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1. Introduction
RAN3 has input a LS R2-096312 (R3-092643) [1] which informs RAN2 that they have made an agreement at RAN3#65bis meeting about CSG ID inclusion. However, we though it has some conflict with current RAN2’s conclusion, so we have this contribution to clarify it.
2. Discussion
RAN3 has agreed in last meeting on the inbound mobility towards HeNB: 
A Release 9 source eNB shall include in the Handover Required message the CSG-ID/Access Mode of target HeNB. The source MME shall perform the access control on the way forward based on the received CSG-ID and Access Mode. Then, upon receipt of the Handover Request message, the target HeNB shall verify the validity of the provided CSG-ID.

If the target is a CSG cell, the Handover Required message should be initiated when the UE is a member because of the ‘allowed’ indicator, the message include the CSG ID for access control in the source MME according to the above agreement. If the UE is not a member, the source eNB will not perform handover preparation because the UE is not allowed.

If the target is a hybrid cell, the source eNB may send the Handover Required message regardless of the preliminary access check. Regarding RAN3 LS, the source eNB should send the message including access mode and CSG ID for hybrid target cell. That is, even though the CSG ID is not in UE’s allowed CSG list, CSG ID is also sent to the source MME. So the source MME can inform the target HeNB about the membership status based on the received CSG-ID and Access Mode.
RAN2 in last meeting has agreed to report preliminary access check for both CSG and hybrid cell. The initial motivation of introducing preliminary access check procedure is to offload the CN. However, if we always report the CSG-ID of target hybrid HeNB regardless of the preliminary access check result, then indicating the preliminary access check result for hybrid cells seems to make no sense.
If it is decided to not include CSG ID in measurement report when the result of preliminary access check is not-allowed, then air-interface resource will be saved. But meanwhile one question will arise, that is, how does the target HeNB obtain the membership status information? One choice would be that, if the preliminary access check is not-allowed for a target hybrid cell, the source eNB may send the Handover Required message without the CSG-ID. In doing so, we think it will not cause any confusion to MME judgement, but also help to relieve air-interface burden. We have realized that it is just our working assumption from RAN2 point of view, since anyway how the target HeNB obtains the membership status information depends on RAN3 decision.
Note that, this issue also exists in UMTS system.
Proposal: Clarify the intention of RAN3 and do not include CSG ID if it is not in UE’s allowed CSG list regardless of CSG or hybrid cell (for both LTE and UMTS).

3. Conclusion
In this contribution, we have discussed the conflict about the RAN2 conclusion and RAN3 agreement, and given the following proposal:
Proposal: Clarify the intention of RAN3 and do not include CSG ID if it is not in UE’s allowed CSG list regardless of CSG or hybrid cell (for both LTE and UMTS).
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