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1 Introduction 

During the RAN3 AH meeting on H(e)NB and Relaying, the choice of HO type and the ANR implications was discussed. This contribution summarizes the conclusions of such discussion.

2 Handling of neighboring information and HO type
It is assumed that
· RN uses following information to determine whether it can initiate an X2 HO to the target cell 

· The “No X2” attribute and “No HO” attribute in NRT are not checked.

· RN knows that DeNB have an X2 connection with the neighboring eNB via eNB Configuration Update procedure, or X2 Setup procedure. It is FFS on how to carry this type of information in eNB Configuration Update procedure and X2 Setup procedure.  

· Target eNB can supports the same MME pool. It is FFS on whether current S1 is enough to let RN know the MME selected by its DeNB, and how RN knows the target eNB’s GU Group ID information. 
· The NRT attributes in the RN is configured by the RN’s OAM. It is an optimization for DeNB to send to the RN the “NO HO” information between DeNB and neighbour eNBs.
3 Proposal
RAN3 is kindly asked to acknowledge and confirm the assumptions made in clause 2 as a way forward when continuing the work on handling of neighboring info and choice of HO type for relay.
4 References

�What does this mean? Are we talking about the RN NRT?
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