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1
Introduction
This paper provides discussion and proposal for the following postponed issue from last RAN3#81bis meeting:
Selection of the stage 3 specification option between the two following identified options:

a. Option 1: TS36.413 references TS36.423, change of TS36.423, further update on TS36.300 in addition to R3-131546?  
b. Option 2: duplication of the load definition in TS36.413 annex B, but does not touch TS36.423

2
Discussion
In the last RAN3 meeting we described the following impact analysis of option 1 (reuse of X2AP load definition) [1]:
· introduction of "eHRPD resources" as a second option to the current description:

"The Capacity Value IE indicates the amount of resources that are available relative to the total E-UTRAN resources."

· the Cell Capacity Class IE is optional in the X2AP ASN.1, but should be mandated for inter-RAT reporting as it was agreed at RAN3#81bis [2]:

3/ For the definition of the eHRPD Composite Available Capacity, it was agreed that the eHRPD Cell Capacity Class value will be mandatorily provided (either by asn1 or by procedural text, depending on the selected specification option)

This is currently handled by stage 2 in the intra-3GPP case.
· other information, currently in stage 2 for intra-3GPP case, need to be added: 
· description of cell capacity class; 
· description linked to interpretation ("A cell is expected to accept traffic corresponding to the indicated available capacity.")
·  ...
During the discussion at the meeting it was also clarified that the term "E-UTRAN resources" currently used in TS 36.423 is also used in TS 36.300 clause 19.2.1.5, referring to resources required for service establishment. We believe it is beneficial to keep this terminology aligned between the two specifications.

Using the X2AP load definition also for eHRPD load also seems to us to tie unnecessarily the load definitions between the two technologies. Although load definitions are supposed to be a stable part of the specification, we still believe it is beneficial to avoid a situation where updates or corrections related to one technology could become difficult due to side effects concerning the other technology. It seems clear that, if eHRPD load definition is being integrated into X2AP, that possible further changes needed for e.g. LTE load reporting would also need to take eHRPD load reporting into account, and vice versa.

Based on these reasons, and in line with the LTE-eHRPD inter-RAT SON work item description in which impacts only on TS 36.300 and TS 36.413 are foreseen, we believe we should avoid updates to X2AP for the eHRPD load definition.

Proposal 1:  Define the load to be reported by the eHRPD eAN according to option 2 (duplication in TS 36.413 Annex B without touching TS 36.423).

3
Conclusion
Concerning the stage 3 documentation approach for eHRPD load, we have made the following proposal:
Proposal 1:  Define the load to be reported by the eHRPD eAN according to option 2 (duplication in TS 36.413 Annex B without touching TS 36.423).

A stage 3 CR based on this proposal is submitted to the present meeting in [3].
4
References

[1]
R3-131854

[2]
R3-131737, Session report

[3]
R3-132194, CR to TS 36.413, "Introduce support for load reporting between LTE and eHRPD", Alcatel-Lucent.




















































PAGE  
2/2

