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1. Introduction

This contribution intends to propose to include in RAN3 internal TR on Home (e)NB (HNB) some additional issues to be studied.

2. Discussion

1/ The question whether HNBs shall support or not emergency calls location based service has been added in the 3G HNB section and not in the section about LTE HNB.

It is proposed to add the following question in the LTE HNB section, under the paragraph on Location Based Service (4.2.2.13).

· Does Emergency service need to be supported? 

2/ It is unclear whether the emergency service referred above includes broadcast of emergency warnings and / or support of emergency calls from all UEs (112). It is proposed to modify the sentence in both sections (4.1.2.13 and 4.2.2.13) with the following:

o
Does Emergency service need to be supported (emergency warnings and/or emergency calls from all UEs)?

2/ It has been highlighted in ‎[2] and ‎[3] it could be beneficial if the network is able to take into account HNB locations. Its is proposed to add the following point in sections Operation and Maintenance for 3G HNB and LTE HNB (4.2.2.11 and 4.1.2.11):

· Shall the network restrict the HNB location?

· Does the network need to be aware of HNB location? 

· If yes, what could the mechanism(s) to get this location indication? 

3/ HNBs may be connected to mobile operator's network through for example a DSL line, which may be owned and managed by a different operator, and shared among several applications. The sharing policy may be controlled by the HNB user or by the fixed access provider ‎[4]. Moreover, this policy may evolve among time, for example when HNB owners are present in their home or not. The HNB may take the resulting available bandwidth into account for its Access Control.

The question of how QoS can be maintained has been raised and noted already in sections 4.x.2.4, but we propose to refine the issue with the following items:

· Can the fixed access be shared with other non-3GPP applications?

· How the 3G [LTE] HNB can take into account the evolving QoS of the fixed access network?

4/ Scalability section highlights some issues the increased number of eNBs may  raised regarding MME / SAE GW / SEC GW. This increased number of nodes may also have a strong impact on configuration and O&M architecture. Thus we propose to add the following point in sections 4.x.2.5:

· What are the scalability issues impacting configuration and O&M for 3G [LTE]HNBs?

3. Conclusion

We propose to capture theses additional issues in internal TR 3.020.
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