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1
Introduction
This paper includes some miscellaneous TR update and a text proposal for the conclusion section of TR 36.742 [1]. The proposed conclusion is based on the assumption that text proposals submitted to the present meeting in [2] and [3] are agreed by RAN3. 
2
Miscellaneous updates

Section 4.2:
Remove: “FFS: Further criteria may be added, including possible merge of criteria.”
Section 6.2.2:

For evaluation of solution 2, the following was captured at RAN3#95bis:

Impact on configuration: 
OAM impact for eNB to report backhaul congestion. Requires that OAM is able to continuously update the CA, however this is the principle by which CAs are configured and updated as per Release 12.
The underlined sentence is not in line with SA5 status, and we therefore propose the sentence to be removed as follows:
Impact on configuration: 
OAM impact for eNB to report backhaul congestion. 
3
TP for conclusion section of TR 36.742
<<< TP start >>>
7
Conclusion

The present technical report builds on previously standardized inter-eNB CoMP functionality (CCF – CoMP Coordination Function), and presents methods to group together CoMP transmission points that maximizes CoMP performance (defined as average and cell edge User Packet Throughput gain in section 5.1) when cooperating in real operating conditions with focus on:
· connectivity aspects, in particular backhaul performances;

· spatio-temporal user traffic distribution.
Five solutions have been described and evaluated: Solution 1 and 2 address connectivity aspects, while solution 3, 4 and 5 address spatio-temporal user traffic distribution. 
A common denominator in all five solutions is the existence of a Coordination Area Management Function (CAMF). The CAMF reorganizes the coordination areas when this is required for optimal CoMP performance, based on monitoring of the conditions under which the CCF operates. 

For all five solutions the monitoring part of the CAMF is located in the RAN. In solutions 1, 3 and 5 the part of the CAMF responsible for coordination area assignment is located in the E-UTRAN, while for solution 2 and 4 this part is located in OAM. According to the evaluation, these two approaches will give different reconfiguration delays (shorter for the E-UTRAN approach), and different border zones between CAMF areas (for the OAM approach it is expected that these will coincide with OAM borders in many deployments). Solution 3 and 5, both being based on an E-UTRAN approach, also have different time scales (shortest for solution 5). Both approaches would require normative work in RAN3 (OAM requirements and/or X2 signalling).

The evaluations indicate that CAMF need to be able to take the full operating conditions into account. E.g. in the evaluation of solution 1, addressing connectivity aspects, it is clarified that if “interfering UEs are not considered the overall gain may result negative”. It is therefore beneficial to combine with solutions addressing user traffic distribution.
The study has not concluded on whether X2 signalling principles employed for CCF in Rel-12/13 can be reused when the part of the CAMF responsible for coordination area assignment is located in the E-UTRAN. These signalling aspects may be determined during normative phase.

<<< TP end >>>
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