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	Tdoc
	Title
	Comments

	1.  Opening of the meeting

	Tuesday - 9AM

	

	2.  Approval of the Agenda

	

	3.  Approval of the minutes from previous meetings

	

	4.  Reminder of IPR declaration

	

	5.  Incoming LSs

	

	6.  H(e)NB mobility enhancements
WID: RP-100371 (target: RAN#50); Status: new
Note also the additional task in RP-100364.

	6.1.  3G --- GW-based solution for optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility

Identified solutions in RAN#68:

1. stage-2 only

2. Source HNB to provide the GW with all necessary parameters to construct relocation-related messages
3. Relocation-related information exchange between source and target HNBs transparent to the GW
4. Source sends the relocation request message to GW; GW decides whether to trasfer the relocation request to the target
Open issues (applicable to all solutions):

A. Does the target needs to send a path switch message to the upper node at every relocation?

B. How does solution address CELL_FACH?

	6.2.  3G --- Evaluation of other possible solutions for optimized HNB-to-HNB mobility

Additional identified solution for optimized mobility between HNBs:

- Direct interface

Open Issues:

A. Evaluate benefits for direct interface (e.g. more efficient mobility support w/ respect to GW/CN-based solution? Benefits of SHO? etc..)

B. Consider complexity to introduce the direct interface

	6.3.  LTE --- Solutions for optimized (H)eNB-to-HeNB mobility

Identified solutions in RAN#68:

1. S1 HO termination at GW (only applicable to HeNB-to-HeNB case)

2. X2GW-based

3.Direct X2

Open Issues for HeNB-to-Macro mobility

- (Also based on the list below) identify requirements & deployment scenarios to support enhanced HeNB-to-Macro mobility
- There are scenarios where the IP address provided by the security GW  to the HeNB is not routable by the Macro.
- Need to consider the fact that IP address maybe dynamically configured

- Need to consider scalability of the solution

- Need to consider whether macro upgrade is needed 

- Whether we need to have a single solution to cover HeNB-to-HeNB and HeNB-to-Macro?
Open Issues for HeNB-to-HeNB mobility

- (Also based on list below) identify requirements & deployment scenarios to support enhanced HeNB-to-HeNB mobility
- Whether the solution should cover inter-CSG?

- Need to consider the fact that IP address maybe dynamically configured

-. Need to consider scalability of the solution
- May need to consider some security requirements (with help from SA3)
Invited: operator input on requirements & deployment scenarios for enhanced HeNB-to-HeNB and HeNB-to-Macro mobility

	6.4.  Others

	

	7.  Relays WI 
WID: RP-091434 (target: RAN#50); Status: RP-100058 (level: 5%)   

	7.1.  O&M requirements

- Connectivity between O&M and RN

- RN configuration process
- Any special behaviour when O&M link is broken (given the less reliable O&M transport network) ? 

- Any special security requirements (see LS from SA3)?

	7.2.  HO related / U-plane
-
Should “smart forwarding” at HO be addressed in R10? --- RAN3 to take a final decision on that.

-
Assess whether the use of RN still allows to meet the existing QoS requirements

	7.3.  HO related / C-plane
-  Routing of HO messages. 

     + Is TA-based routing not appropriate for RN?

     + How does the source chooses the HO type ( S1 vs X2)?

              >Case 1: source is RN

              >Case 2: target is RN

- Is the RN eNB ID the same as the DeNB ID?

- Other ANR implications

- Should we optimize intra-DNB HO?

	7.4.  Issues related to non UE-associated messages

-  Termination

-
Routing

-
Optimizations (e.g. bundling of messages between RN and DeNB)

	7.5.  Aspects related to RN attachment/release
-
RN node MME/GW selection 

-
How CN confirms to the DeNB that the RN is a relay node? (current assumption based on RAN2 decision) ?

-
Does the RN attached using a ‘USIM’? – SA3 currently discussing about it

-
How do we allow nomadic relays?

	7.6.  Uu-Un Bearer Mapping

	7.7.  Others

	

	8.  Outgoing LSs

	

	9.  Closing of the meeting

	Thursday – 6PM 
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Meeting Schedule (tentative)

	
	Monday
	Tuesday
	Wednesday

	[Session 0]
8.00-9.00
	
	
	

	Session 1
9.00-10.30 
	H(e)NB mob

	Relays

	CBs


	Session 2
11.00-13.00
	
	
	

	Lunch break

	Session 3
14.00-16.00
	H(e)NB mob

	Relays

	CBs


	Session 4
16.30-18.30
	
	
	

	[Session 5]
18.45-20.30
	
	
	


Future Meetings 
	Title
	Dates
	Venue
	Host

	2010

	RAN3#69
	23 - 27 Aug 
	Madrid (Spain)
	EF3

	RAN#49
	14 – 17 Sep 
	San Antonio (USA) 
	NAF3

	RAN3#69bis
	11 - 15 Oct 
	China
	ZTE

	RAN3#70
	15 – 19 Nov 
	USA
	NAF3

	RAN#50
	2 – 5 Dec 
	Istanbul (Turkey)
	EF3

	2011

	RAN3#70bis
	17 - 21 Jan 
	EU
	EF3

	RAN3#71
	21 – 25 Feb 
	Taipei (Taiwan)
	HTC

	RAN#51
	15 – 18 Mar 
	US
	


