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6.6.1 and 6.6.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: TR part 80% (previously 70%), WT part has not started yet. Overall 50% (previously 45%)
Estimated completion date: SA#nn - date (if change:) Overall: SA#64 Jun 2014, TR part: SA#63 Mar 2014 (previous SA#62 – Dec 2013)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): -
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: The use case for coverage hole detection was discussed and some agreements were made. Two dimensional bins were discussed. Even though some benefit could be seen, it was not agreed where the bins should be created. Some agreements were reached for data correlation.
Outstanding issues: work task activities.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 2013-11-12, first half of Quarter 2, Quarter 3 and 2013-11-14 Quarter 2.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-131966
	pCR LTE coverage holes detection use case
NSN: Rationale has serious flaws. The use case is out of scope of SA5. It is specifying UE actions, which is RAN2 scope. We disagree with all things on the rationale, e.g. 2 hours will not be a limitation in practical life. 
Intel: The idle mode can last for a long time. 
NSN: There are many applications that poll the network periodically. SA5 cannot decide on UE actions.

OAM SWG chair: The triggers cannot be discussed, but the use case.

Huawei: Agree with NSN, that this is RAN2 scope. An LS can be sent to RAN2. It is time to send a LS for the CCO functionality.

Intel: OK to only discuss the use case.

Huawei: The flaw, e.g. drain of battery, but the logged MDT cover other functions than just lost coverage. 
JS: MDT can be used for discover coverage holes. 
Huawei: That is already covered. 
NSN: The only things that exist in idle mode are included in Logged MDT. Logging does not stop due to trigger. Cross RAN is not supported. The two hour interval is irrelevant. It is more than sufficient. Coverage holes can be detected by existing MDT, according to NSN RAN2 delegates. This has been discussed extensively in RAN2. So the whole proposal is not valid. 
Intel: The use case is to detect the hole. 
NSN: The existing text already covers the use case. The new text is not relevant. The figure can be kept.
OAM SWG chair: If there are any deficiencies, they should be documented in some other clause.

Cisco: Cisco supports the contribution. A use case should be more than one line. Collecting data constantly might not be efficient, so it should be made more efficient. 
OAM SWG chair: Text can be extended, if it is useful. 
NSN: Clarifying the use case is ok. But the description is wrong. This is a conceptual misunderstanding that is in the proposal. It goes into solution space and jumping to conclusion.
Cisco: What specific is wrong?
NSN: The 2 hour limitation, the reason for stop logging, etc. What I can agree on is the picture. 
Cisco: The description of coverage holes in 37.320 needs to be improved.
NSN: That is not a SA5 task.
Conclusion: Update to 2158.
	Intel

	S5-131967
	pCR UE distribution measurement to suport CCO use case
OAM SWG chair: This is for connected mode. What is described is just one option. 

Conclusion: Update in 2159.
	Intel

	S5-131968
	pCR on TR 32.836: Measurements in 2-dimensional bins
NSN: What is the specific problem are going to be solved? If it is flood of data, then reduces that. But a bigger concern is implementation complexity. I would have to support the measurements and the configuration of it. This is a very complex implementation. From the complexity point of view, this is worse than the previous proposal.
Cisco: I am not sensitive for arguments of data amount etc.
NSN: The main purpose is not to make measurements. 

Huawei: We are discussing on whether the eNB is the best place to do these measurements. Why should we do this in eNB, as MDT already contains this info. 
Cisco: Why we need it is to find coverage holes. We can use MDT, but MDT is not always enabled. MDT has user consent. This is a replacement of MDT.

Intel: The existing text is already motivating this.

Ericsson: Benefit is not clear. MDT must be used anyway.

ALU: What is not clear whether the post processing of the data is done in the NE? 
Cisco: Yes. 
NSN: This would be a new job type. 

NSN: This is not decreasing load over the air interface. The implementation must cover the worst case. 

OAM SWG chair: Configurable bins is one option, but it could be vendor specific. Off line discussions are encouraged (to next meeting).
Cisco: The bins are already mentioned.
OAM SWG chair: Yes, but it is not described where.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Cisco

	S5-132030
	pCR Add missing details in correlation at the TCE scenarios
Cisco: Picture on page 3: Connection re-establishment can only happen when the eNB has UE context. 
NSN: This works also for establishment. But this is an example. In both cases the C-RNTI is available. 
Cisco: This looks like a corner case.
NSN: The attachment is happening before the (re)establishment. I can add establishment. 

