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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 thanks CT1 and SA2 for their LS on PLMN and CSG whitelist handling in H(e)NB.
After the discussion, RAN2 came to the following agreement and the attached CRs are agreed accordingly.
	Agreements (Rel-9 and later): 

1
UE is member only if the UE has (PLMN1, CSG-ID) in its whitelist, and PLMN1 is broadcast in the CSG cell (primary or other), and PLMN1 is ePLMN or rPLMN for the UE currently.


Regarding the detailed questions, RAN2 would like to provide the following answers.

CT1 Question 1: In an earlier LS from RAN2 C1-111632/R2-112637 (this LS was also provided to SA2 and GERAN), RAN2 indicates that:

"In connected mode when the UE is asked to report member/non member, the UE considers itself member only if the rPLMN is broadcast by cell and (rPLMN, CSG-Id) is in the UE's whitelist."
However, SA2 indicates in their LS (C1-112373/S2-112879) that the UE can also report its membership of CSG cells on ePLMN, provided that the (ePLMN_ID+CSG_ID) combination is in the whitelist.
CT1 would like to seek RAN2 and GERAN2’s opinion of SA2’s understanding given in LS (C1-112373/S2-112879)?

CT1 Question 2: In SA2's LS (C1-112373/S2-112879), SA2 states that:

 "When an operator uses separate PLMN ids for different RAT, (e.g. PLMN A in UTRAN and PLMN B in E-UTRAN) and the network supports interPLMN handover, inter-RAT handover to a CSG cell (in the other RAT) will be possible in Rel-9 in E-UTRAN (and in UTRAN if appropriate changes are made), if the UE reports its membership of CSG cells on ePLMN, provided that the (ePLMN_ID+CSG_ID) combination is in the whitelist.".
It seems that the CRs that have been agreed so far by SA2, RAN2 and GERAN2 are not aligned with the statement highlighted in yellow. CT1 would like to ask SA2, RAN2 and GERAN2 whether inter-PLMN handover to a CSG cell in E-UTRAN or UTRAN in an ePLMN is supported in Rel-9, or to document any related restrictions in a suitable stage 2 specification, e.g. TS 23.401. CT1 would also see some benefits in documenting that inter-PLMN handover to a CSG cell in a PLMN which is not an ePLMN is not supported.
SA2’s Response to 2: In SA2#85 (May 2011), SA2 approved the enclosed CR to Release 10 version 23.401 (S2-112640) and 23.060 (S2-112641) to support inter-PLMN handover to a CSG cell in E-UTRAN or UTRAN in an ePLMN. SA2 would also like to see the same functionality supported in Rel-9 as documented in the meeting minutes of SA2#85, but is waiting for RAN2’s and GERAN 2 to investigate if that can be achieved in RAN2/GERAN2 specifications for Rel-9. RAN2’s and GERAN2’s feedback to SA2’s LS (S2-112879) is expected to only reach SA2 by the October 2011 SA2#87 meeting by which time SA2 can decide whether updates to 23.401 Rel-9 specification are needed. 

RAN2’s answer to 1 and 2: To support the scenario described in 1 and 2, RAN2 agreed the attached CR and with the CRs UE can check the CSG membership check against ePLMN as well as rPLMN.  CRs are from Rel-9.
CT1 Question 4: CT1 would like SA2, GERAN2, RAN2 to note that as far as the NAS is concerned there is only one rPLMN referring to the scenario brought up in GERAN's LS (C1-112365/GP-110992). So CT1 would like to ask RAN2 and GERAN2 whether they assume NAS will inform AS of the rPLMN to be used for the purposes of CSG membership checking and reporting?

Note: Please note that in the scenario in point 3, CT1 considers that the rPLMN is PLMN_B.
RAN2’s answer to 4: For cell reselection purpose, RAN2 believes AS already knows the rPLMN and ePLMN. However as the mean to provide this information is considered as UE implementation issue, RAN2 believes that this has not been specified. 

2. Actions:

None
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:
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