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7.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: to be discussed in SWG closing session (previous SA meeting: 55%)

Estimated completion date: SA#64 - June 2014
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: Discussed several contributions related to compliance to Top OPE recommendations for SON related parameters. Discussed proposal to add counters related to MRO to address Top OPE recommendations.
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The WI session was held on 2014-01-22  Q4 and 2014-01-23 Q1.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140112
	pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for SON related parameters
Ericsson: This TR is not about gap analysis. It is about what to do when we find a gap. No clear rule. 

Cisco: If missing parameters are identified, they should be added.
NSN: Do we really need these parameters? Need to check use case and confirm the need.
ALU: Need to check if attribute needs to be modified over Itf-N. 

Huawei: Need to refine the Top OPE recommendation, which is cery high level. 

Ericsson: Need to work offline on the description of the action. 

Conclusion: Revised in S5-140266
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140113
	pCR to TR 32.838 SON controlled implementation; eICIC patterns 
NSN: For all those Cisco pCRs, need to study the need case by case.

Ericsson: Since it is described as an OAM requirement in RAN specs, we agree to discuss it. We should study it and see whether it has to be exposed on Itf-N or handled at DM level.  
Conclusion: Revised in S5-140267 which was then approved
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140114
	pCR to TR 32.838 SON controlled implementation: eNBs association 

Ericsson: Since it is described as an OAM requirement in RAN specs, we agree to discuss it. We should study it and see whether it has to be exposed on Itf-N or handled at DM level.  
Rapporteur: Need to find the good wording to include in the TR.

Conclusion: Revised in S5-140268
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140115
	pCR to TR 32.838 SON controlled implementation, Interference Control
Same general comments as for S5-140114.

Huawei: Already discussed in SA5, why reopen this discussion?
Cisco: Clause 4.4 in TS 32.522 is empty. Not clear whether more work is needed.

NSN: Almost no work was done in RAN. There is no need to do more in SA5. 
Conclusion: Revised in S5-140269
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140116
	pCR to TR 32.838 SON controlled implementation eICIC
Same general comments as for S5-140114.

Conclusion: Revised in S5-140270
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140117
	pCR to TR 32.838 SON controlled implementation: ICIC
Same general comments as for S5-140114.

Conclusion: Revised in S5-140271
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140188
	Template for Clause 13 Automatic Inventory
NSN: Is the first requirement OAM related?

Huawei: This is just a template, this can be discussed in the gap analysis.
Conclusion: Agreed
	Huawei


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140266
	pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for SON related parameters
NSN: Not include 32.425. Include 32.522.

NSN: Include other IOCs, not only EUtranCellNMCentralizedSON.
Ericsson: RAN has not said that OAM is needed. Finding a gap does not mean this is a valid SA5 requirement.
ALU: the RACH parameter in the example is not indicated as centralized SON in 36.300.

Ericsson: Need more discussion on how to address parameters for which RAN has not said that OAM is needed.

Conclusion: Revised in S5-140272
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140197
	Clarification on the relation between RRC connection re-establishment measurement and HO optimization
Ericsson: What needs to be changed?

Huawei: No need to change the NRM model

NSN: RRC connection re-establishment is not part of MRO in RAN3.
Huawei: We don’t propose to use RRC connection re-establishment to detect MRO issue. 

NSN: We have clear measurements for MRO. This measurement is ambiguous.

Huawei: The existing counters are for MRO problem detection, this counter is for MRO evaluation.
Conclusion: Needs offline discussion. Noted
	Huawei


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140092
	Rel-9 CR 32.522 Add missing performance measurement support for HO

NSN: Intention needs to be clarified: is it for detection or evaluation?

Huawei: Ask opinion from RAN3?
NSN: For evaluation, SA5 can decide.

ALU: Why Rel-9 CR?

Huawei: Because we introduced this functionality in Rel-9.
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei


93, 94, 95 Noted

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140198
	Enhancements for HO optimization performance evaluation

ALU: Proposal 3 should be done before proposal 1

Rapporteur: These are consecutive steps, not independent proposals.
HW: We need RAN to support. This is the reason for proposal 3.
NSN: Need to clarify the need for counters with or without RRC state transition
Huawei: Different severity of failures. This will be clarified for next meeting.
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei
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