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1
Introduction
In this paper we bring clarifications to option 5.1 (TR 37.813) following questions defined during RAN3#79.
2
Answers to questions from last meeting
· in which specifications is the option documented

The already existing SON Transfer applications (in TS 36.413 Annex B) will be used for load reporting between LTE and eHRPD. According to current agreement the applicable applications are Multi-Cell Load Reporting and Event-Triggered Load Reporting.
Description on RIM level will be provided in TS 48.018 (BSSGP – stage 3). 

Description linked to forwarding of the  RIM container by CN nodes will be provided in the following specifications:

· TS 23.002 (SA2 network architecture)
· TS 23.402 (Architecture enhancements for non-3GPP accesses – stage 2)

· CT4 stage 3 specification (options may be new TS 29.xxx, or extension of TS 29.274 or TS TS 29.276)

· how is the option documented

SON Transfer application specification (TS 36.413 Annex B): The RAT-specific parts of Annex B will need extension to cover eHRPD. These RAT specific parts include the semantics definitions of error causes and the IRAT Cell Id (B.1.8).
TS 48.018: The needed updates are similar to what was done in earlier releases when support of LTE was introduced, and include at least:

· RIM signalling procedures (8c.1.1) – add the eHRPD in the description of the generic RAN Information Management (RIM) procedures

· SON procedure: 11.3.63.1.4 - Reporting Cell Identifier, 11.3.63.2.4 - RAT discriminator coding, 11.3.70 – RIM routing information

In addition specific requirements should state that eHRPD is not applicable as source or target RAT for legacy RIM applications (sub-section 8.c.6.x).

Other: The needed updates in the other documents cited above are similar to what was done in earlier releases when support of LTE was introduced, and will in our current understanding consist in:

· TS 23.002 (SA2 network architecture) – document the new reference point.

· TS 23.402 – document the new interface Sxxx as well as the use of RIM between LTE and eHRPD in a similar way as currently in TS 23.401 for the Gb, the Iu, the S1, Gn and the S3 interfaces.
· Stage 3 depending on choices to be done by CT4. 
· can the existing signalling in 36.413 Annex B be transported on “option 5.2”

This question is not applicable for option 5.1 discussed in the present paper.

· message size constraint?

Current specification contains a note reminding the typical default limitation of message sizes on the Gb interface, however array dimensioning constants in TS 36.413 Annex B allow bigger messages. So the described message size limit is not applicable when Gb is not involved, and signalling between the E-UTRAN and eHRPD is therefore not concerned by this constraint. To our knowledge the standard doesn't contain any other message size constraints for RIM signalling. 
· expected lead-time in standardisation WGs (RAN + SA + CT + GERAN). Which groups are affected and how difficult will it be for them to update their specifications 

The work for option 5.1 should be straight-forward in all WGs, however we don't evaluate here the work related to the creation of a new Sxxx interface which is common to option 5.1 and 5.2. 

The overall lead-time is expected to be given by the number of meeting cycles required for inter-WG coordination by LS, e.g. 3 meeting cycles.
3
Conclusion
While the work in each WG seems straight-forward for option 5.1, the overall lead-time may be expected to represent e.g. 3 meeting cycles due to need for inter-WG coordination by LS. 
No blocking points are seen for this option which will leverage already existing specification wherever possible.
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