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The session was held on Monday 16th November, 2015 – Quarter 1.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-156081
	Discussion paper on OAM aspects of SON for AAS
Nokia: presented the paper. Two types of solution can exist re. OAM aspects of SON for AAS: centralized and distributed. The proposal is to study OAM aspects first and, based on the study conclusions, to update existing specs if needed.

Ericsson: RAN3 already did some work, not only TR work. SA5 work should base on this normative work, not on RAN3 TR.

Nokia: Many OAM aspects have not been addressed by RAN3, even in their normative work. They mainly focus on X2 and S1 interfaces.

Ericsson: There was no consensus in RAN3 on OA&M aspects. They were left as proprietary / vendor-specific features.
Nokia: we need to discuss with RAN3 re. their OA&M requirements.

Cisco: is positive to have such a study, is positive as well to work on a centralized solution for SON aspects of AAS. Question: did RAN3 decide on centralized vs. distributed solution?

Ericsson: RAN3 left those aspects as proprietary. In SA5, RAN3 input will be needed on such topics as e.g. what are the parameters to define cell shape? Why max. 15 cell shapes? Etc. We shall reply to RAN3 and inform them about this.

Chair: How to work with RAN3 is to be discussed when discussing the WID proposal.
The document was noted.
	Nokia Networks

	S5-156082
	New WID on OAM aspects of SON for AAS
Nokia: presented the WID proposal. Indicated that the most important part is the study and that Nokia is open to have a Study Item only, at least for now.

Ericsson: if we go for a Work Task, input is definitely needed from RAN. Agreed to go for a Study Item only as well. If Ericsson understanding on SON for AAS, only 1 or 2 parameters will have to be defined and this could be done thru Maintenance and Small Enhancements (no need for a Work Item).

NEC: Question: if we go for a SI, do we still need input from RAN?

Nokia: This TR would be only on OA&M aspects but input from RAN3 will be needed.

Chair: Go for a SI and don’t conclude anything in the TR until we have enough input from RAN3.

NEC: In the WID description, define the scope very clearly (RAN3 already spent a lot of time of this topic).

Orange: The current WID proposal mentions two options whereas SA5 identified three SON architectures: NM-centralized, EM-centralized and distributed. This should be reflected in the WID proposal.

Nokia: Yes, there will be the three options.

The decision was taken to go for a Study Item.

The document will be revised in S5-156241. 
	Nokia Networks

	S5-156235
	New WID Study on Implementation for the Partitioning of Itf-N
China Mobile: presented the WID proposal.

Nokia: Objective No. 2 looks like a conclusion made before the beginning of the study; some rewording is needed here.

Ericsson: Objectives No. 1 and No. 2 are contradicting each other.

Orange: this WID proposal is a very late contribution; we didn’t have time to consider it. More time is needed.

China Mobile: agreed, it was uploaded on the Friday before the meeting start.

Chair: Keep this TDoc open for now and we’ll come on it at the closing plenary, so delegates have time to look at it.

The TDoc is left open until the OA&M closing plenary.
	China Mobile
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