Cisco: If a new C-RNTI is allocated, what happen then? AA It does not matter.

Huawei: There is a Huawei contribution on the same topic. Both contributions should be discussed together.
Huawei: Add C-RNTI should be combined with Create MDT. 
NSN: The adding C-RNTI is done started by the same trigger. 
Huawei: That is confusing. 
NSN: This is according to UML. 
Huawei: But the picture is not consistent, as a thick line is missing for other procedures.
NSN: In that case it is not important to show the procedure in those cases.
Agreed to update the figures.
Conclusion: Update to 2160
	NSN

	S5-132036
	pCR Correlation of RLF report and Immediate MDT data with usage of C-RNTI
NSN: This is ok, but the contributions need to be combined.

Agreed to update the proposal.

Conclusion: Update 2161
	Huawei

	S5-132037
	pCR Add description on coverage and accessibility use case
NSN: MDT is both uplink and downlink. So it should be reworded. 
Huawei: In this example it is only uplink MDT that is needed. 
NSN: But it is limiting the scope. Or you can do with only MDT. 

Intel: M3 is only uplink, is it not? 
NSN: M1 is both uplink and downlink. Why is M1 excluded in this example? 
Huawei: How can downlink data help to detect the uplink problem? 
NSN: Why must RSRP and RSRQ only be used when it comes from the RLF? This is just a particular solution.

Deutche Telekom: If something can be done at the NE, it should.

Agreed to say uplink/downlink MDT and remove the word downlink for RLF.

Conclusion: Update to 2162.
	Huawei

	S5-131955
	Rel 12 CR 32425  Add UE distribution measurements
OAM SWG chair: Many comments from last meeting apply: E.g. bins are left for implemantaion. Use case should be in line with what is agreed in CCO.

NSN: The use case is not clear. Piggy backing does not reduce anything on the air interface. Not piggyback is a heavy solution as eNB must instruct the UE.
Intel: Ok, I will piggy back. 
NSN: Piggy back is not reliable. 
NSN: If the target is only the cell edge, it is ok. 

NSN: This is jumping the gun again. Work is needed in the TR first. CMCC are using proprietary activation.
NSN: Periodical measurements need to start MDT job.
NSN: To change bin sizes is not acceptable.

Huawei: AS said earlier. It i not the right place to do the bins in the eNB. 
Intel: One bin measurement exists. There exists precedence. 
Huawei: No, it is one dimensional, not two dimensional. 

Ericsson: Previous comments on previous meetings have not been regarded. So long as they are not, I cannot agree on the contribution. 
Intel: This is already done by others, this should be agreed. The number of bins can be reduced. 
NSN: I do not accept that we should agree on this argument.
Huawei: There is no user in eNB, so bins can be done in TCE. 
Intel: There are difference between measurements and MDT. 
Ericsson: This is dependent on MDT, which you do not want to use. So why is eNB the place to do the bins. The reason for why the bins are needed, considering that on dimensional bins and MDT, is not described.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Intel, Cisco

	S5-131956
	Rel 12 CR 32425  Add RSRP distribution measurements
Same as 1955.

Conclusion: Noted
	Intel, Cisco

	S5-131957
	Rel 12 CR 32425  Add RSRQ distribution measurements
Same as 1955.

Conclusion: Noted
	Intel, Cisco

	S5-132035
	Presentation sheet for TR 32.836
Cisco: What is problem detection enables: 
Ericsson: measurements and MDT events. I will Change.

Intel: Why remove the note? 
Ericsson: I can include the cooperation in the 

Huawei. We need recommendation about correlation. 
Ericsson: That can be done to next meeting. 
NSN: We need architecture for correlation. 
NSN: It is too early.to make conclusion. 
Ericsson: Should the conclusions be specific or general? 
Orchestral Networks: It can be general that are broken down.  OK. 

Recommendation 1 (Huawei), 2 (Cisco), 3 (Cisco) and 4 (NSN) are objected.

Conclusion: Update to 2210.
	Ericsson
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