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1. Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting, there are some initial discussions on Carrier-based HetNet ICIC and it is noted that for R11 it could be evaluated whether HeNB could support multiple cells/carriers. However, according to the objective of this WI, multiple cells/carriers support in HeNB is not included. Also, we would like to do some analysis to clarify if it is needed to discuss this issue in CA based ICIC WI.
2. Discussion and proposal
In the RAN#51 meeting, Hetnet Mobility Improvements for LTE SI led by RAN2 has been approved and the last bullet is as follow [1]:
·  Further study and define mobility enhancements for Home eNodeBs with multiple carriers (or CA) with CSGs (potentially different CSG on different carriers) (RAN2, RAN3)
Also, in the approved Rel-11 WID of Carrier-based HetNet ICIC led by RAN3，the objective of the WI is as follows [2]:

· Evaluate the performance benefits of having interference management on carrier resolution between different BTS nodes in the defined HetNet environments (3GPP TR 36.814). (RAN1 based on RAN3 requests) 

· Study inter-node signaling needed for robust autonomous solutions, where each BTS node selects to use the carrier(s) that maximize the overall network performance (RAN3).

· Focus on solutions with no physical layer impact that would work for both legacy Rel-8/9 UEs, as well as benefit from optimizations available for Rel-10/11 UEs supporting carrier aggregation. Thus the solutions shall rely on existing UE features in different Releases. Realistic assumptions for availability of UE measurements and power consumption to be used. 
· Focus on solutions which do not requiring tight synchronization between eNodeBs
It is clearly indicated that whether HeNB support CA/ multiple carriers or not would be discussed in Hetnet Mobility and there is no explicit description about this issue in Carrier-based HetNet ICIC WID. From our point of view, duplicated discussion of the same issue in parallel under two WI or SI is not reasonable, especially one in RAN2 and one in RAN3. For the sake of better coordination and progress on the same topic, it is better to obey the respective scope of each WI/SI and discuss the issue only in the Hetnet Mobility SI, in which this issue is clearly included in the scope of SID. 
Proposal1: It is proposed for RAN3 to evaluate whether HeNB could support multiple cells/carriers only in Hetnet mobility SI and make the discussion of Carrier-based HetNet ICIC WI within its original scope
By now, it is not sure if the scenario HeNB supporting multiple cells/carriers would have impact to the study of CA based ICIC WI. However, in our understanding, the need for HeNB supporting CA just comes from the requirement of operators and it may have impact to other ongoing SIs, e.g. HeNB mobility enhancement, Hetnet mobility improvement. If there is an agreement that HeNB should support multiple cells/carriers, then RAN3 should study the potential impact to the spec to support the scenario in the related WI/SI.
Proposal 2: It is proposed for RAN3 to consider the use case of HeNB supporting CA in CA based ICIC WI only after there is an agreement on the requirement.
3. Conclusion
According to the above analysis, we have the following proposals:
Proposal1: It is proposed for RAN3 to evaluate whether HeNB could support multiple cells/carriers only in Hetnet mobility SI and make the discussion of Carrier-based HetNet ICIC WI within its original scope

Proposal 2: It is proposed for RAN3 to consider the use case of HeNB supporting multiple cells/carriers in CA based ICIC WI only after there is an agreement on the requirement.
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