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Data Volume report

Baseline CR TS 36.300 endorsed in R3-151337.
CB (Ericsson) in R3-151734 TP on top of the baseline CR considering either Ericsson proposal , Teliasonera proposal , and ALU compromise on filtering criteria proposal and also the feedback from SA5 & RAN2 during the week. 

CB (Teliasonera) update of the baseline CR with the TP of R3-151734 if agreed, revision of R3-151337 into R3-151735.  
Overload

1/ Baseline CR TS 36.413 endorsed in R3-151338.
2/ RAN3 agrees the information from SA2 that there is no quota of resources in core network 
3/ As a result, there is no use case for the MME to send overload start message with a list of GUMMEIs

CB (Ericsson) TP for baseline CR to capture second SA2 information (about GWCN deployments) about the two feasible options in R3-151737. 
CB (Huawei) for a baseline 36300 CR in R3-151736

Clarify the “gummei overload” added text
+ Integrate R3-151737 if agreed  

CB (ALU) align TS36413 with the offline of Huawei baseline CR 36300 
revision of baseline 36413 CR in R3-151338 into R3-151738. 
CB (Samsung) need to include mmec-plmn mapping in the S1 setup response? 

MLB

It was agreed that MLB will not be continued as part of the WI (may be contribution driven..).

(ZTE) do we need to support the following remaining scenario for MLB interfreq: 

if cellB not load full, and plmn2 in cellB is in overload, and same measurement reported for cellB and cellC, and cellB and cellC on different frequencies, have the same overall load, and cellB and cellC belong to different eNBs

General
CB( NEC) Way forward on RAN Sharing LTE session of RAN3#89 in R3-151739.
Minutes
	13.  RAN Aspects of RAN Sharing Enhancements for LTE WI

WID [RSE-RAN_LTE-Core]: RP-141671 (target: RAN#69) [TU: 1.5] 

WF noted in R3-151300
BL CR

	13.1.  Data Volume

	R3-151337
	Monitoring traffic volume per QoS group per PLMN (TeliaSonera AB)
	CR728r5, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B

BL CR

endorsed

	R3-151633
	Data Volume Reporting in RAN Sharing (Ericsson)
	discussion

complexity coming from the number of filtering criteria in the option 1
even option 3 too many filtering criteria

huge impact on L2 baseband

stepped approach: agree first on the minimum denominator first step  then build upon:

first step: proposal to have per QCI only (arp could be mapped onto specific qci)

challenging the WA of RAN3#87bis? Different interpretations of the WA…

Noted.

	R3-151634
	Baseline update on monitoring traffic volume per QoS group per PLMN (Ericsson)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

Noted.

	R3-151675
	Introduction of QoS profiles in the measurements for RAN sharing (TeliaSonera AB)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v, Rel-13, Cat. 

Prefers option 1, option 2
Ericsson: not against teliasonera in long term but step by step

Telia: 59 millions exaggerated ; we don’t need the full granularity: no need of cell granularity

TI: Impact on node processing is limited because only 20 counters at the end

TI: stepped approach is actually the minimum

Ericsson: Baseband doesn’ t know arp and gbr band; basedband has to parse the packets in order to peg the packets an put them in the right report

Noted.

	R3-151598
	Simplifications for implementation of data volume counters (Alcatel-Lucent)
	discussion

compromise:
limt the b of filtering criteria to 1200 by specifying 5 standardized groups of QCI and specifying 4 groups of ARP

limit the nb of counters to 200

TI and Telia are open to the compromise

Ericsson: implementation not eased because implementation still needs to deeply inspect the packet to put it in a group  

Compromise ALU solution is:

Standardize 4 groups of ARP

Standardize only 3, 4, or 5 groups of standardized qcis

Standardized/configurable the ranges of gbr bands.

Noted.

	CB (Ericsson) in R3-151734 TP on top of the baseline CR considering either Ericsson proposal , Teliasonera proposal , and ALU compromise on filtering criteria proposal and also the feedback from SA5 & RAN2 during the week. 

CB (Teliasonera) update of the baseline CR with the TP of R3-151734 if agreed, revision of R3-151337 in R3-151735.  


