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1
Decision/action requested

Discuss and approve the proposal.
2
References
[1]
3GPP TR 32.838 V0.2.0. Study on Compliance of 3GPP OAM specifications to the NGMN Top OPE Recommendations
3
Rationale
The pCR suggests content for the section 7.1 “O&M Support for SON” of the TR 32.838
4
Detailed proposal
	1st Modified Section


7
Self Organizing Networks

7.1
O&M Support for SON

Abstract of Top OPE Recommendations Clause 4.1: O&M Support for SON:

SON and related benefits are seen as an essential economical characteristic of LTE strongly asked for by all operators. As a consequence it has to be ensured that operator keep the control on all new SON functionality by implementation of appropriate policy control functions. 
An effective O&M support provides operator with network control in SON trust building and learning phase. It allows in all situations that a very good network quality can be assured.
	SON functionality / capability shall have controlled implementation in order to build trust and confidence in automation and avoid massive operational impact.

	Relevant 3GPP specifications:

TS 32.522, TS 32.526
	Compliance statement

TBD

	Item
	Description
	Action
	Related CR(s)
	Status 

	1
	Controlled implementation of the LB functionality
The objective of load balancing is defined as “to cope with undesired traffic load distribution”. However there is no definition of “undesired” traffic load distribution.

This gap does not allow for controlled implementation of the LB functionality, particularly in multi-vendor network. 
The definition of load should be consistent across 3GPP specifications, so it is natural to use same approach as in X2AP specifications i.e. express load in terms of PRB utilization. Then the desired traffic allocation would be expressed in terms of per-eNB maximum load.

On the other hand, the eNB that is a potential target for the Load Balancing handover, should not be overloaded; therefore similar parameters are needed for admission control.
	Add OAM parameters to define target or maximum load per eNB that should be considered by a source eNB when making decisions on initiation of the offload and similar parameters at the target eNB for making admission decisions 

See also 7.6.
	TBD
	TBD


	End of modifications
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