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	S5-082051 
E pCR TS 32.762 EUTRAN NRM IRP

Ericsson
	ET presented.
JMC: 4th modified section: adminstrative state misspelled. Write qualifier missing.
ET: OK on misspelling. Need to check on write qualifier:

JS: Curious on availabilityStatus: Why did you pick this one?

ET: These three attributes always come in a set.

AN: Why is there a separate table for these states?
ET: Because the template says it should be written this way.
YY: Why is cellIdentity not shortened?
ET: This is not part of the contribution
RP: The cellIdentity is not equal to the CGI, its another identifier.

AN: 6.3.3.4: Why are these optional?
RP, JS et al: All are optional, according to notification IRP.

JS and RP discuss Notification IRP and Kernel IRP…….
AC: Cannot agree, as the optional qualifiers needs more work.
AI: ET: to update the contribution according to the discussion. -> S5-082411. 

Thu Q1

ET presented S5-082411.
Conclusion: Approved.


	S5-082052 
E pCR PCI mgmt in EUTRAN NRM IRP

Ericsson
	ET presented.
AC says S5-082080 is essentially equivalent to the Ericsson one.

Padma: Minor comment: Rename pci to “assignedPci , or similar?
ET: Are definitions and legal values OK
Padma: Yes.

AC: Suggests some offline change of wordings.

AK: Suggests always to support a range of PCIs.
AC: We have discussed this extensively for several meetings, will not go back to these discussions again.

YY: …
YY: Write qualifier for pci should be CO.

(JS: See 32.150)
ET: CO is not correct either.

ET: Need offline discussion on this. 
JS: …

Padma: We need an additional requirement, to tell whether the eNB supports centralized or distributed PCI assignment.
AC: Further requirement can be discussed, but not now.

AK: …
AC: Supports can be either centralized or distributed or both.

AK: …
AC: Need a contribution for your idea. The current solution supports the current requirements. If you have further requirements, please send contributions.
AI: Qualcomm, Ericsson and Motorola:  Work offline on this. Also merge with Qualcomm’s S5-082080. New Tdoc: S5-082410.
AK: PCI is … 
ET,AC: Disagrees.

AK: This solution puts unnecessary burden on the NMS for discovering whether the eNB supports distributed or centralized PCI assignment.
Thu Q1

ET presented S5-082410
AC: Definition for pci and pciList are the same, despite the fact that one number a list and one is a list of numbers.
Conclusion: Legal value for pciList should indicate that it is a list, and its max length.’

New Tdoc: S5-082444



	S5-082053 
E TD SectorFunction IOC for EUtran NRM IRP

Ericsson
	Thu Q1
ET presented.

Long discussion on the power percentage parameters.
Chairman stopped the discussion as it became longwinded. Offline discussion. 13.30-14.00


	S5-082072 

New requirements for 32.761, E-UTRAN NRM IRP Requirements

Ericsson
	PE presented.
AC: Add CDMA2000

AC, AN: Change GSM BSS to GERAN.

JMC: MOC should be changed to  IOC.
Conclusion: Agreed with comments. -> S5-082072r1.

--
The meeting checked the draft TS, 32.761 v0.0.3

MOC should be removed all right.
Unneeded references should be removed. [Rapporteur’s note: No one needs to be removed.]
We should keep 101 and 102 and 600! 
AI: PE: Update! -> S5-082404
Thu Q1
PE presented

Conclusion: S5-082404 approved



	S5-082074 

Options to Manage PCI Assignment

Orange, Qualcomm 


	AC + JMC presented
AK:  thinks the distributed PCI management is mandatory.

AC: No, it is not.
AT: What are the “tricks”?

YY: …

ET: Ericsson likes the NRM option. For multiple IRP managers, it is important that the IRP list is visible in the model.

YY: …
Conclusion: The NRM approach is preferred by the group.


	S5-082080 

Add pciList attribute to the Eutran Generic Cell object

Alcatel Lucent


	Not treated. To be merged with 2052 to 2410.

	S5-082222 

Adding X2 IP address of eNB to E-UTRAN NRM

Nokia Siemens Networks 


	Thu Q1

JS presented.
AK: How many IP addresses?
JS: Only one IP address.

AK: The eNB could possibly have more than one IP address.
JMC: 6.3.7.2: Wrong table caption.
AC: Can not see the use case for these attributes, as we have already agreed to the automatic setup of X2 links.
JS: This is a SON function, and potentially not available.

…
Padma: An EP_X2 object may be created even without having an X2 link. What will the farEndIpAddress then contain?
JS: The eNB may lose the link, but the EP_X2 object may still be kept.

Conclusion: Offline discussion. 
AC: We need to have a Use Case for this before we proceed.

JS: The Use Case and requirements are already there, as presented by the RAN3 liaison.


	S5-082265
Erroneous attribute names in TS 32.762

Orange

(late)


	JMC presented
Conclusion: Agreed.


	S5-082403

Exception sheet

(late)


	PE presented.
Tasks …: Should be more specific.

Conclusion: AI: Per: Come back next week with more details on what is missing.
New Tdoc: S5-082407.




