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1 Introduction
In RAN3 #65 meeting, most parts of stage 2 have been agreed, e.g. load reporting, load balancing action based on handover. However, some content in the section which describes the adapting handover and/or reselection configuration has not been agreed yet, especially whether the negotiation of the handover and/or reselection configuration is necessary. At present, whether the HO inquiry will be adopted for negotiation is still FFS. Considering the time limitation of Release 9, we try to provide a compromise way forward after offline discussion.
2 Discussion
For the MLB case, there is a risk that a vendor-specific algorithm will have different granularity or the proposed parameter setting will go out of the allowed range of its neighbors. A cause value for the failure like "value not supported" may be introduced in ALU's draft to handle corresponding situations. Without knowing the allowable range, the target will reject again and again, and the worst situation is that the parameter could not get convergence. 
If there is no parameter exchanging between the source and target. then the possible scenario would be that: 

The source sends the proposed delta value=3 to the target, if the target could not accept the delta value which equals to 3 but could accept the value 2. However, if there is no parameter exchanging just simple rejection with failure message, the mobility setting change  procedure will end. Then the source will reinitiate the negotiation request message with guessed value in the polygenesis..
So, the allowable range exchanging is necessary to get a robust negotiation process.

Proposal 1: The HO parameter range exchange is necessary during negotiation.
Based on the current discussion, there are two solutions for parameter exchanging. Here we try to discuss these solutions in detail and give the pros and cons for selection. 
Option1: Information Exchanging via HO Inquiry
In this case, the source cell which triggers the mobility load balancing will inquire its neighbors about their acceptable parameter range. Then those neighbors who have received the inquiry will send a response including its permitted parameter range back to the source cell. Based on the feedback, the source could precisely obtain the suitable parameters for each neighbor. The procedure for full negotiation is indicated in figure1. 
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Figure 1. Information Exchanging via HO Inquiry
Option2: Information Exchanging via Failure Message
In this case, at first stage, source cell propose a set of parameters and submit them to its neighbor cells. If the neighbor cell accepts the proposed parameter, it will confirm it by an accepting message, or if it doesn’t accept the proposed parameters, it will notify the source cell the allowed parameter range. Then the source cell will work out the suitable set of parameters considering the feedback from neighbor cell and the new settings will also be submitted to neighbor cell. The neighbor cell will confirm the parameter setting finally. The procedure is indicated in figure2.
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Figure 2. Information Exchanging via Failure Message
After offline discussion, we prefer Alt2.
Proposal 2: The Allowable range of delta should be exchanged in HO negotiation failure procedure.
Proposal 3: If the Proposal1 is agreed, we are happy to provide stage-2 and stage-3 CR 

3 Conclusion
In the above text we have drafted 2 proposals. Those proposals limit the scope of the discussion on the issues that are still open. Considering only this meeting left for SON WI, it is proposed to agree on the above proposal as the way forward regarding MLB use case.
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