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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 65% (previously 45%)

Estimated completion date: SA#50 – March 2010
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
1. Contributions about RACH Opt, CCO, SON targets and HO optimization were discussed. 
2. Some contributions about CCO and RACH Opt were agreed, see below minutes. The shadow TS 32.522 needs a new version to capture the agreed content.
Outstanding issues: 

An LS on RACH measurement needs to be sent to RAN2, a timely reply from RAN2 is expected considering the R10 time plan.

For SON coordination topic: no contributions received.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <2011-01-26, Quarter(s) 2, 3>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-110197
	pCR RACH optimization PM
No comments. 
However, since there is another same topic contribution S5-110225, this one needs to be merged with that one.
->451

Offline discussion result: No need to merge this with 110225 since Ericsson decided to provide contributions (pCR for shadow32.522 and CR for 32.425) for next meeting.

Agreed.
	Huawei

	S5-110225
	pCR 32.522-V30 Add RACH Optimization measurements
QC has some concern on the access delay measurement.

HW: name the pm counter as Cumulative Distribution of RACH Access Delay or Distribution of RACH Access Delay.
->451

Offline discussion result: No need to merge this with 110197 since Ericsson decided to provide contribution (pCR for shadow32.522 and CR for 32.425) for next meeting.

Noted.
	Ericsson

	S5-110224
	Discussion paper on Measurement for number of RACH preambles sent
QC: compare this with operators’ one, only difference is you have 4 bins according to the Note.
HW: Support QC’s comments. As noted in operator’s tdoc - Number of bins and the range for each bin is left to implementation, so 200 new counters per cell is too theoretical.
Moto: agree with HW. enb knows the raw data and can calculate the targets, no vendors will implement all the 200 bins.
A quick show hand for this contribution:
NSN supports the proposal; 
DT,Vod,QC,TI,HW and Moto object this.

Noted.
	Ericsson

	S5-110191
	CR R10 32.425 Add measurements for RACH optimization targets
Noted.
	Ericsson

	S5-110199
	CR R10 32.425 Introduction of distribution of RACH preambles sent PM counters for RACH optimization
QC: we support this. But maybe in Note to limit the number of bins, e.g.,  between 4 and 8?
E: remove “accurately” in cover page.
Chair: 4 to 8 is ok for companies? Pls take an offline discussion on that.
MCC: fix some typo in the existing text by the chance. For example, signaled, S5, new 4.5.5.1/2,

Offline discussion took and people agreed to keep the note as the original.
->452
Noted. 
NSN asked SA5 to send an LS to RAN2 to ask them whether they are fine with the definition of “Distribution of RACH preambles sent” OR RAN2 wants to give the definition in RAN2 spec.
QC and Huawei have some concern about the timeline for R10 for the LS.
Group agreed to send an LS (110530) with the 110452 as an attachment to RAN2 to ask their opinion.


	Huawei

	S5-110203
	pCR Architecture for capacity and coverage optimization
Some questions (arch options, the relation of MDT and CCO, logical function name in the example) from QC, Moto was answered by HW.

Agreed.
	Huawei

	S5-110204
	pCR Stage 2 solution for NM centralized CCO
QC: CM to O

NSN: the relation of the proposed counters and CCO?
HW: the counters are related with coverage, interference.
E: why we standardize these parameters? We didn’t standardize output of SON alg.
HW: We didn’t standardize output of distributed SON alg. But for this centralized CCO, these parameters are used widely and under working in common RAT NRM WI. 
QC: there should be other PM counters or MDT for CCO.

HW: agree. Here the proposed counters are a subset, others can be proposed by other contributions.

Proposal 1~3 noted:

Proposal 1: The maximumTransmissionPower in Proposal 1 is already in TS.
Proposal 2 and 3: Concrete pCRs can be submitted for common RAT NRM. 

Proposal 4 was agreed: in pCR part needs wording change: IRPAgent should support….
 ->462
Agreed.
	Huawei

	S5-110229
	pCR Managing SON Targets
QC: ask for clarification for Total Target Achievement, how to use it? By who?
N: by operator.

QC: why standardize it?

N: to evaluate verdors’ algorithms

QC: see no impact over itf-N. This is above itf-N. Then why we need it.
E: Total Target Achievement should be minimized or? For some distributed SON functions, how to calculate it?
AL: Formula has target and performance, how to understand performance?
QC: no need for this formula.
NSN: agree to remove the formula, just propose the weight. 

HW: Then this contribution will be the same as we discussed at last meeting. We discussed weight at last meeting.

E: tend to prefer weight more than priority
Noted.
	Nokia Siemens Networks, Vodafone

	S5-110306
	Discussion paper on Optimization of HO via SGW Relocation Avoidance
H: Why not considered “the possibility of SGW relocation is not taken into account in the HO decision at RAN”
H: The key question is whether the performance of the handover is improved by choosing a tgt  cell which may have a weaker radio link but would not involve a sgw change. For network, call drop or handover failures are normally very important than the delay.
NEC: agree this.
Moto: how frequently this would happen? eNB has X2 to exchange info, not sure this should be in OAM.

Chair: we can send LS to RAN
NEC agreed.
Noted.
	NEC
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