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6.6.1 
1
3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 
40% (previously 40%)

Estimated completion date: 
SA#64, Jun 2014
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc):

2
Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: No contributions agreed, however the TR was agreed to be sent to SA for information.
Summary of discussion: The discussion centred on the validity of measurements using a polar grid using TA and AOA measurements. A contribution on specifying a rectangular grid was discussed. A contribution on correlating measurements was discussed.
Outstanding issues:
3
Minutes
3.1
TR 32.836

	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Notes

	1. 
	S5-131203


	Add UE distribution measurement


	Intel, Cisco
	Ericsson: Too much data to send over Itf-N.

Intel: We can optimize.

NSN: The necessary addition to the PM IRP is not present in this contribution.

CMCC: This is based on a CMCC proposal from last meeting.   This is a good idea. Increased granularity.

Ericsson: This will increase granularity, but how will we use it? I do not understand that this is more efficient than what we have already.

Intel: Current counters do not have enough granularity.

Ericsson: If this proposal is enough for solving a problem, then it might be okay. If not, I am reluctant.

Huawei: The CR from last meeting referenced s useful, but here you intend to work on the grid level. We think this will not work, especially in an urban area.

NSN: For CCO, you need reliable histogram, but AOA is not reliable. The value is low for CCO purposes.



	2. 
	S5-131204


	Add RSRP distribution measurement


	Intel, Cisco
	Similar comments as for 1203

	3. 
	S5-131205


	Add RSRQ distribution measurement


	Intel, Cisco
	Similar comments as for 1203

	4. 
	S5-131233


	Discussion paper of Tadv and UE Rx Tx Timing


	Intel, Cisco
	NSN: Appreciates. Important topic. 

NSN: There is an issue for type 2: Cannot use RACH very often.

NSN: Type 1 is used for location services.
NSN: A more practical approach is to accumulate TA commands from eNB to UE.

Cisco: The command for measuring distance is not visible to OAM. We can call it whatever we want.

Ericsson: This is fine-grain method of finding faults. How much more statistics do we create by this?

Huawei: Looking at the other Intel contribution, I think the purpose is to create grid measurements.

	5. 
	S5-131234


	pCR EUTRAN UE distribution measurement


	Intel, Cisco
	Ericsson: This is the same as S5-131233. Same comments.
Huawei: You propose a method. Accuracy is low for the bin, especially far from eNB. 

NSN: There are concerns on this way of creating the bins suggested in the TR.

NSN: Not reliable distributions.



	6. 
	S5-131235


	pCR EUTRAN idle mode UE measurements


	Intel, Cisco
	Ericsson: This comes from RAN2 UCs. RAN2 has decided on the existing UC: This UC should be discussed in RAN2.

NSN: Should be submitted to RAN2.

Huawei: This is a concrete proposal to find coverage holes. In SA5 we can discuss detecting coverage holes. We can discuss UC, and if agreed, send a LS to RAN2.



	7. 
	S5-131307


	pCR 32.836 UE distribution measurements


	Huawei
	NSN: We had a similar discussion before. We cannot mandate any location calculation in the eNB. Breaks a previous agreement

ALU: Concurs with NSN.

Intel: How may bins?

Huawei: Not specified. 10-20m suggested. Cannot be achieved by eNB.

Cisco: If you have location of a UE, it can be counted. If there is no location information from a UE, it falls out of statistics.

Huawei: We suggest to use lat/long bins.

Ericsson: Where are the bins created?

Huawei: Where the CCO function resides.

NSN: What is the operator want other shapes of bins? Too premature to define bin shapes here.

NSN: What if you want to add a third dimension?


	8. 
	S5-131344


	pCR 32.836 Correlation of measurements for CCO


	Ericsson, Huawei
	NSN: Similar comments like last meeting. This is a comprehensive solution. Which UC and requirements do you solve? As we have no requirement, we do not need the solution. You create an exhaustive profile of the user. The only thing missing is the user identity, but that can be easily inferred. Big and scary mechanism for spying on users, but there are not requirements.  

NSN: What if using a MME pool?

Ericsson: NSN is painting a black picture. We should not refrain to add useful functions. The purpose is not to record the behaviour of users.

NSN: Pictures 2 and 3 are not supported by any UC.


