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1
Decision/action requested

Agree the proposed changes in the TR.
2
References

[1]
3GPP TR 32.860 v0.10.0 Study on Enhancements of OAM aspects of Distributed Mobility Load Balancing (MLB) SON function
3
Rationale

The study on Enhancements of OAM aspects of distributed Self-Organizing Networks (SON) functions is to be concluded. Specific recommendations are thus required on the issues and problem stamens identified and discussed in this TR. This contribution proposes some recommendations and conclusion remarks for the issues identified in clause 4.2.1.2.
This contribution is a re-submission of S5-161150 from previous session. The current version incorporates some comments and revisions suggested at the presentation in Bratislava and off-line.

4
Detailed proposal

It is proposed to include the following text into the TR 32.860 [1].
	First modification


4.4
Recommendations

4.4.x Recommendations for Load Information Exchange Interoperability issues (clause 4.2.1.2)
The solution for the load information exchange interoperability issues can in general be considered outside the scope of SA5 working group. The followings are optional recommended practices that could be adopted to overcome or alleviate the impact of some of the issues. It should also be emphasized here again that the issues in clause 4.2.1.2 should only occur in multi-vendor deployments.
Solution for Issue#1:

The TS 36.423 specification does not currently identify any issue or problem that would or could occur when failure of Resource Status Reporting Initiation happens. However, if operator would like, for any reason, to avoid such failure, due to non-supported load information by the target eNB, from happening, such avoidance can possibly be achieved by offline coordination between the operator and their vendors regarding which types of load information shall be implemented, without the need to expose any proprietary information. An option can be that the supported types of load information made configurable by the operator such that they are aligned between the vendors. 

Solution for Issue#2:

An alignment on the definition of HW/S1 TNL Load can be performed offline and the mapping from HW/S1 TNL Load to HW/S1 TNL Load Indicator will be based on a proprietary system configuration. It should, however, be noted that HW load is particularly vendor specific as it depends on potential bottlenecks of a vendor specific HW architecture and as such alignment of the HW Load may be only rough. 
RAN3 has agreed that the use of load information over X2 is sufficient. The CAC value reflects how much more load the eNB can accept; it should not matter to the neighbour eNB what actual resource is scarce. The maximum capacity is already available between eNBs through Cell Capacity Class Value; which should be settable by OAM for internal cells in the eNB.

Solution for Issue#3
The SON LB metric calculation could be aligned offline between the operator and their vendors.
	End of modifications
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