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1   Introduction
The necessity of inter-RAT mobility setting change procedure was discussed in last meeting. It is common understanding that the indication of the handover trigger change is needed from LTE to 3G. This contribution discussed what paremeters should be included in the message from eNB to RNC.
2   Discussion
Absolute HO trigger, relative HO trigger or both

For solving the problem of too late HO from LTE to UTRAN, eNB may increase B2-1 or decrease B2-2. If we assume UTRAN have basic coverage and its signal is always good. Then the high possibility of eNB behavior is to change the handover trigger corresponding to B2-1 to solve the too late HO problem. If there is no coordinated change from UTRAN to LTE e.g. 3A-2, the gap between the two will become small (see the pink part in Figure 1) which may bring ping-pong problem. To solve the ping-pong problem, the relative change is enough. RNC cannot understand the absolute value unless the RNC save the history change information. This will mandate the RNC to save the history information received in Mobility setting change procedure which is too complex and a lot of burden for RNC.
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Figure 1
Proposal 1: Relative HO trigger change should be notified from eNB to RNC.

Whether the criteria of RSRP/RSRQ need to be included?

It has been suggested to either report the change per criteria or to indicate which criterion that has been changed in the eNB. It is beneficial to let the RNC know the relative change is RSRP or RSPQ, so that RNC can have correct understanding and corresponding change to avoid the ping-pong. There are three possible alternatives:

Alternative 1: eNB always indicate the relative change corresponding to RSRQ for the inter-RAT MRO scenario.
Normally, RSRQ will be used in HetNet scenario. For the too late inter-RAT HO scenario it is similar if we assume UTRAN has basic coverage. Even if RSRP is used in eNB, it can do mapping to the change of RSRQ and send to RNC.

Alternative 2: Two neighbour RATs can be configured which criteria is used and exchanged.

Alternative 3: Include two optional relative handover trigger change parameters in the message. Then eNB can indicate the one or both which is really changed in eNB.
It is proposed for RAN3 to select one alternative as way forward. Considering the eNB can do the mapping of the two, one relative HO trigger change in the message may be enough. The meaning of this one can be descript in the specification. We have slight preference on alternative 1.
3   Conclusion
The paper discussed how to indicate mobility setting change from eNB to RNC. It is proposed to agree the following proposal and corresponding CR in [4].
Proposal 1: Relative HO trigger change should be notified from eNB to RNC.
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