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<6.6.1>
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 15% (previously 10%)

Summary of progress: Although no contribution agreed at this meeting, a fruitful discussion took place and people exchanged their thoughts a lot, especially about the coordination topic. More work/contributions are needed in future. RACH and CCO contributions were discussed also. 
Outstanding issues: For RACH opt topic, there is different understanding about whether the ADP is supported in RAN2. It is proposed by rapporteur that companies should do more internal alignment with their RAN2 colleagues. An LS to RAN2 about “the ADP is supported or not” may be needed depends on future SA5 discussion.
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on <2010-7-13, Quarters 2/3, break session>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-101770
	Remove COC requirements from 32.541
Conclusion: Noted
	NSN

	S5-101771
	CR Move COC requirements into 32.521
M: The move decision was made in break session – considering the SH whether use NRM approach?

Z: Agree with Moto. The title of 32.522 is SON policy,

M: Not only SH, also ES, considering the whole pic.

Chair: 52x SON policy NRM, can we keep 541/551? Then solution then go into 52x. Put SON NRM requirements in 521? 

Conclusion: Keep 541/551, put Policy NRM solution into 522.
101771 is noted.
	NSN

	S5-101713
	Introduce text related to context and scope of standardization of optimization coordination re Version 01 of Shadow TS 32.522 for WI 460035
M: 4.7.1.2 DM or EM level?

E: The coordination is independent on the layer. We don’t say which layer.
N: why do u think input coordi is needed?

E: operator give targets 

QC: last change, if this is the scope, then why we need time on this coordi
VoD: share with QC

E: operators can buy the Fx,y,z from one vendor…
N: for multi vendor coordi, you need to know some behaviours of the vendor algorithm
QC: you can set some simple policy

Pi: support QC, extend the C2

Continue discussion in Break session. See break session report.
Conclusion: noted.
	Ericsson

	S5-101801
	Context of coordination related with self-optimization
E: the 3rd party is the same as QC’s solution?
H: don’t care about where 3rd party come from
M:  not suggest to use SON vendors, we use ne vendors

AL: setting target policy

H: MRO/MLB output is not standardized.

NSN: why exclude so many scenarios from coordination, especially on the last one?

H: the last one is stated in scope of the WI.

Moto: don’t distinguish the different irpmanger, but should solve the conflict. E.g., one mgr set one target for one son use case, the other mgr set for another son uc.

H: that conflict scenario is in other coordi topic; but the multiple mgrs scenario is not in SA5 scope.  

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	S5-101802
	Coordination between different targets within one self-optimization use case
E: you need implement c1 on every NE
AL: within one F only
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei

	S5-101803
	Coordination between manual operations via Itf-N and automatic functionalities
QC: doesn’t have to be manual. Could be NM centralized entity. Suppose NM-centralized.

HW: only manual to be discussed.

QC: NM centralized and distributed. If CCO centralized + MLB distributed modify the same parameter.

HW: That is in another coordi sub-topic, i.e., coordi between different SON use cases, here we discuss the traditional Itf-N CM operation.

E: whether we should coordinate the SON and the intent of CM IRPMgr. With the agreement of this paper, CM IRP will be changed as CM IRP should ask the coordinator before he acts CMIRP.

M: support second bullet in this tdoc.

NSN: if centralized+distributed conflicts, you can only switch off the distributed.

QC: it’s not the right way. 

AL: ANR is an example

HW: ANR is an good example for bullet 1. 

QC: ANR is the coordi between ANR and ANR
H: No, it is between ANR and itf-N CM operation

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	S5-101767
	Conflict resolution ESM – COC
H: “already” need coordi?
N: then wake it up

H: then it is not coordi.

H: based on the COC always prevail suggestion, considering LB and COC, you need a high load cell to coverage a outage cell then the cell’s load becomes more higher? It should be vs.

NSN: try to find another wording.

E: agree with HW

AL: couldn’t the same thing be achieved by setting policy?

M: the example raised by H is a little extreme. Generally COC should have the high priority
Conclusion: Noted
	NSN

	S5-101757
	CR 32.522 Rel-10 Add RACH Optimization
HW: If this is a re-submitted tdoc, then we still have the same comment that RAN2 doesn’t support ADP.
QC: Yes, ran2 doesn’t support ADP. 
VDF: ADP is not prevented in ran2.

HW ADP is not defined in RAN2.

Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson

	S5-101805
	RACH optimization target
E: ADP is high level, AP is low level
QC: we think they are the same, no difference.
HW: agree with QC. The AP and ADP are just different dimensions for the same thing. AP and ADP were captured both in RAN3 TR, however ADP was not agreed by RAN2.

NSN: have only one value, but 1757 has a list. Is this the purpose?

HW: Also a list, the list is in the detailed definition.
Conclusion: noted.
	Huawei

	S5-101820
	Coverage and Capacity way forward
QC: support to discuss what is coverage and capacity. Only focus coverage firstly? 
AL: agree that capacity opt is too early.

H: let’s focus coverage hole uc firstly. In 32.521, we have coverage hole use case. We don’t think we can do all the use case in R10, even Ran2/3 cannot do all the use cases in R10.
M: on MDT?
PI: multi RATs, 
QC: define Coverage hole from mgmt POV.
E: agree

HW: Then there will be a risk like the cellType term we discussed. SA5 can’t have different interpretation with RAN, RAN3 will do the coverage hole detection, we should have the same understanding.
Conclusion: Noted
	Ericsson
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