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6.6.1 and 6.6.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: TR part 70% (previously 60%), WT part has not started yet. Overall 45% (previously 40%)
Estimated completion date: Overall: SA#64 Jun 2014, TR part: SA#62 Dec 2013
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): New rapporteur is Robert Petersen, Ericsson.
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: Use cases for CCO were agreed. Clarification of correlation between Immediate MDT and RLF reports was agreed. A new proposal for correlation of Immediate MDT and RLF/RCEF reports was agreed. Discussions on measurements recorded according to geographical distribution was discussed but not agreed.
Outstanding issues: Recommendations of the TR
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2013-10-15, Quarter 2 and 2013-10-17 first half of Quarter 1.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-131664
	Discussion paper on solution of issues with correlation of Immediate MDT and RLF Reports

Presented by Zoulan.

NSN (Anatoly): issue 2 and 3: in the pCR the scenarios are interpreted in  a strange way.
C-RTNI can be coordinated in eNodeB and used outside eNodeB. 

NSN: The new scenario X has problems: The RLF report is not collected at all.

Huawei (Zoulan) : everything here is described from eNodeB viewpoint.

NSN: Can come back with our comment when we discuss the next contribution. 

NSN: RLF report is only collected on the eNodeB where the error has occurred. 

Ericsson (Robert). RLF is selected in the source, but can see a benefit that the selection is done in the target. 

NSN (Anatoly): Cannot agree on the scenario X to be a valid use case. 

Robert: This is a discussion paper, and the exact text that should go into the report is for further discussion.

NSN: OK, if there is an update to the scenario X. 

Conclusion: Proposal 1: no further comment. Proposl 2: no further comment. Proposal 3 : no further comment. 
Contribution noted.
	Huawei

	S5-131665
	Add clarification on issues with correlation of Immediate MDT and RLF Reports

Presented by Zoulan.

NSN (Anatoly): Issue C has to be updated. Issue B solution: remove  “in the eNodeB”.  

NSN (Yizhi): Issue A: reword to “MDT data is not available ín eNodeB”.

Ericsson (Robert): When we included MRO in trace, it was not for RLF purpose.

NSN (Yizhi): We should only focus on the data that is for CCO use. 

Ericsson (Robert): we reuse other sort of data for purposes that they were originally not designed for.

Huawei: have off-line discussion and revise. New T-doc S5-131781. 
	Huawei

	S5-131663
	pCR Add LTE coverage hole detection use case

Presented by Huawei (Zoulan)

NSN (Anatoly): text and diagram does not talk about the same thing 
(RRC connection setup->re-connection setup; diagram needs to be updated).
Scenario need to be described in separate diagrams. 

Offline discussion and update in S5-131782.
	Huawei, Ericsson

	S5-131682
	Correlation of measurements for CCO

Presented by Ericsson (Robert).

NSN (Anatoly): Suggests pseudo-permanent identity for the UE. What is the purpose ? 
There can be a user privacy issue with tracking everything.

’Robert: the use case provided by Huawei is the justification. 
“How long” is for discussion with security people. Maybe the same time as for TMSI-can add that.

Conclusion: revise in S5-131783
	Ericsson, Huawei

	S5-131667
	pCR Add clarification on LTE Connection failure use case

Presented by Huawei (Zoulan). 

NSN (Anatoly). Is this just an example of the problems?

Huawei: It is not an exhaustive list. 

Conclusion: to be updated S5-131784
	Huawei

	S5-131666
	pCR Add Correlation of RCEF report and Logged MDT data at eNB

Presented by Huawei (Zoulan).

NSN (Anatoly): C-RNTI in logged MDT cannot be used for correlation in your description.  

Conclusion: off-line discussion. To be updated S5-131785
	Huawei

	S5-131554
	Discussion paper of UE distribution
       Reallocated -> CCO
Presented by Intel (Joey).

Ericsson (Robert): Innovative way to reduce the data, but it does not work. Reporting counters with no values in an efficient way has not been solved. Making bins with TADV index means bins reported will be dynamic. The eNodeB can be connected to antennae that do not support Angle of Arrival.

Intel: No. of measurement is not constant, that is a condition. The cell size can change. Antennae not supporting AOA is not new.

Ericsson: your answers are not relevant for the questions. 1: To not report values for zero counters have not been solved. 3. How are we compliant with non-AOA antennae.

Yizhi: Some antennae of eNodeb does support- some does not support AOA. The problem with a huge no. of bins now becomes serious. Discussion is needed. For different requirements we can need different bins. Some are used for monitoring-some are used for optimization. 
Can the bins be configurable by operators? 
Can bins be vendor-specific ?

