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1
Introduction
During RAN3#77, a set of CR introducing the support for connectivity between HNBs and RNCs via the HNB-GW for RNSAP signalling has been agreed [1-3]. Such CRs were presented together with others necessary for introducing (a) the support for Enhanced Relocation between HNB and RNC [4, 5] and (b) the support for Soft Handover between HNB and RNC [6].
Due to the concerns of come companies, [4-6] were moved to e-mail discussion until RAN3#77bis. This document reports the outcome of post-RAN3#77 e-mail discussion #05 related to Enhanced Relocation between HNB and RNC [4, 5].
2
Summary of the e-mail discussion
E-mail discussion #05 kicked off on August, 22nd, and terminated on September, 28th  (deadline for document submission for RAN3#77bis). Two CRs were under discussion: R3-121692/3 [4, 5] vs. 25.413 and 25.467, respectively.
The first comments received during the e-mail discussion were from Ericsson, on September, 24th. While there were no comments for the CR vs. 25.413 [4], two were the main issues with the CR vs. 25.467 [5] (quoting):
1)  “the CR describes procedures already described in more generic specs, therefore the text should simply reference to those specs and not try to describe them again; the CR contains quite a number of implementation details that should not be captured in the standard (for example, often the CR mandates storage of information for the purpose of message mapping).”
This issue has been taken into account and the CR has been updated accordingly, by removing wherever possible implementation details and/or details that can be found in other specifications (and therefore can be referenced).
2)  “[About] section 7.3.x.2.3. There is seems that the RNC initiates Iur setup towards a specific HNB. In our opinion the RNC will start Iur setup with the HNB GW according to configuration. From an Iur point of view the peer entity seen by the RNC is the HNB GW, not the HNB. Therefore it seems confusing to specify Iur setup mapped to Iurh setup. We believe this section could be removed as already covered by other changes.” 

We think that subclause 7.3.x.2.3 should remain because it explains the inter-working function of the HNB-GW when the Iurh-Iur connectivity between HNB-RNC is triggered by the RNC. We do not think that the subclausing is not confusing. On the contrary, the HNB-GW behaviour described in this subclause is not described anywhere else in the TS. We noticed nevertheless that the subclause included unnecessary implementation details and those have been removed.

Taking into account that R3-121692 vs. TS 25.413 received no comments, it has been resubmitted as R2-122135 [7] without changing its content. The CR vs. TS 25.467 was updated tooking into account many of Ericsson’s comments and the replies above and resubmitted on the 3GPP RAN3 reflector on September, 25th.

Subsequently, Ericsson provided further comments on September, 28th (submission deadline). Ericsson mainly claimed that:
a) There were still implementation specific details to be removed from the CR.

b) That is improper to use the term “Iurh-Iur signalling connection” and another terminology should be used.

The latest draft version of the CR vs. TS 25.467 addresses bullet a) above (bullet b) is left for discussion during RAN3#77bis) and can be found in R3-122134 [7]. Notice that comments were voluntarily left in the draft CR in order to keep track of the discussion between the two involved companies.
3
Conclusion and Proposal
This document summarized post-RAN3#77 e-mail discussion #05 on Enhanced Relocation between HNB and RNC. The e-mail discussion produced:

· the  final version of the CR vs. 25.413, R3-122135 [8], and

· a draft version fo the CR vs 25.467, R3-122134 [7].

It is proposed to address the open issues left in [7] and to agree on the two CRs during RAN3#77bis.
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