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1
Introduction
This paper provides a response to [1]. Of course, we agree with the author that the HO piggy-backing method is not an acceptable solution because this method doesn't fulfill the requirements for SON inter-RAT MLB, and that the RIM method fulfills these requirements.
On the other side, the necessity for inter-RAT MLB functionality in Release-9 was agreed by RAN3 in May 2009, and the topic having been handled in RAN3 for last 9 months. Therefore we can't now agree upon postponing the choice of mechanism for inter-RAT cell load reporting to release 10. In addition to the answers provided below, we also refer to our discussion paper submitted to this meeting [2].

2
Response to R3-100939
R3-100939:
The main problem about RIM is, however, that it is an old protocol defined for different purposes and therefore it is not in control of RAN3.
Answer:
RIM is defined as an extensible protocol being able to serving different purposes (using the principle of "RIM application").  All solutions for inter-RAT MLB will in some extent have impacts outside RAN3, and RIM has the advantage of not being a disruptive choice. The process of technically endorsing CRs in a first working group, with following agreement in a second working group is quite often used in 3GPP.
R3-100939:
Also routing is not easy to manage, as it is based on cell ids, which requires updating routing information whenever cell ids are reconfigured.
Answer:
This statement is incorrect for routing towards UTRAN (RAI + RNC-ID is used) and E-UTRAN (TAI + ENB-ID is used). Absence of a BSC / BSS id creates a need for usage of cell id for routing towards GERAN (RAI + CI is used). Actually the usage of RIM represents the significant advantage that inter-RAT routing  mechanisms don't need to be reinvented in contrast to e.g. [4] and [5].  Also, the source node always needs updated routing information for handovers. 
R3-100939:
Finally, as stated in [R3-100022], usage of RIM must not cause any major increase of load in the CN. This requirements brings about the assumption that RIM will be used infrequently and this limitation may affect performance of LB (or other dependent SON feature) in more dynamic scenarios.
Answer:
Processing of RIM messages in the core network is a question of routing only. Such routing is also needed for any other dedicated signalling mechanism. The mentioned assumption of infrequent use is related to the frequence / network load generated by UE signalling, and also in line with the statement in [3]: "... it will not be necessary to keep the cells regularly informed about load level in other RATs — it should be sufficient if a cell may ask about load level when it can not find appropriate target for load balancing among its own RAT.". So the reason for this assumption is not linked to the choice of RIM protocol in particular, and the same reason would be valid for the transport mechanisms proposed in [3], [4], [5] and [6].
R3-100939:
Lastly, RIM is a complicated solution, which will cause significant testing burden whenever it is to be changed.
Answer:
There is no particular complexity linked to RIM, nor any particular impairment linked to testing burden. RIM doesn’t need any transport procedure test, it is a reliable well known procedure already used for NACC. A new solution as defined in [3-6] would require extensive testing. In addition to the HO piggybacking method, other procedure based approaches, including proposals in [3-6], were already discussed by RAN3, and the RIM solution was preferred.
R3-100939:
... [list of upcoming Rel-10 inter-RAT topics] ...


It is therefore necessary to make sure that the selected solution will be extendable and that it can be modified easily. HO piggy-backing is practically useless for those purposes: the messages could not be exchanged timely. RIM is not ideal though, because RAN3 does not control it and the protocol has limitation regarding its usage in dynamic scenarios, as explained above. 

.Answer:
Not deciding on transport / routing mechanism for inter-RAT cell load reporting in Rel-9 will increase Rel-10 standardisation burden and therefore provide less time to handle operator's requests for new SON functionalities.  
3
Conclusion
This paper has answered all the comments presented in [1]. Since May 2009, RAN3 spent time to reach a consensus and to technically endorse a solution ([7], [8]) on a minor enhancement of MLB for I-RAT. This solution was submitted to others groups and the responses don’t show any clear issues or a clear stopping feedback. 
Therefore we kindly ask RAN3 to agree upon the proposals in [2] on the way forward, which we repeat here:
Proposal 1: RAN3 agrees on using the RIM mechanism for inter-RAT cell load information exchange.

Proposal 2: An LS is sent to GERAN2, SA2 and CT4 in order to inform about RAN3's decision.

Proposal 3: RAN3 formally agrees the CRs in [7] and [8] which have been technically endorsed so far, and discusses and agrees upon the CR to 36.902 in [9].
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