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Discussion and agreement
1 Introduction
In the last RAN3#75 meeting several solutions for supporting CELL_FACH mobility among HNBs and between HNBs and Macro RNC have been introduced [1]. Even though the Study Item reached a good maturity with respect to CELL_FACH, it was asked to [2] and decided to [3, 4] postpone the closing of the Study Item phase to June 2012.
This paper provides motivations to proceed with the CELL_FACH study phase and select which solution(s) should be recommended for standardization. Also, a sketch of a possible TP for 37.803 Conclusions and Recommendations section is provided as an Annex.
2 Motivations 
In the last few RAN3 meeting, several potential solutions for CELL_FACH were introduced. The discussion led to the latest version of the related TP [1] presented in RAN3#75. In such TP three families of solutions are described:
1. Centralized solutions, in which the HNB-GW is handling the assignment of U-RNTI values in order to allow the target HNB/RNC to retrieve the proper UE context during CELL_FACH mobility. This family includes five different variants: 1a to 1e.
2. Distributed solutions, in which the HNB-GW is not directly managing the U-RNTI values assignment and the correct UE context is indicated directly HNB to HNB or by means of UE indication. This family includes two different variants: 2a and 2b.
3. DSCR (Directed Signaling Connection Re-establishment) based solution (solution 3).
Some observations on the above solutions can be made.
Consideration 1: Solution 3 is already possible from a standards point of view and it does not need any standardization work.

It is therefore proposed the following:

Proposal 1: To capture in the TR that Solution 3 is already currently possible from a standards point of view and that such solution needs no further standardization work.
Consideration 2: the Study Item has reached a good maturity and the different solutions received a good analysis with respect to the main issues that needed to be addressed.
It is therefore proposed the following:

Proposal 2: To proceed and select (among the families of solutions 1 and 2) the one to be standardized.

Consideration 3: Solutions 2a and 2b require changes at the RRC level that imply support for Rel-11 UEs only.
It is therefore proposed the following:

Proposal 3: To select the solution to be standardized among the family of solutions 1.
3 Conclusion and proposal
This discussion paper provides motivations to proceed with the standardization work with respect to the CELL_FACH mobility support within the Study Item for Further enhancements for HNB and HeNB. Given the considerations above, the following are proposed:
Proposal 1: To capture in the TR that Solution 3 is already currently possible from a standards point of view and that such solution needs no further standardization work.
Proposal 2: To proceed and select (among the families of solutions 1 and 2) the one to be standardized.

Proposal 3: To select the solution to be standardized among the family of solutions 1.
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5 Appendix

Below a sketch of a possible CR for 37.803 is provided.

7
Conclusions and Recommendations

Given the maturity of the Study Item phase with respect to the support for CELL_FACH mobility in Rel-11, the following is recommended:

· Solution 3 needs no further standardization work because it is already applicable according to the current version of the TSs.

· Solutions 2a and 2b should not be standardized because they imply changes to the RRC level that imply support for Rel-11 UEs only.

· One among the solutions included in the family of solutions 1 should be standardized.


