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1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 30% (previously 15%)

Estimated completion date: SA#57 – Sep 2012
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress:
1. Contributions about SON coordination way forward were discussed and the group agreed several SON coordination use cases to be considered in future. Common solutions should target for solving these agreed SON coordination use cases.
2. The CCO/COC/ESM coordination use case CR was agreed.

3. Contribution about common coordination parameters for SON coordination was discussed. The group thinks this is a good starting point for further common solution discussion.
Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <2012-03-26 Quarter 2 and 2012-03-28, Quarter 2>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-120651 
	Discussion paper about SON Coordination between more than two SON functions
H: you may have misunderstanding for previous SON coordination use cases between two use cases; two is just an example.
H: In the table, MLB should be replaced by COC.
Z: agree.
Conclusion: Merged to 694.

	ZTE

	S5-120658 
	Discussion paper for way forward for R11 SON Coordination 
NSN: Proposal 2, what does case by case mean? Use case or solution.
H: So far we have a separate section to include both use cases and solution. 
ZTE: Same comment as NSN.
H: Proposal 2 is for documentation purpose.
NSN: which layer does CCO located in? NM or EM.
H: it is solution level.

Merged to 694->

Conclusion: agreed. 

Note: not a CR, no need for SA approval.
	Huawei

	S5-120667 
	Discussion on SON coordination 
H: Only keeping prevention and resolution is enough.
NSN: the function is in DM level, not in element.
Intel: is the case of CCO/COC/ES covered by the table?
E: Yes. It should be included.
Conclusion: Merge with Huawei tdoc for way forward ->694
	Ericsson

	S5-120630 
	SON coordination 
E: We agree on the use case, but disagree the solution.
H: Agree with Ericsson.
Conclusion: Merge with Huawei tdoc for way forward ->694
	Intel

	S5-120568 
	CCO-ESM-COC coordination
E: It’s not necessary to use a table to repeat the same text description.
H: same opinion with E.

Intel: ok
Noted
	Intel

	S5-120597 
	CR R11 32.522 Adding SON coordination use case among COC, CCO and ESC
E: ESC concept does not exist in the spec.
H: We have the phrase in 32.551, but have no abbreviation.
E: Explicit priority among use cases should not appear in resolution part as a use case.
N: Priority between CCO and ESC is determined by the operator’s decision.
Conclusion: Merge with 568. Withdraw one CR number, revised to 753
->753
Conclusion: agreed.
	Huawei

	S5-120596 
	CR R11 32.522 Adding SON coordination use case between COC and HOO
N: What’s the connection between COC and HOO
H: HOF is caused by COC.
E: COC is not same time scale as HOO, COC maybe just several minutes but MRO maybe one day. 

Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei

	S5-120598 
	CR R11 32.522 Common coordination parameters for SON coordination
N: introduce status concept?
H: For example, add status for CCO just like COC and ES’s status.
N: We should take architecture issue into account.
H: The parameters are only for information at the moment. it’s a starting point for common solution.
N: agree to use these as starting point for solution discussion later.

E: We support the intention. Should have consistent description. 4.7.x.1, should be “common factor to ”. 4.7.x.2, “the following information”.
Conclusion: Noted.
	Huawei

	S5-120652 
	Add a new SON Coordination function
H: concern on database approach. Other information such as time interval, we think it’s useful.
N: How does the SON function do if it found at the time interval it can not change the parameter?
Z: It should stop and wait.
H: In some cases, the SON function will wait for a long time and may have problem.
N: concern on database, a lot messages over itf-N.

Conclusion: noted.
	ZTE

	S5-120669 
	CR R-11 32.522 Specification of SON coordination
Conclusion: withdrawn.
	Ericsson
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