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1. Introduction

In RAN#43, [1] was provided by Nokia. This document discusses this issue.
2. Discussion

One of the major requirementsfrom the start of the Rel-8 WID on hNB was the support of legacy mobiles on hNB.
[2] provide a method which effectively allows operators to not support legacy mobiles on hNB.

RAN2 has already discussed a method by which legacy mobiles cannot be supported on hNB this requires that the hNB frequency/physical layer identiy is not provided in NCL from the macro.

During offline discussion we understood that there was a use case where hNB is not planned and the PSC spilt would not be a mechanism that would be used when hNB is deployed and that the suggested mechanism in [2] would more or less allow this operational mode to be deployed. We think that such an understanding is very dangerous for normal operation of the network. If the network does not separate PSC between macro and hNB operation, this will lead to several system miss behaviours:
· In Active mode the mobile will report hNB measurements instead of macro measurements.

· In Idle mode the mobile wil attempt to reselect to hNB rather than macro, and due to the barring of the cell the frequency may be barred for 300 seconds.

If a UE needs to save battery resources, the best thing would be to allow pre-release UEs to implement Rel-8 CSG functionality which would allow it to avoid camping on to hNB which are CSG indicator; PSC split and dedicated frequency information.
3. Conclusion
We think that legacy support on hNB is essential to the deployment and success of the hNB service.

If legacy support is not required we already have methods consistent with Rel-8 philosophy (i.e PSC split) by which legacy mobile will not acces whilst allowing Rel-8 UEs to access hNB.

We have identified problems related to discussions at RAN level with [2].

We propose to not accept CRs in [2] and keep with the working assumptions we have made as part of the study item in Rel-8.
4. References
[1] RP-090355 Way forward  on Rel-8 UTRA HNB mobility (Nokia, NSN)
[2] barring solution presented in CRs in RP-090307 and RP-090308.

























































































































































