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1 Introduction
At RAN3#85-bis, several contributions have been presented. This paper summarises the conclusions from the discussion and proposes next proceedings.
2 Discussion

2.1 Notification of deployment change
All participants confirm that the main goal of the WI is to enable notification to a neighbour cell, if needed, (intra- and inter-RAT) concerning the change of deployment. It is FFS if this is needed for HOF avoidance, but may be useful for MRO management. The requirements for the notification are:

1. Enable informing neighbours about a deployment change due to AAS, if needed
2. Enable dynamic and flexible cell ID management
3. Enable inter-RAT support
It is FFS, if support for cell shaping must be included as a requirement, too.

Several companies proposed to reuse the eNB Configuration Update procedure. It is FFS though, if the message can be adapted for the purpose.

Proposal 1: RAN3 should focus on the work to enable the notification of deployment change according to the agreed requirements and aiming to resolve identified doubts (“FFSes”). 

2.2 Support for decision on AAS reconfigurations

One participant proposed to consider enhancements to the load information exchange that could support an eNB in the AAS reconfiguration decisions. However, it is FFS if this is needed or if mechanisms discussed in other WIs can be reused (e.g. RSRP reporting considered for eCoMP).
Proposal 2: Since the need for enhancements to enable support for decision on AAS reconfiguration has not been confirmed yet, this topic is of secondary priority (contribution driven) and requires more justification.

3 Conclusions

It is proposed that the following two principles guide preparations toward the next meeting:
1. RAN3 should focus on the work to enable the notification of deployment change according to the agreed requirements and aiming to resolve identified doubts (“FFSes”). The requirements are:

a. Enable informing neighbours about a deployment change due to AAS, if needed
b. Enable dynamic and flexible cell ID management

c. Enable inter-RAT support

2. Since the need for enhancements to enable support for decision on AAS reconfiguration has not been confirmed yet, this topic is of secondary priority (contribution driven) and requires more justification.

































