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1. Introduction
At the last meeting it was decided that on the way forward on high priority scenarios on the WI Carrier-based HetNet ICIC for LTE in R3-112286 [1]. It was decided to have the highest priority on the Macro-Pico use cases and that the HeNB use cases with FFS could be upgraded if contributions could show that they should be. Below we motivate why RAN3 should increase the priority for at least one of the use cases with HeNB.
2. Discussions
2.1 Pico and/or HeNB?

Operator perspective: 
Dedicated indoor coverage for homes, small and lager offices are a growing business for operators. For larger buildings (> 300 people) macro BS + distributed antenna system offer a good solution for indoor coverage. For small offices and homes (>1 to 100 people) a small and cheap BS is needed. Furthermore we expect the BS to configure itself so that the customer can install it themselves. Typical pico BSs can not offer this and therefore HeNBs is to prefer for this type of scenarios.
From the operator view, we need something to increase the coverage for the indoor case, but we also need something for home and small companies. Operators would like to support also really small companies, maybe just 1 or 2 employees and for them HeNBs would be a better solution than pico. We think that pico is for larger companies.

Since HeNBs are cheaper and can configure themselves, it is more attractive to customers than the pico solution. That many vendors can provide it is also good.

Vendor market situation: 
When it comes to market availability we can see a clear trend that more vendors offer HNB/HeNBs rather then pico BSs. This positive trend comes also from that not just traditional macro vendors are doing HNB/HeNBs, but also smaller vendors that are specializing on just HNB/HeNB products. That many vendors are going in the same direction makes a shorter time to market and lowers the cost for the product. We also observe that HNBs for office use with higher output power and capacity soon will be available on the market.
This is why we favour that also some HeNB scenario should have the highest priority in the prioritisation of the use cases for Carrier-based HetNet ICIC for LTE.
2.2 Coordinated and/or uncoordinated

3G HNBs are already used in many networks around the globe, e.g. Vodafone/UK, TeliaSonera/Denmark, SFR/France, etc. So far the HNB in most markets is given/sent to the customer who requested it and the operator has no control about the installation or exact location. This is done to not make the business model for home users and smaller companies too complex. 

Therefore the study should prioritize uncoordinated deployment.

2.3 Single- or multi-carrier

For smaller companies and home users we believe a single-carrier will be sufficient in order to fulfil their requirements. This since it will not be that many users of it. We also think that single-carrier is a simpler case to study and that we should keep it as the initial use case.
Based on the discussion above we suggest the following for operational carrier’s selection use cases:
Proposal: RAN3 should upgrade the priority on Macro-SC HeNB uncoordinated for HeNB from FFS to YES.
3. Conclusions
Pico is an old concept which the HeNB to a large extent can cover and replace. The HeNB is better to cover even smaller places than the pico (more cost effective, smaller and configure itself).  Based on the discussion above we suggest the following for operational carrier’s selection use cases:

Proposal: RAN3 should upgrade the priority on Macro-SC HeNB uncoordinated for HeNB from FFS to YES.
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