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1
Introduction
This paper summarized the outcome of the email discussion on the draft CR on introduction of UTRAN ANR function to 25.304 and 25.331 [1][2], open points for further discussion and decision were listed and suggestions were proposed.
2
Discussion
Issue 1: cell evaluation criteria for intra-UTRA ANR
Since we agreed to introduce a threshold for cell evaluation criteria for intra-UTRA ANR, questions were raised:

· should this “theshold” be an offset, similar to what is used for Qqualmin and Qrxlevmin offsets;

· should this “theshold” be optional or mandatory, if it is optional and not present, should the legacy cell reselection criteria be applied;
· what does the UE do if the value is less than values specified for the S criteria, does UE start searching earlier for detected set cells.
Based on the agreement in RAN2#73 that “Suitability criteria is refered to as “absolute threshold””, so this should be an absolute threshold; as to the optionality, as there is legacy criteria to be referred, we think legacy cell reselection criteria could be applied if this threshold is not present. For the third bullet, it is our understanding that this should be an implementation issue for the network, UE should just follow the criteria signalled by the network.
Suggestion 1: RAN2 to confirm that the threshold is an absolute threshold, it should be optional, and if it is not present, the legacy cell reselection criteria should be applied;
Issue 2: PLMN handling
There are two points here, one point is, if a cell, broadcasting multi-PLMNs, meets the criteria, which PLMN should be recored, the other is, should the cell belonging to ePLMN also be considered. As suggested, we think UE just needs to record the primary PLMN of the cell, while for ePLMN, if it is considered, complexity mightbe introduced or, should we consider all the ePLMN as the registered PLMN?
Suggestion 2: RAN2 to confirm that only primary PLMN should be recorded, and to discuss if ePLMN should be considered;

Issue 3: Inter-RAT ANR
Based on the agreement reached in RAN2#73:

Agreements

-
For logging of inter-RAT GERAN neighbours, UE shall only log if the GERAN cell is not included in the neighbour list in SIB11/11bis/12.
-
For logging of inter-RAT E-UTRAN neighbours, UE shall only log if the E-UTRAN cell is not included in the blacklist for the EUTRAN frequency in SIB19.
The correct understanding should be that only after cell reselection back to UTRAN from GSM/E-UTRA, UE would judge if the previous camped GSM/E-UTRA cell could be logged. In that sense, no threshold is needed, and what the network should do is just to give a command, say, an order or indicator, to ask the UE to perform inter-RAT ANR.
Suggestion 3: RAN2 to confirm that, based on the agreements, network just needs to send an order or indicator to ask the UE to perform inter-RAT ANR.
Issue 4: could intra-UTRA ANR configuration be frequency layer specific
If the configruation could be frequency specific, the possible benefit is to allow some benefit for the network to just perform ANR on some certain frequency, not sure this could further bring some UE power saving.

Suggestion 4: RAN2 to discuss if intra-UTRA ANR configuration could be frequency layer specific

Issue 5:　which SRB to transmit ANR report

Since MDT report is included in UE INFORMATION RESPONSE message which is carried on SRB4, the consideration behind might be that MDT report would be transferred to upper layer node, while for ANR report, the current assumption is that it would just be exchanged among involved RNCs. In that sense, SRB2 might be properer. 

Suggestion 5: RAN2 to discussed SRB2 or SRB4 to be used for transmitting ANR report
Issue 6: Reporting of frequency info
Question was raised on if the “Uplink UARFCN” should also be included to report to the network, since it is included in the IE 10.3.6.36, while in the CR, the IE 10.3.6.36 was directly referred.

Suggestion 6: RAN2 to make a decision

Issue 7: naming issue

Question was rasied on the naming issue, i.e., in the specification texts, ANR logging, ANR measurements, or ANR logging measurements, such similar terms appeared, should we try to unify them, for example, for the description of ANR measurement, always use ANR logging and ANR logging configuration for ANR configuration.
Suggestion 7: RAN2 to give guidance.
3
Suggestions
This paper tried to list main open points regarding the stage 3 CRs of introduction ANR function to UTRA specifications, some suggestions were presented. We would like RAN2 to discuss the suggestions and make decisions.
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