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Discussion
1 Introduction 
Seamless mobility while having LWA is within the scope of this new WI on LWA. In RAN3 #91bis, several mobility cases had been analysed and subsequently the following WA was made:

                                                  WA: HO without WT change
Other Scenarios including one that involves WT change can still be within the Scope of future discussion based on consensus. This means that other mobility scenarios have not been ruled out yet. Any of these mobility cases however require a Source eNB to first figure out whether a particular UE HO involves WT change OR not. At the moment no prior discussion has ever considered this.
The objective of this paper is to explore whether any priory information has to be in place at the source eNB side for it to execute the correct HO.
2 Discussion
Offloading to WLAN through LWA enables better user experience while enabling a network operator to manage its scarce and expensive radio resources efficiently. At the time of HO which is triggered mainly based on signal quality measurement, if a source eNB has extra pieces of information such as residual capacity, load information of each target candidate, HO rejection by a target candidate due to lack of resources can be avoided. In other words, the extra SON information will in turn help a source eNB minimise resource wastage due to unsuccessful HO attempts while providing better QoE to a UE. 

In a resource constraint target, the luxury of offloading traffic through LWA is always helpful. Hence, before deciding a HO type in terms of whether it involves WT change OR not it is better for a Source eNB to know whether its potential target candidates have connectivity to the same WT or possibly to the same AP that serves a UE in question. 

Observation 1: Getting a Source eNB to know whether each of its target candidate has connectivity to the same WT at the time HO is useful for better resource management and UE experience.
This means it is better for eNBs to include WT connectivity in its neighbour information. Although split bearer option is considered in LWA case where a target can still reset its PDCP after a HO, choosing the target that has connectivity to the same WT is useful as opposed to completely breaking LWA at the time of HO and making WT additions after a HO. This puts extra effort on UE as well as on target in terms of measurement taking and signalling.
Proposal 1: RAN3 is respectfully requested to explore the benefits of including WT details in Neighbour Information IE.

3 Conclusion and proposals
This paper Analyses the need for eNBs to have full picture of neighbours in terms of WT connectivity for better resource usage and UE QoE. With its basic Analysis, it further makes the following Observation and proposal:
Observation 1: Getting a Source eNB to know whether each of its target candidate has connectivity to the same WT at the time HO is useful for better resource management and UE experience.
Proposal 1: RAN3 is respectfully requested to explore the benefits of including WT details in Neighbour Information IE.
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