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1
Introduction
This document aims at providing some comments on R3-111923 “UMTS Use cases and Requirements” from Alcatel-Lucent.
2
Discussion
§5.1.1

Alcatel-Lucent kindly provides a text proposal for the section 5 covering use cases and requirements for TR37.803. While use cases based on TS 22.220 are in general helpful, most of these describe scenarios from an end-user perspective, whereas the RAN3 Rel-11 WI rather concentrates on deployment scenarios. Therefore, our proposal is to remove the text proposed in Section 5.1.1 “Use cases”.

Proposal 1: The text proposed in Section 5.1.1 “Use cases” should be removed.

§5.1.2
This chapter in a way “transforms” the items to be studied (see RP-110456) into “UMTS mobility features to be considered for Rel-11”. This represents quite a distortion of the aim of the Study Item.

Especially the topics from RP-110456
-
Evaluate the benefit of support of enhanced mobility including soft handover between HNB and macro network (RAN3 led).

-
Evaluate the benefit of support for enhanced mobility including SHO between HNBs on different HNB-GWs. (RAN3 only)

-
Evaluate the benefit of support for enhanced SRNS relocation between HNB and Macro RNC (RAN3 only)

can not be translated into the “features”

macro to HNB

HNB to HNB

without losing those aspects that are characteristic for Rel-11.

The irrelevance of requirements and functions deduced from those features should be evident, especially from the current status of discussions at RAN3 where first (deployment) use case scenarios have to be evaluated and agreed upon.
So, we should discuss the requirements and assumption according to the (to be developed deployment) use cases for Rel-11 first. Therefore, “Enhanced Mobility Functions” proposed in Table 5.1 should be further considered rather than including one before considering the use cases. For example, we don’t know yet how “CN involved” or “Inter-CSG” is configured before the discussion and decision of the use cases.
The “Assumption” section seems to deliver reasonable material, especially the mentioning of support for legacy UEs should give some attention at later discussions.
Proposal 2: The text and table proposed in Section 5.1.2 “Requirements and Assumptions” should be removed.

§5.1.3

Surprisingly the “Summary” section provides a teaser of the kind of use-case discussions we would expect in order to progress this study. We do not argue on the details within this response paper.
3
Proposal
It is proposed to discuss this paper and agree on them.

Proposal 1: The text proposed in Section 5.1.1 “Use cases” should be removed.

Proposal 2: The text and table proposed in Section 5.1.2 “Requirements and Assumptions” should be removed.
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