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Introduction
RAN3#79 captured in TR 37.813 [1] sub-section 4.2.1 an FFS relative to the validity of the described MRO use-cases. This paper summarizes our view. 
2
Discussion
The FFS in sub-section 4.2.1 was introduced on the background of update of the study item scope from LTE-HRPD to LTE-eHRPD. It was claimed by some companies that eHRPD may follow different deployment topologies, i.e. while HRPD was seen to provide full coverage, eHRPD would be deployed in smaller cells (e.g. using antennas closer to the ground or operating on higher frequencies than HRPD) with possibly spotty coverage for the purpose of capacity enhancement. On this background the detection of too late handover from LTE to eHRPD would no longer be valid, because this use-case assumes that the LTE coverage would be spotty at least in initial deployment phases, while eHRPD would have continuous coverage.
On this question our understanding can shortly be described as follows:
· HRPD and eHRPD use the same air interface (CDMA2000)

· eHRPD is a pure core network notion, and represents the CDMA counterpart of the EPC. There is therefore no link with CDMA RAN deployment topologies.
Hence the scenario of scattered LTE deployment on top of a full-coverage CDMA eHRPD deployment remains in our view valid for the study item. This scenario is the justification to introduce MRO for LTE-eHRPD (too late handover, as captured in the TR).
Proposal 1: Remove the FFS from sub-section 4.2.1.
Once the MRO use-case reconfirmed by RAN3, we would suggest to send an LS to RAN2 for further progress on the solution for detection of too late handover described in sub-section 4.2.2.1.

Proposal 2: Send an LS to RAN2, draft LS provided in [2], to clarify whether the UE can include the ID of the eHRPD cell where the UE connects after failure in the RLF report, according to FFS in sub-section 4.2.2.1.

Detection of unnecessary handover  from LTE to eHRPD is related to the same deployment scenario, and was therefore also captured in sub-section 4.2.1. We believe the following two proposals would permit progress on the solution for this use-case.
Proposal 3: Capture the solution description for detection of unnecessary handover (the sub-section 4.2.2.2), a proposal is provided in [3].
Proposal 4: In an LS to 3GPP2, draft LS provided in [4], verify the feasibility of inter-RAT coverage hole monitoring by the CDMA network for the case of unnecessary handover.
3
Conclusion
We have made the following 4 proposals linked to the MRO use-case:
Proposal 1: Remove the FFS from sub-section 4.2.1.

Proposal 2: Send an LS to RAN2, draft LS provided in [2], to clarify whether the UE can include the ID of the eHRPD cell where the UE connects after failure in the RLF report, according to FFS in sub-section 4.2.2.1.

Proposal 3: Capture the solution description for detection of unnecessary handover (the sub-section 4.2.2.2), a proposal is provided in [3].

Proposal 4: In an LS to 3GPP2, draft LS provided in [4], verify the feasibility of inter-RAT coverage hole monitoring by the CDMA network for the case of unnecessary handover.
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