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1
Introduction
During RAN3#83bis a discussion was held regarding paper R3-140796. As a result it was agreed that the text proposed for inclusion in TR-37.822 would be amended as per following text proposal in Section 2.

2
Proposed Changes

---------------------------First Change-------------------------------

4.1.3
Conclusions

Based on the discussions and studies done so far, following conclusions concerning SON enhancement for UE types can be formulated:

1)
Any work impacting RRM mechanism shall be consulted with appropriate WGs, e.g. RAN2.

2)
For the ping-pong problem, the solutions 2b and 3b shall be treated with lower priority.

3)
The study has found that the Mobility Setting Change procedure can:

-
be enhanced with a further description of how the negotiated HO trigger point should be interpreted; stage-3 should not be changed

-
be enhanced with extra information allowing the HO trigger point to be negotiated on a per UE group basis; stage-3 needs to be changed

4)
The benefit of solutions enabling UE grouping is higher granularity of mobility border negotiations fit to UE groups, at the cost of restrictions to the RRM and scheduling policies (which is less restricted in case of status quo proposals or proposals adding extra mobility information such as offset to HO preparation messages).
5)
The benefit of solutions based on exchange of HO trigger point information via HO preparation procedure is to enable per-UE alignment of HO trigger point at the target eNB. The source eNB would be informed of the target’s ability to apply the HO policy for the UE once the handover preparation is completed (while in case of solutions enabling UE grouping this can be known beforehand).
4
Conclusions
It is proposed to agree to the text proposal in Section 2 for inclusion in TR37.822 
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