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1.
Introduction
In last meeting, one issue about whether cell access mode should be explicitly provided to the MME has no conclusion yet. In this paper, this issue is discussed again and our view is also proposed. 
2.
Discussion
Based on the online and offline discussion in last meeting, one stage 3 issue has not been solved yet, which is given as follows: 
· The MME would also need to be informed about the cell access mode of the cell for which the UE’s membership needs to be verified. It is FFS whether this information needs to be explicitly provided to the MME.
For solving this issue, it is better to check the history when the HeNB was defined for hybrid mode. In TS 23.401, for the attach procedure, the following sentence is written: 
· “CSG access mode is provided if the UE attaches via a hybrid cell. If the CSG access mode is not provided but the CSG ID is provided, the MME shall consider the cell as a CSG cell.”
For the service request procedure, the following sentence is written: 

· 
“CSG access mode is provided if the UE sends the Service Request message via a hybrid cell. If the CSG access mode is not provided but the CSG ID is provided, the MME shall consider the cell as a CSG cell.”
For the TAU procedure, the following sentence is written: 

· “CSG access mode is provided if the UE sends the TAU Request message via a hybrid cell. If the CSG access mode is not provided but the CSG ID is provided, the MME shall consider the cell as a CSG cell.”
For the handover procedure, the following sentence is written: 

· “If the target cell is in hybrid mode, it includes the CSG ID of the target cell and CSG Access Mode set to "hybrid" in the Path Switch Request message.”
All of the procedures above are based on a common principle, that is, the CSG access mode shall be included if the cell is hybrid mode. This is the generic behaviour of MME. If not, MME would treat that cell as a closed mode CSG cell, which is not fair for the UEs from charging point of view. Therefore, for DC it is better to follow the same principle in order to align the MME’s common behaviour.  
Some views say that it could be added in the future since in Rel-13 only hybrid mode is supported for HeNB as a SeNB case. The MME can treat it as hybrid cell by default. In this way, we can imagine that MME behaviour is changed from legacy. In the future release if closed mode is supported, the MME behaviour has to go back to the legacy again as they mentioned. Therefore, it is better to add the access mode in this release from both the legacy and future proof point of views. 
Based on the analysis above, the following proposal is suggested: 

Proposal 1): For membership verification, cell access mode of SeNB should be explicitly provided to the MME.
3. Conclusions
This paper investigated one open issue about access mode for membership verification. The following proposal is suggested to RAN3: 
Proposal 1): For membership verification, cell access mode of SeNB should be explicitly provided to the MME.
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