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1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 
15% (previously 10%)

Estimated completion date: 
SA#59,    Mar 2013
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2
Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
A new use case has been added, an existing use case has been extended. Some UTRAN measurements for CCO purposes have been added.
Outstanding issues:
3
Minutes
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Notes

	1. 
	S5-122278


	pCR EUTRAN measurements
	Intel
	NSN: Only T300 exists for RRC failure reporting.

NSN: RRC failure may not be seen as connected mode measurements. Somewhere on the border line. 

Ericsson Agrees. No need to repeat definition of existing MDT measurements. Remove the list of T301….

Idle mode measurements can be added but remove the list of what is included, only reference MDT spec.

Conclusion: Revise to S5-122557

	2. 
	S5-122279


	pCR UTRAN measurements
	Intel
	Ericsson: Remove the details on what is include din the measurements, enough to reference MDT spec.

NSN: Agrees. Use the correct name for the measurements as in the MDT spec.

Conclusion: Revise to S5-122558

	3. 
	S5-122285


	LTE Coverage holes use case
	Intel
	NSN: You introduce new functionality to logged MDT. Remove the whole text.

Ericsson: It would be sufficient to mention in already existing use case that idle mode logged MDT measurements can be used for detection.

Huawei: Same comment.

Conclusion: Revise to S5-122565 

	4. 
	S5-122286


	pCR CCO requirements
	Intel
	NSN: Requirements should come later once we identified use cases.

NSN: Ambiguous requirements.

Conclusion: Noted.

	5. 
	S5-122315


	Introducing radio link quality use case to CCO TR
	Ericsson
	NSN: The sentence on correlation can be misunderstood. Correlation within a time window only.

ALU: Agrees on comments from NSN. The term neighboring is not understood, could be changed to “nearby”

Conclusion: Revised to S5-122566


