Rapporteur (Edwin Tse of Ericsson) report on ANR Function 6.07.2
(4Q Monday)

6.07.2
UID_390006  SON Automatic Neighbour Relations (ANR) List Management - 32.xy1, CR 32.76x

Progress: from 00% to 

S5-080628
SP-080066 WT WID on SON ANR Management (E-UTRAN-OAM)





Source: SP-080066

Decision: 

[not addressed].



S5-080662
Clarification of NCL,ANRL,Whitelist and Blacklist





Source: Huawei

The document was presented by Huawei.

Comments:

1. Ericsson: The LS is trying to clarify the confusion in SA5 and RAN3. So we should not continue to use the old terms.

2. Qualcomm: Where are the arrows up from the OAM box goes? Huawei: It is the eNB that is the eNB. So the function of computing the relation is in the OAM (so the function is broken into two)? Huawei: We do not care of the ANR Function: It is the output. Qualcomm: So this is contrary to the LS. 

3. NSN: Is OAM DM-level or NM level or what is it? Huawei: It is a general term for OAM, but it is not in the eNB. It is proposed to be the NM. Qualcomm: Then this contribution is not needed. NSN: Agree with Qualcomm. Ericsson: First contradiction is to break the ANR function in two. The second contraction is that ANRL is used.
4. Motorola: Should we really discuss this contribution in the light of the LS from RAN3? Huawei: The LS came so late that it could not be taken into account. 

5. NSN: What is NM and what is EM? Huawei: It is outside eNB. It might be a DM or NM.

6. Ericsson: If the terminology is changed, it is very similar to the LS. Qualcomm: But what is in the arrows are not the same. Ericsson: Ok. The information shall carry the same semantics as the LS, then it is ok, otherwise not.

7. SA5 Chair: The contribution should be updated with the new terminology.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. To be updated to next meeting.



S5-080802
Requirements for Automatic Neighbour Relations





Source: Ericsson

The document was presented by Ericsson. It does not take the RAN3 LS into account, which is needed. The last 3 requirements should be updated.
Discussion: 

1. Qualcomm: There is some correspondence between the old and new terminology. Huawei: Agree with Qualcomm. Ericsson: It would be good to discuss later. 
2. Ericsson: Can XX2 be agreed? NSN: ANR is part of the story, but not the full story. But that is not true. E.g. self configuration an initial set can be set, even if the ANR function is not started. There can be another function on top of ANR. Huawei: Is the neighbour relation? Cell relation? Ericsson: The definition given from RAN3. Qualcomm: We need to find a definition that is not using "a row" in the NRT. Ericsson: Modelling of RAN3 it is ok. But the semantics should be the same as RAN3 expresses. The RAN3 message is clear that ANR is the function that handles neighbour relations. NSN: But turning off the ANR function is a contradiction to ANR being the only function handling neighbour relation. Motorola: What is needed is what is described by RAN3. Qualcomm: The only automated function is ANR, which is placed in eNB. However, the management of ANR many players can play a role. NSN: In the self configuration function, ANR is not started. NRT management function can be in operation. Qualcomm: Yes, it is the planned neighbour relations (the old white list). That is why RAN3 has written Add/Update. Ericsson shares this understanding. NSN with this understanding the requirement is ok. AI on NSN to propose an alternative wording. Qualcomm: The time before users is not interesting for an automatic function. NSN: We do not agree. 
NSN objects XX2 as it is worded now.
3. SA5 Chair: NSN to make a proposal. To be discussed on Thursday Q1.

Decision: 

The document was [addressed]. Requirement xx3, xx4 and xx5 are to be updated.



S5-080803
Requirements for Inter-RAT/Frequency Automatic Neighbour Relations





Source: Ericsson

The document was presented by Ericsson. It does not take the RAN3 LS into account, which is needed for xx7. It should be updated.

Discussion: 

1. T-Mobile: What is the functionality behind the search list? It should be stated? Qualcomm: It should be called list of frequency to be searched. Agreed.
2. T-Mobile: IRAT is FFS in RAN3. Qualcomm: The search list is to be used to decide LTE and inter RAT neighbour relation.
3. Motorola: Is the list used by RAN3? Ericsson: It is mentioned by RAN3. Why is ANR removed? Qualcomm: To be a generic requirement. 

4. Vodafone: The definition should be put in the definition clause.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. Requirement XX6 is agreed in principle. Update in S5-080817.



S5-080816
Considerations on Multi-Level ANR Optimization





Source: Nokia Siemens Networks

Update of S5-080805 which was late. The document was presented by NSN.
Discussion: 

1. Qualcomm: Agree that optimisation can be done on several levels. But what ever is wanted can be achieved by the proposal from RAN3. Agree that some removal capability is still missing. Ericsson: Agree with Qualcomm.
Decision: 

The document was addressed. 

S5-080788

Discussion: 

Qualcomm presented the RAN3 LS on the subject (see S5-080788 or RAN3 R3-080988).

Comments:

1. Qualcomm disappointed that this RAN3 LS does not provide a definition of NR.  

Group prefers that a row of NRCT is the “kind of” definition of NR.  

2. Qualcomm: What happens of BL and WL?

Qualcomm: suggests answers to be as follows: The RAN3 NRT is better to describe BL and WL and SA5 needs not discuss BL and WL any more.

Hauwei: Prefer BL and WL can stay within SA5 and the RAN3 NRT is simply to provide semantics wanted but not syntax.

Ericsson: we sent LS asking what BL and WL are.  The RAN3 response is to say “new approach because BL and WL discussion leads to confusion and suggest to SA5 to use NRCT and not BL and WL”

T-Mobile: RAN3 is offering new capability such as automatic removal in this NRT approach.  

Nortel: Like to use NRT instead of BL and WL.

NSN: We are mixing things up here.  With this NRT, reader still does not know what ANR Function is about.  
Qualcomm: Think NSN question can be addressed by BO session since the current presentation is to see if SA5 members are cleared with the RAN3 LS. 

Motorola: Do not know if the meaning of no setting to NoX2 in NRT.

SA5 Chair: Come back later in the week to decide if SA5 need to respond to this LS.

SA5 Chair: we should take RAN3 LS as their latest agreement.

Decision: contribution addressed.  Paper intent is cleared although SA5 members may need to ask RAN3 for some clarification on this RAN3 new approach.
S5-080648 Summary S5eOAM0019 Email approval of Harmonized ANR definitions





Source: WG Chairman

Discussion: 

Qualcomm: Should we discuss what the manager uses the NR report for? Or do we take just what RAN3 gives us? 
T-Mobile: RAN3 will make a report of what SA5 wants. Intelligent solutions need up to date information. Notifications are needed rather than report. Ericsson: Agree, but that is not prohibited by RAN3. We should discuss whether further information can be added or not. Qualcomm: Optimization of "black list" could be one example of how further information could be used. More contributions are needed.
Decision: The discussion is not relevant any more.

