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Agenda Item:
7.2.1
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 40% (previously 30%)

Estimated completion date: SA#61 (09/2013) -> SA#62 (12/2013)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: completed the clause on energy saving management, approved a CR related to the compliance to alarm management clause.
Outstanding issues: need more contributions to meet the target delivery date, need a full quarter at next meeting to do online drafting and review open points in the TR.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on Wednesday 29 May 2013 Q4 and Thursday 30 May Q1.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-130872
	pCR 32.838 Compliance to clause on Energy Saving
For recommendation to X2 interface and references to 36.423, TR 32.838 should state “Not applicable” since this is out of SA5 scope.

Record an AP in the TR to create a CR on 32.111-1 to add the requirement: when a NE is in energySaving state the IRPAgent shall not consider the NE as a fault, and no alarms shall be raised to the IRPManager for any condition that is a consequence of an energySaving NE.
Recommendation: “The energy saving functionality shall be adequately expandable to 2G / 3G technologies”. Indicate that Energy Saving is only done for LTE.
Recommendation: “Under the assumption that the “switch off” of cells is only done if a redundant coverage is given by other cells (of e.g. eventually other collocated RAT) the system supports the import and export of traffic indicators from cells to understand the traffic situation in the cells doing the backup. If the traffic is exceeding a certain operator defined load the system ensures that cells in energy saving mode are activated at once to ensure best customer experience with respect to performance and quality.” Indicate the attributes in 32.522 for distributed or EM centralized and indicate the use of PM IRP for NM Centralized.
Recommendation: “Provision of capability indicators indicating which RAT active UE in a cell is capable to support. Idea behind is to identify if upcoming traffic in backing layer is dedicated to a UE which can benefit by switching on the LTE cell once again.” Indicate no switch off if UE cannot handover (ES probing). 

Conclusion: To be revised in S5-131060 which will be sent for email approval after the meeting
	Huawei


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-130938
	pCR Addition to the clause 7 Self Organizing Networks

Ericsson: Some SON functions cannot be controlled from the Network Manager; we need realistic hopes of what we can achieve.

Cisco: No intention to have total control from NM, control limited to configuration over regular CM parameters, monitoring not necessarily in real time. 

ALU: For Missing parts in RAN what is written in your document this is not always true, for example concept mode B for ICIC is available. Are you proposing to submit changes to RAN WGs? We think this should be taken to RAN WGs.
Cisco: I hope I am wrong. We can discuss case by case. We will ask in RAN WGs if needed. 
NSN: The pCR is on Top OPE, some requirements are already in 32.500. Then we define functions in 32.522. NGCOR does not ask for both Mode A and mode B for all the SON use cases, it can be centralized or distributed, no need for both.   
Cisco: Mode A and B is not exactly centralized or not. There are implementations of distributed SON, not yet or being deployed. Operators ask questions, are cautious about impact on network. We need to address their concerns.  
Huawei: Centralized and distributed are two alternatives but only one option is implemented. Do you want both implemented? 
Cisco: Monitoring of distributed SON is the problem. If distributed SON fails, we need some actions to replace. 

NSN: We should discuss compliance of SA5 specs to Top OPE. This document is out of the scope of this compliance WI. Need to list NGMN requirements one by one and see whether they are addressed in SA5 specs. This document is adding some new items for discussion.

Cisco: NGMN Top OPE recommendations are high level. We have some freedom how to interpret them and discuss whether they are satisfied by SA5 specs. Some parameters are missing whether we use Mode A or Mode B. 
Chairman: Some part of the text of the document can go in the TR. We need to address the recommendations one by one and assess whether there is a gap. We will work on that until next meeting. AP: SA5 chairman to initiate the discussion. 
Cisco: It does not introduce new concepts; it is comparing Top OPE and what we have in SA5 and suggest how to address the gaps. Some part of it can be put in the TR.
Conclusion: Noted
	AT&T, Cisco, Intel


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-130929
	Rel-12 CR 32.111-1 Addition of requirements on repair actions (compliance Top OPE)

Add reference to Top OPE Recommendations. 
CR number: 0010. 
Conclusion: Update to S5-131071 (0010 Rev1) 
	Huawei


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-131066
	Centralized and Distributed SON for multi-vendor RAN

Was not presented due to lack of time.

Conclusion: postponed
	Cisco, AT&T, Intel


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	89.1
	AP to have an email discussion until next meeting to draft the clause on compliance on SON and see what can be taken from S5-130938
	Rel-12
	Christian Toche
	New
	Before next SA5 meeting
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