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<6.6.1>

1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 85% (previously 75%)

Summary of progress: some proposals for stage 1 and 2 were discussed and agreed. 

Outstanding issues: NRM approach for SO needs to be finalized
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on <2010-01-19, Quarter(s) 2~4; 2010-01-21, Quarter(s) 2>.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-100174
->

0364
	NSN: consistent editorial wording of “HO parameter”.
HW: ok

->0364 
Agreed
	Huawei

	S5-100312
	VDF: it is more like a solution than a use case. need more usecase such as When the conflict occurs. Need concrete scenarios.
NSN: it’s a general usecase. For the moment think high level use case is sufficient.
Moto: Begins when, detected by IRPmanager or IRPAgent?

ALU: Exceptions: One of the steps, conflict with only one step

Precondition: change activated(locked) to enabled

Huawei: we should identify the problem before determine a solution.
N: add an “editor’s note: the concrete cases of conflicts are to be further defined”

E: use case is too high level. Need to know which standard interface the use case related.

Chair: offline this week
Noted
	NSN

	S5-100176
	NSN: what will be the future of 522? If the corresponding NRM will go to 762.
Huawei: different purposes for stage 2, we can keep PM detailed definitions in PM specs. 522 will be used as an index. Good for reader’s understanding.
Approved.
	Huawei

	S5-100172
->100449
	VDF: more targets may be needed in future. Only successful rate here? No failure causes?
HW: specific PM counters can be added in future.
QC: What’re the operator’s objectives of MLB? NSN has a same topic but different approach contribution.
NSN: the RRC access rate is also impacted by other things. 

Ericsson: Cannot see the relationship between the two targets.

Moto: we also need to consider call drop rate as a target.

NSN: Need to define MLB-specific targets.

Huawei: It’s hard to do that. In a real network, when you run several SO functions, they may impact some common targets. 
->100449
For Email approval – Huawei will kick off it.
	Huawei

	S5-100173
	Same comments as S5-100172, offline. 
For Email approval with 100449 – Huawei will kick off it.
	Huawei

	S5-100234
-> 100449
	HW: capacity value is an absolute value?

E: cell capacity class value is an optional info over X2.
Moto: why need two thresholds? One is enough.

AL: operator will set the value?

->100449 cosigned with Huawei
For Email approval – Huawei will kick off it.
	NSN

	S5-100241
	QC: we support this.
ALU: No need to report in a fix interval manner.
HW: no difference with PM.
Moto: conflict with the principle of reusing existing spec as much as possible. Why not use the PM counters?
NSN: Are we sure the targets are PM?

AL,HW,Moto: yes.
Noted.
	NSN

	S5-100265
	Huawei: prefer access probability as a target to access delay.

Ericsson: Access probability can be combined as a percentage and a delay value.  

TO Check that UE can not report the access delay.

Huawei: access delay comes from RAN3 or the author?

Ericsson: the author
Q: UE only report times he tried.

Q: as operator what if operator always ask for “0” delay?

Noted
	Ericsson

	S5-100266
	Q: same as 265, not sure the proposed parameter can be computed. Need more specific on the time, when to start and when to end.

NSN: why you proposed the legal values for a/b? why restrict the values?

E: provide complex algorithm. Adopt the approach of PM standard. 

H: legal value for b should be provided by RAN2.

Noted
	Ericsson

	S5-100267
	withdrawn
	Ericsson

	S5-100268
	withdrawn
	Ericsson

	S5-100314
	E: the output is vendor specific. Where the conflict can be detected? Conflict among the target or conflict on output parameters?

NSN: it’s on the output parameters

Noted
	NSN

	S5-100110
	E: 6.4.2 if deactive the parent, it will also deactivated children’s children.

N: exceptionlist may need to be used.

H: what’s the difference archetype with put the attributes on all levels?

E: what’s the polices? Then we can start to define the model.

Noted
	Moto

	S5-100111
	Noted
	Moto

	S5-100112
	Noted
	Moto

	S5-100107
	H: prefer no new TS.

NSN: prefer separate modeling, but not different TS.

E: do not support separate IRP. Many disadvantage. 

Conclusion: No need for separate IRP. 
Withdrawn
	Moto

	S5-100108
	Withdrawn
	Moto

	S5-100109
	Withdrawn
	Moto

	S5-100113
->0428
	Offline discussion
->100428 Cosigned by Moto,HW,NSN.
E has some concerns and need time to check this.
Noted.
	Moto, Huawei, NSN

	S5-100114
	Noted
	Moto

	S5-100115
	Noted
	Moto

	S5-100158
	V: Need an example on why celltype is used for different targets.

M: 762 is only for macro eNB
HW: In r9 ran3 only discussed the MRO for macro eNB. Too premature for SA5 to do the HO optimization for other celltype

Noted
	NSN

	S5-100159
	Noted
	NSN

	S5-100148
	Noted 
	NSN

	S5-100179
	Moto: differentiate CM/PM definition

NSN/Moto/Huawei: Open loop/closed loop discussion…
Noted
	Huawei

	S5-100180
	No new more comments.
Noted
	Huawei

	S5-100175
	QC:Be careful to the last two targets.

Huawei: has sent out a RAN3 liaison for us to define related PMs.

Noted
	Huawei

	S5-100177
	Moto: IOCs will be created frequently

Huawei: That’s why we previously proposed New IRP method.
Noted
	Huawei

	S5-100178
	NSN: what is CM meant?

Noted
	Huawei

	S5-100242
	Moto: do we have this requirement?

Huawei: suppose even we have this requirement, we do not need a new solution. Just use existing PMs. IRPmgr can know the trend by itself according to the PMs.
Noted.
	NSN

	S5-100331
	SON Presentation for RAN3-SA5 Joint Session
	SA5 Chair

	
	 
	


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	1
	Huawei will kick off email approval of S5-100449 and S5-100173
	Rel-9
	Huawei
	New
	Post-SA5#69

	
	
	
	
	
	


