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1. Introduction

Among others, CT1 aspects of h(e)NB concept are (a) NW and cell selection in idle mode and (b) signaling for CSG white list administration. While there is some agreements for the latter, the first one has not bee been discussed so far. Here we propose to take a more convergent look.
2. Discussion
In TR 24.801 building blocks for a solution to the h(e)NB concept within CT1’s domain are documented.

While originally the h(e)NBs might have been seen as a somewhat specialized (e)NBs, with mainly a difference in deployment  of the radio equipment on the NW side, we believe that their very nature may lead to more pronounced impacts.  Let us state some basic facts about h(e)NBs:  
1) They are not under a NW operators control to the same extent as standard (macro) (e)NBs:

a. No control on detailed position/orientation/coverage

b. Typically, indoor, without radio planning (variation in activity; also obstacles, shields etc. may exist and vary greatly)

c. The expected huge amount of such nodes, as well as their dynamic existence (entering/leaving the NW) makes full control anyway difficult

d. Restrictions in backhaul dimensioning/sharing 

e. Yet, the operator owns the spectrum and guarantees the radio resources

2) They likey show deployment unusual deployment patterns, compared to standard ones:

a. High multiplicity in some areas (densely populated residential)

b. Small individual coverage area

3) CSGs  and their White Lists are defined to control the utilization of/access to h(e)NBs by UEs:
a. Introduce an additional level of NW access configuration

b. Whether or not a UE should use a H(e)NB is highly location and time (in general context) dependent 
As a consequence of the above points, the discovery and selection process will become more complex and less efficient, if only extrapolated from the existing ones (TS 23.122, TS 25.304, TS 36.304). E.g. listening to broadcasts of h(e)NBs belonging to not whitelisted CSGs could be suppressed. It could also be known by the NW that a particular h(e)NB has too few backhaul resources for a particular type of service, so that camping on or perfoming HO to it is not preferred for a particular UE (at some time).  
The CSG whitelist feature itself corresponds to a policy like for access NW selection.

Based on the above, it can be argued that h(e)NB deployments effectively show some similarities with non-3GPP access NWs, as represented by ANDSF in EPC. Incidentally, CT1 has already agreed to use a common protocol for CSG Wl mangement and for UE-ANDSF interactions, namely OMA DM. Different MO are foreseen, though. We think that:

· on the one hand, functionality provided by the current ANDSF and the one required for CSG WL management are sufficiently similar, and 

· on the other hand, NW and cell selection functionality in idle mode for standard 2G/3G/EUTRAN access and the one needed for h(e)NB will be sufficiently different, 

to motivate considering the convergence of ANDSF and CSG WL management.   
3. Proposal
We invite for a  discussion of the above listed points in CT1.
