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Thursday, March 20, 2008

Dear colleauges, 
As we have agreed in the SA5#58 closing plenary, we need to get OAM SWG consensus on S5-080532 Breakout session-2 report on Harmonized ANR definitions by email. Now we have the updated text proposed by rapporteur: 

" 
ANR List (ANRL):              This list is the output of the Automatic Neighbour Relation (ANR) function. The list is updated only by the ANR function. The O&M system is informed about changes in this list. 
ANR Blacklist:    List of cells to which the eNB shall neither establish nor keep a neighbour relation. This list is managed only by the O&M system. 
ANR Whitelist:   List of cells to which the eNB shall always establish and maintain a neighbour relation. This list is managed only by the O&M system. 
The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist. 
Editor's note: The definition of the ANR List (ANRL) is not finalized, and subject to update pending better understanding of the ANR function. 
" 
If no objections have been submitted on this reflector before the 26th of March EOB, the proposal is considered as agreed. 
Following this email approval, there will be an email approval of 32.816 as latest draft from SA5#58. 
Best regards, 

------------------------------------- 

Huang Shuqiang 

3GPP SA5 SWG OAM Chair 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Wednesday, March 26, 2008

I have three requests:
1.      Modify the sentence: “The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” to be as follows: “The content of the ANRL does not have to be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.”
2.      Move the definition of the ANRL after the definitions of the ANR WL and ANR BL and integrate the sentence quoted above into the definition of the ANRL. 

3.      Modify the Editor’s note to be as follows: “The definition of the ANR List (ANRL), ANR WL and ANR BL are not finalized, pending an agreement on the meaning of the term “neighbor relation” and an agreement on the number and types of WLs and BLs required.”
Thanks,
Amer
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Dear all:
 

We would like to consider the following (re point 1) so we know one kind of implementation (the first sentence) is "standard compliant" while it is FFS if other standard implementation is additionally/also allowed (re: 2nd sentence).
“The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.  It is for further study if the standard should also allow the content of the ANRL be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” 
 

We would like to consider the following Editor notes (re point 3).  This proposal is a) not to mix the two unresolved issues together; i.e. one editor note for one unresolved issue and b) highlight the agreement that the definition of the term "neighbour relation" is solely the responsibility of RAN3.
"
Editor's note 1: The definition of the ANR List (ANRL) is not finalized, and subject to update pending RAN3 clarification/definition of the term "neighbour relation".  SA5 will/need not discuss/define the definition of the term "neighbour relation".
Edwit's note 2: Whether SA5 needs to define other lists is for further study. 
"
 

Best regards
Edwin
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Hi all,
 
Please see one question for clarification below.
 
Thanks,
Amer
 


From: Edwin Tse [mailto:edwin.tse@ERICSSON.COM] 
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2008 12:10 PM
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG5@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: Re: S5eOAM0019 Email approval of Harmonized ANR definitions to be included in TR 32.816, deadline 2008-03-26
 

Dear all:
 
We would like to consider the following (re point 1) so we know one kind of implementation (the first sentence) is "standard compliant" while it is FFS if other standard implementation is additionally/also allowed (re: 2nd sentence).
“The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.  It is for further study if the standard should also allow the content of the ANRL be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” 
 
 [amerc] Why we would favor a particular implementation over others in the specs unless we can demonstrate that only this particular implementation can meet the requirements? What would be the requirement(s) that only the implementation proposed above could meet? 
 
We would like to consider the following Editor notes (re point 3).  This proposal is a) not to mix the two unresolved issues together; i.e. one editor note for one unresolved issue and b) highlight the agreement that the definition of the term "neighbour relation" is solely the responsibility of RAN3.
"
Editor's note 1: The definition of the ANR List (ANRL) is not finalized, and subject to update pending RAN3 clarification/definition of the term "neighbour relation".  SA5 will/need not discuss/define the definition of the term "neighbour relation".
Edwit's note 2: Whether SA5 needs to define other lists is for further study. 
"
 

Best regards
Edwin
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Dear OAMers,
 

Vodafone supports Qualcomm's view “The content of the ANRL does not have to be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” , as expressed by Amer. I believe that the Stage 2, TS36.300 allows for operator policy that would exclude Blacklisted cells from being included as inputs to the ANR function, by not allowing the UE even to do measurements on them. Thus in this scenario the ANR Function is dependent on the BL.
 

Unfortunately the relevant section of TS36.300 allows for different operator policies to be applied, so another operator may decide on a policy to include Blacklisted cells in the input to the ANR Function. In this scenario the ANR Function is not dependent on the BL. Our definition needs to be evenly weighted in respect of both possibilities.
 

For the record, VFs preference is that Blacklisted cells will not be included as input to ANR Function. For us the ANR Function will be dependent on the BL.
 

Please see the enclosed annotated section from TS36.300 as justification for my argument.
 
