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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 would like to thanks RAN2 for the LS.　RAN3#58 has discussed the questions asked by RAN2 and would like to provide answers below:
1) RAN2 prefers defining the UE specific RRM information directly related to radio protocols in RAN2. For example, RAN2 assumes that the following issues will be handled by RAN2:

a. Node B scheduling related UE specific RRM info such as UL/DL throughputs
b. DRX control related UE specific RRM info such as activity level
c. Handover measurement related UE specific RRM info such as measurement report

RAN2 would appreciate to receive some feedback on this work split between RAN2 and RAN3.

　　Answer: RAN3 is happy with the suggested work split from RAN2. 

2) RAN2 is kindly asking RAN3 to update on the RAN3 progress on this work area of UE specific RRM information forwarding.

Answer: RAN3 has defined a UE History Information IE in the HANDOVER REQUEST message, which is sent from source eNB to target eNB. This UE History Information IE would be used to transfer the UE last visited cells information. The list of UE last visited cell has a maximum number of cell and it is configured in the eNB. However, the maximum number of cell remains FFS at the moment and will be discussed in RAN3 future meetings. 
3) RAN2 is aware that RAN3 has discussed the following parameters and RAN2 would like to have some clarifications from RAN3. 
a. motivation to exchange UL data sent/DL data received per bearer in UE History over X2 interface

b. status of the definition of Cell Type

c. definition of activity level information.

Answer: RAN3 has sent a LS (R3-072011) to ask RAN2 for their opinion including the above point a. and point c., therefore RAN3 would like to wait for the answer from RAN2. 
For the point b. i.e. the definition of Cell Type IE, RAN3 would like to inform RAN2 that the current difinition of the Cell Type IE is still FFS as the current definition i.e. (macro, micro, pico, femto) may be not explicit enough. RAN3 will discuss in future meetings. RAN3 would like to also inform RAN2 that the purpose of this Cell Type is to use it together with the “Time UE stayed in cell” IE in order to detect ping-pong effects between cells. In addition, this information can be used to provde speed estimate. The use case would be for the target eNB to decide the cell type  (macro, micro, pico, femto) to be allocated for the UE.
4) Finally, RAN2 would like to kindly ask RAN3 current assumptions or decisions on how this UE-specific RRM information would be transferred from source to target cell. RAN2 noted that one way would be including the UE specific RRM info on the normal handover request message from source to target cell. RAN2 would like to confirm if this is aligned with RAN3 decisions

Answer: RAN3 confirm RAN2 that the UE-specific RRM information is transferred in the HANDOVER REQUEST message from the source eNB to target eNB. 

Further, RAN3 would like comment on the table in attachment (R2-073932):

RAN3 has removed the Bearer ID IE and UL data sent/DL data received IE from the UE History Information therefore RAN3 would like to ask RAN2 to further lead discussions on this topic (in fact ”RAN3 agreed” needs to be removed in the table from these two information elements).
2. Actions to RAN2
1)RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to take note of the above answers


3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
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