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1
Introduction

This document attempts to reflect results on the offline sessions on the issue of the 3G Home Node B.
The offline discussions took place on

Tu.12,     8am - 9:30am

Wed.13, 8am - 9:10am

Of the above indicated week.
2
Report
Following documents were presented & discussed,
	11
	3G Home NodeB

RAN4 WI (RANFS-HNBeNB), Target RAN#39 (65%)

	
	3G Home Node B (Alcatel-Lucent)
	R3-080223
	Discussion Rel-8

	
	Discussion on 3G HNB Architecture (Huawei)
	R3-080351
	Approval

	
	3G Home NodeB Architecture for Efficient Traffic Handling (Nokia Siemens Networks, Nokia)
	R3-080212
	Approval

	
	GAN variant of Iu-based 3G HNB Architecture (Kineto Wireless Inc., NEC, Motorola)
	R3-080105
	Discussion Rel-8

	
	3G HNB Architecture  (Samsung)
	R3-080284
	Approval

	
	3G home NodeB architecture discussion (Ericsson)
	R3-080424
	Discussion


Following text attempts to summarize the discussion,

Concern: Work on requirements capture not done (“Agree and document a set of architectural and interface requirements and evaluation criteria so that architecture and interface solutions can be evaluated against a common set of requirements.”)
Conclusions that could be reflected in 25.820, by providing appropriate CR on LS to RAN4 (?)
· Current 3G deployment options (Iub based and Iu based) are valid to support 3G HNB deployment
· Iu based deployment option may consider introduction of a “concentrator node” (late comment: this is not excluded from the Iub deployment option)
· extensions of the Iu deployment option for better support of 3G HNB were presented and discussed (late comment: extensions of the Iub are not excluded)
· GAN
· eIu (evolved Iu)
· 
Following progress on the issue of the deployment options for 3G HNB(s) with respect to the last meeting three months ago,
RAN3#57: RAN3 agreed to focus work on the comparison of the two deployment options of the UTRAN architecture and check if agreement on a single one is possible at the next meeting

(It is on preferred deployment option; NOT ruling out any. Impact on “scalability” on the Core Network to be clarified)
 (no support)
2nd Option: select both Iub deployment option and Iu deployment option as references - (3 companies)

3rd Option: select Iu deployment option as reference deployment option - (15 companies)

3
Conclusion and Proposal
It is relevant to indicate that no present network operator delegate supported option 1st or 2nd, but raised their hands in favour of the 3rd option.
While the meeting seemed not to draw any conclusion due to lack of sound, quantitative technical analysis, the “raising hands exercise” seems to imply that a large majority of the present companies would like to capture the Iu deployment option of the UTRAN architecture as the preferred for the deployment of 3G HNBs.

Nokia Siemens Networks would like to capture this agreement in TR 25.820 and volunteers to co-write a text proposal (R3-080487).

























































