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1
Starting point and main outcome of the e-mail discussion
A CR to 36.423 provided in R3-092620, based on off-line discussions during RAN3#65bis meeting in Miyazaki, was discussed on-line during the same meeting. Starting point for the e-mail discussion was this CR combined with the chairman's notes from the on-line discussion. 
The main outcome of the e-mail discussion is the new baseline CR submitted in R3-092732 to RAN3#66.

2
Conclusion overview
Conclusions from the e-mail discussion are:  (chairman's notes from RAN3#65bis in black, with the rapporteur's comments in red):

o        CATT proposed to have FFS the step of Handover Trigger Change IE – ALU fine with the proposal
Rapporteur>> Proposal to choose granularity of 0.5 dB (same as e.g. the granularity for the A3 hysterisis) and to let any incompatibility issue be solved by implementation dependent approximations. For the baseline CR with very restricted possibilities for feedback from eNB2 to eNB1, the best choice may be to not allow rejection due to incompatible granularity. No comments received. Considered closed.
o        Hauwei: The tabular lists HO parameters for both source and target side, while the procedural text only mentions the source side. why? – Huawei, ALU to resolve it offline
Rapporteur>> Comment probably not applicable to new version of baseline CR. No comments received. Considered closed.
o        We may need to add more cause values
o        Samsung: unclear the difference between the two cause values currently listed
Rapporteur>> 4 redefined cause values proposed instead of initial 2 cause values. Not agreed during e-mail discussion, so causes from R3-092620 are kept in the new baseline CR. Should be discussed during the RAN3#66 meeting.
o        ASN.1 missing
Rapporteur>> The ASN.1 part was provided for e-mail discussion. No comments received. Included in the new baseline CR.
o        Proposal to change both source and target side parameters has not been agreed (this conditional to the inquiry procedure currently FFS) i.e. eNB1 Proposed Mobility Parameters IE is not agreed yet.
Rapporteur>> The eNB1 Proposed Mobility Parameters IE is removed from new baseline CR.
o        Remaining part of the CR (besides the comments above) are agreable

Rapporteur>> Some other parts of the CR were discussed and included in the new baseline CR according to discussion status at deadline. See table below.
o        Hakon to create a baseline CR taking into account the above. Remaining parts to be discussed based on contributions. Will be shared on the reflector.
Rapporteur>> Baseline CR for RAN3#66 meeting is submitted in R3-092732.

The following table resumes proposals, company positions and conclusions relative to the new baseline CR (R3-092732).
	Section
	Proposal
	Proponent
	Discussion overview
	Conclusion

	8 and 9
	Rename 

"MOBILITY CHANGE RESPONSE"

to
"MOBILITY CHANGE ACKNOWLEDGE"
	Ericsson
	No objection received. 
	Ericsson's proposal to be included in the baseline version.

	8.3.x1.1
	Reword 

"This procedure enables an eNB to negotiate the handover trigger settings with a peer eNB controlling neighbouring cells." 

to 

"This procedure enables an eNB to propose new handover trigger settings for neighbouring cells.".
	Ericsson
	NEC: prefers Ericsson's version
ZTE:  prefers to keep the original version
NSN: no problem with either version
CMCC: "we prefer to keep the original version because in our understanding, it catches what has been agreed in last meeting"

Huawei: "slight preference for the original sentence, although not a strong opinion"

ALU: The proposed version contains less information than the original text. Is the idea to challenge one of the following:

- The original text implicitly states that that there is some feedback from eNB2 to eNB1. This information may be used by the eNB1 to make a new proposal, hence the word "negotiate". 

- With the wording "peer eNB", the text also helps to clarify that no de facto "master/slave" relation between eNBs should result from the procedure.
Ericsson's answer to above:

1) "negotiate" vs "propose" --> the reason to use "propose" in the procedure description is that the other eNB can only accept or reject the proposal. Combination of multiple proposals could be considered as negotiation but the stage 3 protocol describes only one class 1 procedure. Hence "propose" is the correct terminology;

2) X2 is defined as peer-to-peer interface, hence you do not need to describe this aspect all over again.


	Agreement was not reached at discussion deadline. Wording from R3-092620 is kept in the baseline version.

	9.2.6
	Remove other cause values than "load balancing" at this stage
	Ericsson
	ZTE: "agree with keeping the minimum set of cause values as a baseline that were enough discussed in Miyazaki, and remaining further discussion to the other useful cause values in Jeju meeting"

CMCC: "there might be some overlapping among those causes, therefore, we prefer to discuss them in next meeting"

NSN: keep the cause values "eNB2 Handover Trigger Change out of allowed range" and "Handover Trigger parameter change not supported", clarify the description in the meeting.

Huawei: "For the cause values we agree they need more discussion in Jeju. We believe the baseline can keep the Load balancing and the out of range cause values since these are clear and sufficiently discussed"

NEC: "use cases are not clear for some of these e.g. " Inappropriate value for eNB2 Handover Trigger Change " and " Handover Trigger parameter change not supported ". So I would propose to discuss these two causes further in the next meeting."

Ericsson: "no problem to have cause value "eNB2 Handover Trigger Change out of allowed range"." Proposes "Handover trigger parameter change temporarily not supported" instead of "Handover Trigger parameter change not supported".
	Discuss cause values during the Jeju meeting. Baseline version contains causes from last meeting (R3-092620).

	9.2.x1
	Reword
"The Mobility Parameters Proposal Information IE contains the change of the Handover Trigger as compared to its current value. The Handover Trigger is the cell specific offset that corresponds to the threshold at which a cell initialises the handover preparation procedure towards a specific neighbour cell."

to
"The Mobility Parameters Proposal Information IE contains the change of the Handover Trigger as compared to its current value. The Handover Trigger Change corresponds to the change in the threshold at which a cell initialises the handover preparation procedure towards a specific neighbour cell."
	Huawei
	ALU: counter-proposal (remove "is the cell specific offset that"): 

"The Mobility Parameters Proposal Information IE contains the change of the Handover Trigger as compared to its current value. The Handover Trigger corresponds to the threshold at which a cell initialises the handover preparation procedure towards a specific neighbour cell."

Huawei: "The counter-proposal... is fine with us. It removes the risk of confusion between “cell specific offset” and “cell individual offset”."

NSN: agrees

ZTE: "fine with the counter-proposal"


	ALU proposal included in the baseline version.
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