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1 Introduction 
Mobility configuration information can be changed for the purpose of MLB. In inter-RAT scenario, the source cell should have the knowledge of the target cell’s configuration to evaluate whether the new parameters setting may bring problem. Manual Configuring this information is painful for operator, so parameters configuration exchange procedure should be defined in inter-RAT MLB. This paper will analyze the necessity of this procedure and gives some proposals.
2 Discussion
In order to avoid the improper parameters setting, the parameter negotiation should be included in MLB. Every RAN node has its own criterion to evaluate the new parameter setting, but avoid the mobility problem (e.g. Ping Pong HO, ping pong reselection) is the basic criterion. If there is no mobility problem between two nodes, the HO/cell reselection boundary of the source cell and the target cell must satisfaction with a certain relationship. Some earlier paper had discussed this problem and given a numerical express in theory [3] [4].In intra-LTE, only Ho parameters should be negotiated between two cells. The measurement configuration used for a UE is already transferred during handover preparation [6]. Besides the measurement event, other factors (e.g. RRM algorithm, cell load status) also will influence the HO decision and the Ho decision is finally controlled by eNodeB. So there may be no requirement for HO configuration exchange between two cells.
But in inter-RAT scenario, the situation is different due to different solutions and coverage scenario. Since inter-RAT HO will degrade the user experience and KPI, therefore it may be not the best choice. In this situation the cell reselection parameters can be utilized to optimization the distribution of traffic load and keep the handover parameters unchanged [5]. In R9, the node did not have the mobility parameter configuration of its inter-RAT neighbor node. Then the source cell and the target cell can not evaluate whether the new parameters setting will result in mobility problem (e.g. Ping Pong Reselection). So before the parameters adjustment the node can exchange the mobility configuration information with its neighbor node. And the parameter configuration exchange procedure should be defined separately. This procedure can utilize RIM signaling. The source cell can request the parameters configuration from the target cell and the parameters of the source cell can be piggyback in this request message. When the target cell receives this message, it will send its parameters configuration to the source cell. The Fig 1 gives an example of the parameters configuration exchange between EUTRAN and UTRAN.
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Fig 1 Parameters Configuration Exchange Procedure
Proposal 1: RAN 3 should discuss and agree on the parameters configuration exchange procedure in inter-RAT. 
The trigger for inter-RAT cell reselection procedure in EUTRAN can be listed as the following:
1. UE performs inter-RAT measure according to the rules for E-UTRAN inter-frequencies and inter-RAT frequencies which are indicated in system information [7].
2. If the signal strength satisfaction with the rules, then UE reselection to other RAT.
And if intra-LTE cell reselection is earlier than inter-RAT cell reselection, then the inter-RAT cell reselection will not happen. As the above mention, the reselection boundary for EUTRAN to UTRAN is subject to following factors [2]:

· The threshold of trigger intra-UMTS measurement 
· The threshold of trigger inter-RAT measurement
· The threshold of trigger intra-UMTS reselection. 
· The threshold of trigger inter-RAT reselection.

The inter-RAT reselection configuration of UTRAN is included in SIB6, and the intra-LTE reselection configuration is included in SIB3/SIB4/SIB5.So the UTRAN cell could request the relative information of SIB3, SIB4,SIB5 and SIB6 from the EUTRAN cell. And EUTRAN cell could request the relative information of SIB3,SIB11 and SIB19 from UTRAN cell. According these information and coverage relationship, both nodes could evaluate whether the parameter will result in mobility problem.
Proposal 2: The source cell and the target cell should exchange the intra cell reselection configuration and inter-RAT cell reselection configuration. 
3 Conclusion 
Based on the above discussion, several proposals are follow：
Proposal 1: RAN 3 should discuss and agree on the parameters configuration exchange procedure in inter-RAT. 

Proposal 2: The source cell and the target cell should exchange the intra cell reselection configuration and inter-RAT cell reselection configuration 
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