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6.5.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: ?% (from 70% in previous meeting)

Estimated completion date: SA#76, Jun 2017
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): none
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: The meeting has discussed 6 pCRs, including adding coordination description in 3 use cases and corresponding requirements, introducing hybrid SON architecture option, and proposal of clause 8 and 9, all of them were decided to be revised.
Outstanding issues: none
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 29 Mar. 2017, Q3.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5‑171591
	pCR to TR 32.865 Clarification of Cell splitting

· Nokia: Two comments: one is editorial change suggestion: move the new-added paragraph in clause 4.1.2.1 to unearth of next paragraph. The other comment on CON-9, remove the words “AAS operation” from coordination of “OAM configuration”.
· Cisco: They are doable.

· Ericsson: most of contribution does not impact distributed SON for AAS solution, so we disagree the pCR as it does not exclude this case. Also, the time interval change from 15 minutes to 5 minutes may impact NE performance.
· Ericsson: Any data missing from existing TR? Or what’s new coordination is needed in distributed SON for AAS solutions?
· Cisco: I do not say that coordination is new, but it is required.
· Ericsson: In deployed distributed SON for AAS solution, there has no issue found for coordination.

· Chairman: offline discussion between Cisco and Ericsson.
Conclusion: revised to S5-171898.
	Cisco

	S5‑171592
	pCR to TR 32.865 Clarification of Cell merging
· Nokia: same comment with S5-171591
· Ericsson: same comment with S5-171591
Conclusion: revised to S5-171899.
	Cisco

	S5‑171593
	pCR to TR 32.865 Clarification of Cell shaping.doc
· Nokia: same comment with S5-171591
· Ericsson: same comment with S5-171591

Conclusion: revised to S5-171900.
	Cisco

	S5‑171594
	pCR to TR 32.865 Hybrid SON for AAS

· Nokia: There have 4 comments:
1) Add “or EM” after NE who provides vendor specific M&C functionalities.
2) “examples of configuration” sentence should refer to 7.2 and 7.3 instead of 7.1-7.4.
3) Add X2 connection in the figure.

4) Is it necessary to update the comparison table in clause 5.2 with this new architecture option?
· Cisco: I will further check the second one, but about the last one, it depends on the conclusion of this pCR.

· Huawei: There have 3 comments:

1) A typo on “Accoridng”, 
2) Remove “EM” from multi-vendors’ M&C functionalities for SON for AAS
3) Need some clarification on the box of “centralized component of the Hybrid SON for AAS” in the figure, what’s usage of it?

· Cisco: As mentioned in middle sentence of 1st paragraph, NM is responsible for multi-vendor AAS SON configuration, while it need some text description on the box in NM of the figure.
· Ericsson: Hybrid SON means that SON algorithm can run into different level, so E/// wants to study a new SI to address this iusse, and is out of scope of this TR. So it need a new SI to study this issue, and E/// disagree this contribution.
· Cisco: We think that key issues of hybrid SON has been done in this TR.
· Ericsson: we disagree, hybrid means that co-operation between different level of SON algorithm execution, which is another matter need further study.

· Cisco: we think that coordination has been identified in existing TR.

· Ericsson: that is misunderstanding of hybrid SON solution
· Cisco: How to called inter-vendor eNB configuration parameters for AAS operation. 

· Ericsson: I would not call it hybrid SON.

· Intel: One question on the figure: it is some tricky that centralized component/control in NM level besides distributed SON algorithm in NE.

· Cisco: NM can do some centralized SON algorithm with control and PM data based co-ordination operation executed.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171901
	Cisco

	S5‑171611

	pCR TR 32.865 Clause 8 - Conclusions
· Intel: some minor modifications are needed on clause 8, we can discuss it offline.

· Huawei: One typo on the 2nd item of the 2nd bullet: “alternative”, also what’s meaning of “alternative coverage configuration”, it is related to AAS operation? 

· Cisco: the alternative coverage configuration means that you NM/EM can be configured with some configuration parameter sets.

· Nokia: Yes, it is described in clause 7.3, for example, operator can preconfigure several parameter templates or schemes, then when some criteria is met, NM can activate another set of coverage configuration parameter-set.

· Huawei: for clause 5, the modified text change the original meaning.

· Nokia: I just copied these texts from SON architecture definition specified in TS 32.500

Conclusion: Revised to S5-171902.
	Nokia

	S5‑171612
	pCR TR 32.865 Clause 9 – Recommendations
· Intel: the 2nd bullet need to be revised as the “control functionalities” seems out of SA5 scope.
· Ericsson: What’s meaning of the 3rd bullet, it is called “Cell-ID management”
· Nokia: The text need to be revised to make it clear, this bullet is a summary of existing sub-clause 7.4 as part of potential solution, it intends to let NM be aware of relationship between new-built cell and impacted cell list.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-171903.
	Nokia
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