 

Adrian Neal
Team Leader, Service Requirements Core and Terminal  Standards,
Industry Initiatives & Standardisation,
Group R&D,
Vodafone Group Services Ltd.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Dear colleauges, 
As we have agreed in the SA5#58 closing plenary, we need to get OAM SWG consensus on S5-080532 Breakout session-2 report on Harmonized ANR definitions by email. Now we have the updated text proposed by rapporteur: 

" 
ANR List (ANRL):              This list is the output of the Automatic Neighbour Relation (ANR) function. The list is updated only by the ANR function. The O&M system is informed about changes in this list. 
ANR Blacklist:    List of cells to which the eNB shall neither establish nor keep a neighbour relation. This list is managed only by the O&M system. 
ANR Whitelist:   List of cells to which the eNB shall always establish and maintain a neighbour relation. This list is managed only by the O&M system. 
The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist. 
Editor's note: The definition of the ANR List (ANRL) is not finalized, and subject to update pending better understanding of the ANR function. 
" 
If no objections have been submitted on this reflector before the 26th of March EOB, the proposal is considered as agreed. 
Following this email approval, there will be an email approval of 32.816 as latest draft from SA5#58. 
Best regards, 

------------------------------------- 

Huang Shuqiang 

3GPP SA5 SWG OAM Chair 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Dear all:
 

I would like to repond to Amer's questions and to ask Adrian a question.
 

Re Amer's 
"
“The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.  It is for further study if the standard should also allow the content of the ANRL be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” 
 [amerc] Why we would favor a particular implementation over others in the specs unless we can demonstrate that only this particular implementation can meet the requirements? What would be the requirement(s) that only the implementation proposed above could meet? 
"
Amer questions the validity of the first proposed sentence.  The questions are legitimate, in my view.  But those questions should be posted to RAN3 who defines ANR function (that produces the ANRL).  I could not find in any RAN3 document that says "ANR function, when producing the ANRL, must take BL and WL content into account."   Hence, I took the position that it is a valid implementation according to the "first sentence".
 

Re Adrian:
 

1) Is there a mistype in your 4th paragraph? Should 'dependent on the BL" be replaced by "independent on the BL")?
2) "TS36.300 allows for operator policy that would exclude Blacklisted cells from being included as inputs to the ANR function, by not allowing the UE even to do measurements on them. Thus in this scenario the ANR Function is dependent on the BL."  If one "exclude BL cells from being included as inputs to the ANR function", how can you conclude "thus,... ANR function is dependent on the BL".  Is there a typo?
 

Br
Edwin
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Hi Edwin,
 

I guess in both cases where I conclude that the ANR function is dependent on the BL it's because the BL has been applied before the ANR Function is invoked. Thus the output ANR list will depend on what was in the BL. Perhaps it's a fine distinction between the function per se and its output (the ANRL).
 

Hope that helps.
 

Adrian Neal
Team Leader, Service Requirements Core and Terminal  Standards,
Industry Initiatives & Standardisation,
Group R&D,
Vodafone Group Services Ltd.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Friday, March 28, 2008

Hi Edwin and all,
 
Thanks for your clarification. One comment below your answer.
 
Thanks,
Amer
 


From: Edwin Tse [mailto:edwin.tse@ERICSSON.COM] 
Sent: Friday, March 28, 2008 6:53 AM
To: 3GPP_TSG_SA_WG5@LIST.ETSI.ORG
Subject: Re: S5eOAM0019 Email approval of Harmonized ANR definitions to be included in TR 32.816, deadline 2008-03-26
 

Dear all:
 
I would like to repond to Amer's questions and to ask Adrian a question.
 
Re Amer's 
"
“The content of the ANRL is not dependant of the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.  It is for further study if the standard should also allow the content of the ANRL be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” 
 [amerc] Why we would favor a particular implementation over others in the specs unless we can demonstrate that only this particular implementation can meet the requirements? What would be the requirement(s) that only the implementation proposed above could meet? 
"
Amer questions the validity of the first proposed sentence.  The questions are legitimate, in my view.  But those questions should be posted to RAN3 who defines ANR function (that produces the ANRL).  I could not find in any RAN3 document that says "ANR function, when producing the ANRL, must take BL and WL content into account."   Hence, I took the position that it is a valid implementation according to the "first sentence".
 
[amerc] The position that is taken in the first proposed sentence quoted above is not that the implementation in question is valid, but rather that it is the only valid implementation. I do not see a justification for this. One can clearly envision an implementation in which the ANRL indeed does not contain cells that are in the ANR BL. If there are no requirements that only the proposed implementation can meet, then restricting the specs to favor this implementation is not acceptable in my view.
If one argues that this is a question to RAN3, it follows from this argument that the definition of the ANRL should also be specified in RAN3. 
I re-iterate my previous proposal: “The content of the ANRL does not have to be dependant on the content of the ANR Blacklist or the ANR Whitelist.” as a compromise. Alternative proposal is to remove this aspect from the ANRL definition altogether.   
 
Re Adrian:
 
1) Is there a mistype in your 4th paragraph? Should 'dependent on the BL" be replaced by "independent on the BL")?
2) "TS36.300 allows for operator policy that would exclude Blacklisted cells from being included as inputs to the ANR function, by not allowing the UE even to do measurements on them. Thus in this scenario the ANR Function is dependent on the BL."  If one "exclude BL cells from being included as inputs to the ANR function", how can you conclude "thus,... ANR function is dependent on the BL".  Is there a typo?
 
Br
Edwin
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------








































