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1 Introduction
This document summarizes the offline discussion on MFBI issues during RAN2#81bis.
2 Summary of offline discussion
2.1 Issue 1: EARFCN in downlink dedicated EUTRA RRC signalling (related to proposals 1 and 6 in R2-131421)
1. According to existing procedure text in 36.331, an eNB makes sure that there are never two measObjects referring to the same physical frequency. Hence, at Inter-band handover to same physical frequency, enB will configure new measObject (Target EARFCN) and delete old measObject (Source EARFCN). This means there are no “swapping of measurement configurations”.

2. Common understanding is that there is no real problem in RAN2 spec 36.331. Some companies commented that still, it would be beneficial to capture some text specific to this inter-band handover in 36.331.

3. Companies commented that RAN4 should be asked to consider whether Inter-band handover without change of physical frequency is intra- or inter-frequency handover. The concept is not used in RAN2.

4. After further discussions among companies on the existing requirement to support early measurement configuration (before eNB knows UE capabilities), it was commented by company that preferences to keep this requirement was not strong. 

Proposal 1 RAN2 to send LS to RAN2 on Inter-band handover issue.

Draft LS is provided in R2-13xxxx.
Proposal 2 RAN2 to agree that eNB should respect UE band capability in downlink dedicated RRC signalling.
If this is agreed, Ericsson volunteers to provide CRs to next meeting.

2.2 Issue 2: MFBI-UE and MBMS (related to proposals 2, 3, 4 in R2-131421)
1. Company commented that there is a (minor) difference in RAN4 RX requirements for overlapping bands. Rapporteur assumed this is most likely not a critical issue, since the bands are by RAN4 considered as “sufficiently compatible” since they are overlapping.

No other conclusions/comments were captured.

Proposal 3 Postpone issue on MFBI-UE and MBMS to next meeting.

2.3 Issue 3: UTRA RRC connection reject with redirect to EUTRA (related to proposals 5 in R2-131421)
Not discussed during offline activity.

Proposal 4 Postpone issue on UTRA RRC connection reject with redirect to EUTRA to next meeting.
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