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Decision/action requested

Discuss the points
2
Detailed proposal
There are 4 objectives mentioned in the work item:

1. Define the architecture for NM centralised CC.
There are NM centralized SON architecture defined in TS 32.522. The architecture is also applied for NM centralized CCO.Define the necessary performance indicators, e.g., UE and network measurements, events and PM measures that shall be reported over Itf-N to support the NM centralized CCO function.
MDT has been developed clearly to support the CCO SON use case. In MDT there are already some measurements that have been defined, and RAN2 is working in Rel-11 timeframe to define additional measurement to cover other use cases as well. The Rel-11 Enhanced MDT work item in SA5 covers already the required work to support any additional measurement/functionality defined in RAN2 in the Rel-11 timeframe. This includes also the location information along the UE measurements. MDT is supported via the trace functionality and it can be managed/configured vie ITF-N with the Trace Management IRP. MDT data can also be transferred in a standardized manner over ITF-N, therefore in this objective it is not clear what additional work is foreseen within this work item. What is claimed that is not done or not yet available is already agreed to be part of the Rel-11 Enhaced MDT work item. 

2. Define the necessary mechanisms on Itf-N for the configuration and collection of required input data by NM centralized CCO function (e.g., including trace based collection mechanisms and PM collection mechanisms).
This objective requires to develop a functionality over the ITF-N which can support the transfer of the measurements required for CCO over ITF-N in a different manner then it is defined in MDT to exclude user consent and privacy issues. However it is stated that the UE measurements should contain location information and the received data should be correleable on a per UE basis. Based on the received SA3 requirement the proposed new solution based on the described requirement the privacy requirements are applied therefore even the new solution should require the user consent. Therefore again in this objective it is not clear what additional functionality is missing compared to what we already have specified in MDT and Trace Management IRP.
3. Define the necessary support on Itf-N to control the coverage and capacity related configurations in the network. 
In Rel-10 several attributes have been defined in the NRM to support NM centralized SON. According to the description in this objective the plan is to study how those attribute are used and to study those attribute to get a better understanding. We believe that this study is not needed as the attributes defined in NRM IRP’s for NM Centralized SON have been studied already during the introduction of those attributes. We do not see what kind of study should be preformed here. If someone identifies more attributes that are seen as important and needed for NM Centralized SON or NM centrazlied CCO, that such can be added to the NRM via a simple CR and do not necessarily requires a separate WI. 
Concern: The authors of the document do not object to enhance work on NM centralized SON within SA5 – but the currently proposed work item (as provided within S5-120226) questions already appoved R10 specifications as well as ongoing work in other R11 work items (by recommending to “study” them again). Approval of a work item as provided within S5-120226 will likely jeaperdize and cause delay in implementations of R10 approved specifications and solutions by the industry

Conclusion: The authors of the document believe that objectives 2 and 3 are not required as the required work is already covered in the existing Rel-11 MDT work item. The remaining objectives 1 and 4 are not seen as significantly enough that it would justify a new work item, - though if the group agrees to open a new work item for objective 1 and parts of objective 4, the authors of the document could accept such a new work item with more clarification of the scenarios on which are missing in the current specifications.