Intel: SA5 should be able to come up with an optimal solution.

NSN (Anatoly): “Using sectorized cells reduce no. of cells”- Disagrees to this. 
The measurements are triggered near the cell boarders- it will give the distribution near the cell boarders. 
Reducing the no. of bins in the PM file- it might /might not be possible- the problem is that in eNodeB the same data size needs to be maintained. 

Intel: One sector at a time can be optimized. NSN: the sectors will be merged into one data structure anyway.

Ericsson: The measurement are done when the UEs go towards the cell edge-and then the bins are very large-we might need more fine-grain measurements at the cell edge. (fine-grain or MDT). 
Cannot see any real added-value at the end.

NSN (Yizhi): Same type of bins that are used in other measurements do not necessarily be used here.

NSN (Anatoly): The disc paper does not suggest any measurements. 

Conclusion: For further discussion – reduce no. of bins.
NOTED.
	Intel

	S5-131662
	pCR Clarification for downlink coverage map

Presented by Huawei (Zhangkai).

NSN (Anatoly): Why average (not medium e.g.)? 
Huawei: It is only an example.

Robert (how is the long/lat division thought to be done- is it calculated in the BS? Huawei: it is done in the management system. 

ALU (Padma): What is the added value with the example “typical creation way”? 

NSN (Yizhi): The location information is not always available in eNodeB). Huawei: the description is only about how to create the bins.

NSN (Anatoly): How the function works is out of the scope for the study. We have not agreed on any preferred way.   Huawei: We are discussing the NM-CCO so it is part of the study. NSN: the problem is that you describe “typical ways”.

Ericsson: Using lat/long: Radio propagation is not following lat/long divisions. The proposal follows geography rather than radio propagation. 

Ericsson: Not all UEs give coordinates so they cannot always give lat/long. The positioning needs to be done in the BS? NSN (Yizhi): it depends on if the operator deploys positioning. 

Huawei: can change “typical” to “one way to”. 
NSN( Yizhi): it will still be implementation dependent. The intention here is just to give some examples. 
NSN (Yizhi): It is still questionable if the example should be kept. 

CMCC: How often is the coverage map updated? Huawei: depends on the implementation; which algorithm is used. 

CMCC: Does the lat/long info come from the UE? Huawei/NSN: The first part in the contribution comes from netw coverage map already containing the bins.

Ericsson: “Grid bins” vs. “Bins”. Is there any difference ? Huawei: Same thing.  

Conclusion: Off-line discussion.
	Huawei

	S5-131548
	Add UE distribution measurements
Reallocated to CCO
Presented by Intel (Joey).

NSN (Anatoly): What kind of UEs do you want to use for the measurements. 
TADV is not defined.
The described measurements not implementable- how do you assign UEs to geographical bins? 

NSN (Yizhi)/Ericsson. Use case does not really describe how the measurement should be used –does not show the benefit.

NOTED. 
	Intel, Cisco

	S5-131549
	Add RSRP distribution measurements
Reallocated -> CCO
Presented by Intel (Joey).

NSN (Anatoly); First part of the use case does not justify the proposed measurements – 

NOTED.  
	Intel, Cisco

	S5-131550
	Add RSRQ distribution measurements
Reallocated -> CCO
Briefly presented by Intel (Joey).

NSN (Anatoly): CCO is not mentioned anywhere – should the contribution be handled in CCO?

Ericsson: You are proposing a very heavy mechanism – it has to be very well motivated in a very good use case.

NOTED
	Intel, Cisco

	S5-131683
	Clean-up of TR 32.836

Presented by Ericsson (Robert). 

NSN (Anatoly): Not really a cleanup – part are a conclusion of the study. Parts are missing (e.g. correlation mechanism).

Intel (Joey): Recommendation should not really describe what to do in the TS. 

Ericsson (Robert). Agree that some parts are not complete. We do not say “all recommendations” are covered. We also may need to remove some. Recommendation section should describe which of the alternative solutions should be included. 

NSN (Anatoly): All solutions should be documented in the study. Group recommendations from all solutions should be described. 

ALU (Padma): does it affect any other groups? Ericsson: No, it is already described (UE measurements are existing over RRC-not yet in MDT) 

Huawei: Why remove section 9? Better to say there is nothing to specify. Ericsson: agrees. 

NSN: Why remove section 8 ? Better to specify there is nothing to describe: Ericsson : agrees.

To be updated in S5-131820
NOTED. 
	Ericsson

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	77.n
	Description of the action
	Rel-11
	Owner
	New
	SA5#78
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