as follows:

1/ Need for X2 proxy

2/ Membership verification: this corresponds to the cases macro- HeNB hybrid, HeNB open- HeNB hybrid, HeNB hybrid- HeNB hybrid.

3/ Macro to open HeNB

The issue is related to the first point “need for X2 proxy”. As explained in the TP summary, the need for an X2 proxy is still challenged and hence should not be a pre-requisite of 2/ and 3/. Moreover, we think it is an orthogonal question that would apply on top of any other scenarios.

Finally the “need for X2 proxy” is not an “issue” as such, but an optimisation of the solution. This optimization is therefore not even captured in the current use case prioritisation table and has never been agreed to be ranked priority 1. So there is no reason to treat it with other items agreed as priority 1. 
Proposal 1: we propose to break the link between “need for X2 proxy” and other priority 1 items treated in the TP . We propose to create instead a new “RAN3 work prioritisation table” as shown in the conclusion section where the “need for X2 proxy” is allocated priority 3.
2.2
Prioritization of “Membership Verification” and “Access Control”
It is currently proposed in the TP to apply commonalities between the macro-hybrid scenario on one hand and the open/hybrid HeNB- hybrid HeNB scenarios on the other hand. This is because all of these scenarios will use Membership Verification and it is desirable to have one common solution. 
This goes in the right direction. However we would like to point out that allocating scenarios as priority 2 (or even 3) doesn’t mean that those scenarios should be excluded from release 11. In the end, the overall release 11 solution will therefore also need to integrate the macro-closed HeNB and the open HeNB– closed HeNB scenarios, where a solution for Access Control will need to be designed.
Therefore if by solving the Membership Verification issue a solution is agreed that doesn’t fit the latter scenarios involving Access Control, a duplicated solution would need to be introduced in the standards.
Hence we think we should go one step further and also seek commonalities between Membership Verification solutions and the Access Control solutions.
For example, solutions where the UE is first accepted to the target HeNB before the Membership Verification is done, would not be reusable for scenarios where Access Control is needed.

Proposal 2: a single common solution should be designed not only for all scenarios requiring Membership Verification but also for all scenarios requiring Access Control (even if those scenarios are currently given a lower priority 3). This means that the solution for scenarios involving closed cells should be considered at the same time as  designing the Membership Verification solution.

3
Conclusion and Proposals
This paper has shown two logical flaws with the current prioritization process, one linked to the priority associated with the X2 proxy, the second in not considering closed cells at the same time as designing solutions for hybrid cells.
We propose to correct these two flaws as follows:

Proposal 1: we propose to break the link between “need for X2 proxy” and other priority 1 items considered in the TP . We propose to create instead a new “RAN3 work prioritisation table” as shown here-below where the “need for X2 proxy” is allocated priority 3.

Proposal 2: a single common solution should be designed not only for all scenarios requiring Membership Verification but also for all scenarios requiring Access Control (even if those scenarios are currently given a lower priority 3). This means that the solution for scenarios involving closed cells should be considered at the same time as designing the Membership Verification solution.

To that end we propose to agree on the new following “RAN3 work prioritization table” and restructure the TR accordingly:
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	Common Solution for Membership Verification and Access Control. Membership Verification use cases have higher priority but the solution should be common to all scenarios.

Solution 1: common solution for MV and AC

Solution 2: separate solution for MV and AC
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We also propose consistently that the agenda separates 3g and LTE and is further organized along these LTE conclusions: 

	15.  Further H(e)NB Mobility enhancements SI
WID: RP-110456 (target: RAN#54); Status: RP-111054

	15.1.  3g

	15.1.1 blabla

	15.1.2 blabla

	15.1.3 blabla

	15.2.  LTE



	15.2.1 Basic solution eNB-HeNB / HeNB-eNB


	15.2.2 Membership Verification and Access Control


	15.2.3 Optimization of the basic solution by an X2 proxy


	15.5.  RAN sharing

	15.6.  Others

Including further considerations on non-high priority usecases


[1] R3-112312
Text Proposal for Use Cases for UMTS and LTE, Alcatel-Lucent.
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