	13.2.  Overload

	R3-151340
	Reply LS on overload of MME resource quotas in RAN sharing scenarios (To: RAN3; Cc: RAN2) (SA2, Alcatel-Lucent)
	LS in
2 key messages from SA2:
1/ there are neither features nor requirements related to quotas of resources in the Core Network
2/ both GWCN deployments where a MME is identified by a dedicated MMEC per sharing PLMN and GWCN deployments where a MME is identified by a single MMEC for all sharing PLMNs are feasible
Erisccon: fully agree: no quota is clear. Also clear for Nokia. 
RAN3 agrees the information from SA2 that there is no quota of resources in core network 
As a result, there is no use case for the MME to send overload start message with a list of GUMMEIs

Noted.

	R3-151382
	Consideration on Overload in RAN Sharing (Huawei)
	discussion

introduces the CRs on 36.300
concern with the “gummei overloaded” ?
Noted.

	R3-151632
	Enhanced overload procedure in RAN sharing (Ericsson, Huawei)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

Ericsson assumption: Benefit of rejecting from mmec is that it is assumed that mme nodes supporting same plmn are equally loaded. (no need to redirect)
Noted.

	R3-151383
	Enhanced overload procedure in RAN sharing (Huawei, Ericsson)
	CR0777r, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B
Noted.


	R3-151599
	Handling of CN overload in RAN3 following reply from SA2 (Alcatel-Lucent)
	discussion

Noted.

	R3-151601
	Clarification of S1 Overload signaling for RAN sharing (Alcatel-Lucent)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. 
Overload start indicates an mmec overload.

Nokia: mmec value vs mmec information?

Noted.

	R3-151555
	Discussion on PLMN/MMEC mapping (Samsung)
	discussion

sol1: mapping mmec-plmn sent from henb gw to henb explicit (new IE) in S1 setup response
sol2: mapping mmec-plmn learnt by henb in S1 setup response based on semantic description

CATT: prefer sol 1

Noted.

	R3-151338
	Enhancement of Overload signaling for RAN sharing (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR1301r4, TS 36.413 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B

BL CR

Endorsed.

	R3-151600
	Text proposal for S1AP base-line CR (Alcatel-Lucent)
	pCRr, TS 36.413 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

Noted.

	R3-151494
	Selection of MME during ATTACH in GWCN (NEC)
	other

with no quota, no more applicable.
Noted.

	R3-151495
	Stage-2 NNSF Enhancement for GWCN (NEC)
	CR0785r, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B

Noted.

	R3-151496
	Stage-3 NNSF Enhancement for GWCN (NEC)
	CR1326r, TS 36.413 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B

Noted.

	CB (Ericsson) TP for baseline CR to capture second SA2 information about the two feasible options in R3-151737. 
CB (Huawei) for a baseline 36300 CR in R3-151736
Clarify the “gummei overload” added text
+ Integrate R3-151737 if agreed  
CB (ALU) align TS36413 with the offline of Huawei baseline CR 36300 
revision of baseline 36413 CR in R3-151338 into R3-151738. 
CB (Samsung) need to include mmec-plmn mapping in the S1 setup response? 



	13.3.  MLB

	R3-151524
	Network Sharing Scenarios and Enhancement (ZTE Corporation, China Telecom, China Unicom)
	discussion

mocn indoor dense small cell deployment

same carrier: radio condition are the same

even dedicated carrier, radio condition of candidates can be the same

solution 2 is preferred = per plmn load exchange over X2

can avoid handover failure?
Why not having cell B and C handled by same eNB to solve the issue?
Noted.

	R3-151463
	Support for minimum guaranteed allocation (Nokia Networks)
	other

MLB pico  macro rare case
Two picos collocated antennas is rare case

Propose to postpone with more use cases
Noted.

	R3-151525
	Resource Status Report enhancement (ZTE Corporation, China Telecom, China Unicom)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. 



	R3-151527
	Resource Status Report enhancement (ZTE Corporation, China Telecom, China Unicom)
	CR0869r, TS 36.423 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B



	 (ZTE) do we need to support the following remaining scenario for MLB interfreq: 

if cellB not load full, and plmn2 in cellB is in overload, and same measurement reported for cellB and cellC, and cellB and cellC on different frequencies, have the same overall load, and cellB and cellC belong to different eNBs

it was agreed that MLB will not be continued as part of the WI (may be contribution driven).

CB( NEC) Way forward on RAN Sharing LTE session of RAN3#89 in R3-151739.


	13.4.  Others

	 CB: Vice-Chairman report in R3-151740.
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