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1. Introduction
In this paper, we discuss some of the arguments against R3-100835 [1].

2. Discussion
R3-100835 [1] concludes that the inter H(e)NB mobility procedure, in order to relieve CN load, leads to additional complexity in the CN and/or the H(e)NB GWs. However there is no analysis about what this complexity is and how it may occur. Therefore currently it is impossible to judge how far an inter H(e)NB mobility procedure relieving CN load could lead to this additional complexity. Moreover it is also hard to understand why solutions outside of standards would solve this complexity while a standardised solution could not.
From an operator's perspective, potential use cases requiring the deployment of open mode H(e)NBs in high density areas, as shown in Figure 1, should be taken into consideration as well. Applying these use cases to an operator’s network, suggests that an inter H(e)NB mobility procedure relieving CN load should be provided and standardized  if needed.
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Figure1: Use cases deploying H(e)NB in high density area

3. Summary and proposal
RAN3 should not preclude the possibility of enhancing inter H(e)NB mobility for relieving CN load. Moreover inter H(e)NB mobility enhancement should be considered and specified if needed in the Rel10 time frame.
4. Reference
[1]. R3-100835, “Inter HNB Mobility – Way Forward,” Vodafone Group, Deutsche Telekom.
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