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1   Introduction 
The relay cell load status reporting has been discussed in RAN3#70 [1]

 REF _Ref315123002 \r \h 
[2] and recently in RAN3#74 [3]

 REF _Ref315123006 \r \h 
[4]

 REF _Ref315124307 \r \h 
[5]. In this contribution we analyze the different approaches and clarify the role of the DeNB, which is captured in the corresponding CR [6].
2   Discussion
With the concept of MLB, the eNB’s backhaul  load is one of the inputs to the calculation of the S1 TNL Load Indicator and the Composite Available Capacity Group at the eNB. The calculation is straightforward for an eNB because the eNB has the control and the knowledge about the eNB’s backhaul utilization. But with relay deployment the control over the wireless backhaul link (DeNB-RN) link is located at the DeNB and not at the RN. Therefore the RN does not know about the unused resources that are available for the RN wireless backhaul link and hence the corresponding load [1].
Two different approaches have been considered to support load status reporting in relay deployment:

a) DeNB delivers its load information to RN that performs its load report taking into consideration the load information of DeNB cell and the load information measured by itself. Once receiving the RESOURCE STATUS UPDATE message from RN, DeNB only passes the message to the neighbor eNB [1]

 REF _Ref315122988 \r \h 
[3].
b) The RN reports to the DeNB its load information, which then may be updated by the DeNB before forwarding it to the neighbor eNB in the RESOURCE STATUS UPDATE message [2]

 REF _Ref315123006 \r \h 
[4].

The reasons why the approach (b) should not be applied are discussed in [1][5]. The DeNB cannot update the load information of its connected RNs because the DeNB does not know how the RNs have computed the load information because it is vendor specific (it is a combination of several parameters and how the RN weight them is not known at the DeNB) and hence its implementation would either require standardizing the RN load estimation methodology, or provide a lot of data to the DeNB, that would enable it to derive the final estimate according to its implementation. 
 Therefore, we propose that approach b) should not be considered in relay deployment.
3   Conclusion and Proposals
In this contribution we have summarized the two approaches that have been discussed for load reporting in relay deployment and clarified the role of the DeNB in the following proposal that it is also captured in the corresponding CR [6].  

Proposal: The DeNB shall not change the Cell Measurement Result list in the RESOURCE STATUS UPDATE messages by its connected RN(s) before forwarding them to neighbor eNBs.
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