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Discussion and Decision
1. 
Introduction

It was agreed in [1] as:
“For intra-frequency inbound mobility to HNBs (shared carrier HNB deployment), the system information (MIB and SIB3/SIB4) shall be acquired without interrupting ongoing reception of serving cell transmissions in CELL_DCH. One way to reduce the time it takes for the UE to acquire the target cell system information, would be for the  HNBs to use a small repetition period for SIB3/SIB4. However, further evaluation is required in terms of the impact on the repetition period of other SIBs and performance benefits of such small repetition periods”
Further, RAN2 has sent an LS to RAN4 asking the benefit of small repetition periods of SIB3 scheduling and response is still awaited.

In this contribution we propose a way forward which could reduce the need of such shorter repetition periods. 
2. Discussion

The reason for short repetition periods of SIB 3 was to help avoid the situation of RLF in case both macro and HNB are operating on same frequency. This would help UE to acquire SIB3 with less delay during handover evaluation and eventually UE can report all relevant parameters in one RRC: MRM.

We also share the concern that any significant delay in acquiring target cell system information could result in RLF. But at the same time, we think such a restriction on scheduling the SIB3 very fast could affect scheduling of other SIBs from the Home NobeB. If UE can utilize time to trigger period to start reading target cell system information and SIB3 repetition period is not set to very small values (around 40 msec) we think still UE will be able to read SIB3 within reasonable time. Network can optimize the TTT value signaled to UE from macro network and SIB3 repetition period from HNB and can choose optimum value based on number of attempts required by UE to successfully read SIB3.  This could be left to UE and HNB implementation.
Proposal: SIB3 repetition should be left to implementation.
3. Conclusion
Proposal: SIB3 repetition should be left to implementation.
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