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6. Remove FFS and change the terminology of ‘Contention resolution failure’ to ‘Contention resolution failure indication’.
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*** Start of change ***
22.4.1.4
Adapting handover and/or reselection configuration

This function enables requesting of a change of handover and/or reselection parameters at target cell. The source cell that initialized the load balancing estimates if it is needed to change mobility configuration in the source and/or target cell. If the amendment is needed, the source cell initializes mobility negotiation procedure toward the target cell.


The source cell informs the target cell about the new mobility setting and provides cause for the change (e.g. load balancing related request). The proposed change is expressed by the means of the difference (delta) between the current and the new values of the handover trigger. The handover trigger is the cell specific offset that corresponds to the threshold at which a cell initialises the handover preparation procedure. Cell reselection configuration may be amended to reflect changes in the HO setting. The target cell responds to the information from the source cell. The allowed delta range for HO trigger parameter may be carried in the failure response message. The source cell should consider the responses before executing the planned change of its mobility setting.
All automatic changes on the HO and/or reselection parameters must be within the range allowed by OAM.
*** Next change ***
22.4.X
Support for Mobility Robustness Optimisation
One of the functions of Mobility Robustness Optimization is to detect radio link connection failures that occur due to Too Early or Too Late Handovers, or Handover to Wrong Cell. These three cases are defined and their respective detection mechanisms are carried out through the following:

-
[Too Late HO] A failure occurs in the source cell before the HO was initiated or during the HO procedure; the UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connection in the target cell (if HO was initiated) or in a cell that is not the source cell (if HO was not initiated). 
If the UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connection in a cell that belongs to  eNB B, after a failure at the source cell belonging to eNB A, different from eNB B, then eNB B may report this event to eNB A by means of the RLF Indication Procedure.

-
[Too Early HO] A failure occurs shortly after a successful handover from a source cell to a target cell or during a handover; the UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connection in the source cell. 
If the target cell belongs to an eNB B different from the eNB A that controls the source cell, the eNB B may send a HANDOVER REPORT message indicating a Too Early HO event to eNB A when eNB B receives an RLF INDICATION message from eNB A and if eNB B has sent the UE CONTEXT RELEASE message to eNB A related to the completion of an incoming HO for the same UE within the last Tstore_UE_cntxt seconds.

-
[HO to Wrong Cell] A failure occurs shortly after a successful handover from a source cell to a target cell or during a handover; the UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connection in a cell other than the source cell and the target cell. 
If the handover from the source cell to the target cell was successful and the target cell belongs to eNB B that is different from the eNB A that controls the source cell, the eNB B may send a HANDOVER REPORT message indicating a HO To Wrong Cell event to eNB A when eNB B receives an RLF INDICATION message from eNB C, and if eNB B has sent the UE CONTEXT RELEASE message to eNB A related to the completion of an incoming HO for the same UE within the last Tstore_UE_cntxt seconds.  This also applies when eNB A and eNB C is the same. The HANDOVER REPORT Message may also be sent if eNB B and eNB C are the same and the RLF Indication is internal to this eNB. 
If the handover from the source cell in eNB A to the target cell was not succesful, and the UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connection to a cell in eNB C, then eNB C may send a RLF INDICATION message to eNB A.The detection of the above events, when involving more than one eNB, is enabled by the RLF Indication and Handover Report procedures.

The RLF Indication procedure may be initiated after a UE attempts to re-establish the radio link connection at eNB B after a failure at eNB A. The RLF INDICATION message sent from eNB B to eNB A shall contain the following information elements:

-
Failure Cell ID: PCI of the cell in which the UE was connected prior to the failure occurred;

-
Reestablishment Cell ID: ECGI of the cell where RL re-establishment attempt is made;

-
C-RNTI: C-RNTI of the UE in the cell where UE was connected prior to the failure occurred.

-
shortMAC-I (optionally): the 16 least significant bits of the MAC-I calculated using the security configuration of the source cell and the re-establishment cell identity.

eNB B may initiate RLF Indication towards multiple eNBs if they control cells which use the PCI signalled by the UE during the re-establishment procedure. The eNB A selects the UE context that matches the received Failure Cell ID and C-RNTI, and, if available, uses the shortMAC-I to confirm this identification, by calculating the shortMAC-I and comparing it to the received IE.

The Handover Report procedure is used in the case of recently completed handovers, when a failure occurs in the target cell (in eNB B) shortly after it sent the UE Context Release message to the source eNB A. The HANDOVER REPORT message contains the following information:

-
Type of detected handover problem (Too Early HO, HO to Wrong Cell)

-
ECGI of source and target cells in the handover

-
ECGI of the re-establishment cell (in the case of HO to Wrong Cell)

-
Handover cause (signalled by the source during handover preparation)

22.4.Y
Support for RACH Optimisation
The setting of RACH parameters that can be optimized are: 

-
RACH configuration (resource unit allocation);

-
RACH preamble split (among dedicated, group A, group B);

-
RACH backoff parameter value;

-
RACH transmission power control parameters.

UEs which receive polling signalling shall report the below two information

-
Number of RACH preambles sent until the successful RACH completion;

-
Contention resolution failure indication (1bit).

Based on reported information, unsuitable RACH physical resource and unsuitable power setting problems can be detected and correspording PRACH parameters can be adjusted by eNB.

*** Next change ***
22.5
Void















22.6
Void










*** End of change ***
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