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3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 90% (previously 80%)

Estimated completion date: SA#59 – Mar 2013
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None

Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
1. A mesh relationship diagram, which reflects the typical SON coordination relation among SON functions, was agreed.
2. State of cell was heavily discussed and a new state for COC compensating was accepted.
3. Use case and solution of coordination between HOO and LBO was agreed.
4. Use case and solution of coordination between COC and ANR was agreed.
5. SON coordination NRM modelling solution was discussed, no final agreement.
Outstanding issues: NRM model for general SON coordination solutions needs final decision at next meeting.
Minutes

The RG session was held on <2012-11-12 Quarter 4, 2012-11-13 Quarter 2, 2012-11-14 Quarter 4>.
Stage 1/2 for TS 32.521/2, TS 32.762 and discussion papers
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	1. 
	S5-122787
	Discussion paper of cell states in supporting SON coordination
	Intel
	E//: 3.2 in overlaid scenario no compensating. Only compensation in capacity limited scenario.

N: compensation means you change configuration for coverage.

Intel: agree to limit to capacity limited scenario.

H: we have a NM centralized solution for that.

Vod: ES differentiate between data and voice?

E/H: no

Or: fully operational means?

I: it has context.

H: remove CCODone state

E: why cCOupdating for millsecond real time operation?

H/I: CCO is minutes level

N: why not extend cOCstatus?

I: compatibility

Conclusion: Noted.

	2. 
	S5-122788
	Add SON coordination example based on cell state
	Intel
	E: remove several places “if not already done internally within the DM”
I: agree

E: state machine is complicated solutioin

I: no implication for state machine in the text

N: Intel doc conver E/’s doc, maybe a merge?

N: align with discussion paper. 4.a use same wording as other parts.

E: location of coordinator

Merge with 2945

->3028

Conclusion: Noted


	3. 
	S5-122789
	Add new attribute to support SON coordination
	Intel
	E: why need the cell ID?

I: for multiple compensation

N: why the cell id is only for one cell

I: one cell can only compensate one cell

N: One big cell covers several small cells

cOCstatus similar as cOCstatus

some errors in cover page

->3029

Conclusion: agreed.

	4. 
	S5-122791
	Add enhancements to SON coordination
	Intel
	H: cCODone is not needed.

N: a Boolean could be used.

Os: A whole picture would be better than a single CR change.

E: is it needed to model a seperate IOC?

N: consider also for NM CCO purpose.

offline

Conclusion: Noted

	5. 
	S5-122793
	Add enhancements to SON coordination
	Intel
	E: not a valid use case, this is should be resolved by COC algorithm in network layer

N: agree with E

Conclusion: noted.

	6. 
	S5-122800
	Add new attribute to EUtranRelation
	Intel
	Conclusion: Noted.

	7. 
	S5-122892
	Rel-11 CR 32.522 Add missing cases for COC, CCO and ESM coordination
	Huawei
	E: 1st change should be decided by ES algorithm, no coordination.

ES can be done in parallel with COC

Cell can be in both outage and energySaving state.

Conclusion: Noted

	8. 
	S5-122893
	Discussion on coordination between COC and ANR
	Huawei
	E: COC and ANR are both below itf-N

N: we need consider for NM centralised SON

E: anr sleeping is never discussed.

Conclusion: Noted. 

	9. 
	S5-122894
	Rel-11 CR 32.522 Coordination between COC and ANR
	Huawei
	Offline
-> S5-123085
Conclusion: agreed

	10. 
	S5-122895
	Rel-11 CR 32.522 Coordination between HOO and LBO
	Huawei
	N: HOO and LBO can both increase or decrease the paras but different values

N: for resolution, using target/weight is also a possible way.

->3128

Conclusion: agreed.

	11. 
	S5-122896
	Rel-11 CR 32.522 Add relationship diagram for SON coordination
	Huawei
	N: the diagram is an example?
H: yes
I: add a wording “if no coordinition”
->3129
Conclusion: agreed.

	12. 
	S5-122944
	CR R11 32.522 Addition of text for selection of SON coordination architectures
	Ericsson
	N: Prefer centralized/distributed than single/multiple

N: centralized CCO is missing and centralized ES

N: hybrid coordination

NEC: how about hetnet? Cell border means?

H: so far we only consider macro situation.

->3130
Conclusion:Noted

	13. 
	S5-122945
	CR R11 32.522 SON coordination for ESM, COC and CCO functions 
	Ericsson
	I: states

NSN: remove SON function names before Coordination function

E: agree to remove

N: some “should” -> may

Timer in B.2.5

Merge with 2788

->3028
->3172
Conclusion: noted

	14. 
	S5-122956
	SON Coordination discussion
	Ericsson
	Combine discussion with S5-122855
Conclusion: Noted

	15. 
	S5-122855
	CR R11 32.522 SON coordination modelling
	NSN
	Combine discussion with S5-122956
E: combine the three IOCs into one IOC to avoid too many creations/deletions

N: do not think this is an issue. For One IOC, you also need to modify it. And it is difficult to tract the genral approach using one IOC. In corba, we just use operation with NRM paras to create them.

E: selectedSonCoordPolicies is complex

AL: also think it is complex

N: it depends on vendors’ implementation, not mean you have to implement all of them. IrpMgr just choose.
->3137
->3195

Conclusion:Noted


Stage 3 for TS 32.526, TS 32.766
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	16. 
	S5-122790
	Add new attribute to support SON coordination
	Intel
	Conclusion: -> 3194 for email approval

	17. 
	S5-122792
	Add enhancements to SON coordination
	Intel
	Conclusion: Noted

	18. 
	S5-122801
	Add new attribute to EUtranRelation
	Intel
	Conclusion: noted

	19. 
	S5-122856
	CR R11 32.526 SON coordination modelling
	NSN
	->3041

Conclusion: Noted
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