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Agenda Item:
6.9.3 Study on Enhancements of OAM aspects of Distributed Mobility Load Balancing (MLB) SON function
3GPP Work Plan status
The meeting has been conducted 20-Aug-2014, 14:00 – 20:00
Summary of progress:

-
Discussed 10 contributions; one approved.  The discussed contributions addressed the following topics:

-
Way forward for OAM enhancements of D-MLB discussion (discussion paper)

-
MLB parameters misalignment 

-
Additional load information for MLB

-
Load indicators based on Composite Available Capacity (CAC)

-
Hybrid-SON
-
Alignment with WID
-
data transfer over itf-N
-
effectiveness of NM analysis
-
use of standard D-MLB
-
Definition of MLB Targets

Outstanding issues: None agreed
Progress: by the end of business day 20-Aug-2014 no contributions are agreed, so the progress remains at 20%.
Several contribution were planned to be revised. 

One contribution, S5-144298 was not addressed because of lack of time.

Contributions

	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Doc-type
	Decision

	S5-144045
	pCR on draft TR 32.860-040 D-SON re long optimization cycle
Presented by Ericsson 

Cisco: it may be valid only under additionl assumptions: Hybrid SON is not split in fast loop (D-MLB) and slow loop (NM). Typically literature and White papers recommend on fast/slow loop operations 

NSN: It is imprecise to call it Hybrid, see 32.500

DT: good argument, support Cisco

Ericsson: we can call it differently, not Hybrid
	Ericsson
	pCR
	noted

	S5-144259
	pCR 32.860 Cell Capacity Class Value
Presented by Cisco
Ericsson: need to ask RAN3

Cisco: make a statement in the TR as in previous example?
Chair: suggests specific text modifications (to be captured in revision S5-144478)
	Cisco
	pCR
	revised

	S5-144266
	pCR to TR 32 860 MLB parameters alignment
Presented by Cisco
Ericsson: must be eNB = 1 cell. This problem statement is not valid. Need a list of assumptions so that every reader pof the TR can decide whether it is applicable to their case. Need to convey the algorithm descriprion to RAN3 
Cisco: there is no intention to standardize parameters or algorithm; can be explicitly stated in the TR
Agreement was reached between Cisco and Ericsson on such statement and presented to the group (see S5-144472)

Chair: consider whether this text belongs more to WID

Cisco: can be considered jointly with RAN3 in whatever format: joint meeting, LS etc.

Ericsson: no, it should be for RAN3 only

Chair: may be made a Editor’s note

Ericsson: agree to make it an Editor’s note


	Cisco, Vodafone, Deutsche Telekom
	pCR
	revised

	S5-144269
	pCR to TR 32.860 Additional load information for MLB
Ericsson: the problem statement is invalid

Presented by Cisco

Ericsson: invalid (may be harmful) problem statement. NM Is not aware of many situations, for example captured in S5-144296/7/8

Left open, later revised to S5-144494 
	Cisco, Vodafone, Deutsche Telekom
	pCR
	Left open

	S5-144267
	pCR to TR 32.860 CAC Case for MLB Parameters alignment
	Cisco
	pCR
	noted

	S5-144268
	pCR to TR 32.860 MLB algorithms alignment
	Cisco, Vodafone, Deutsche Telekom
	pCR
	noted

	S5-144271
	pCR to TR 32.860 MLB Targets
	Cisco
	pCR
	noted

	S5-144279
	Way forward for OAM enhancements of D-MLB discussion
Presented by Huawei

Cisco: totally agnostic approach to MLB algorithm may hav e drawbacks

NSN: question which Use cases must be addressed. Need to move forward and look to real implementations. PRB usage is not the best or dominating load indicator; CAC is better

Ericsson: support this contribution. Is it possible to standardize parameters if the algorithm is private? Two use case  are not valid: assumptions ar not possible. They should be conveyed to RAN3 for analysis

ALU: we are running in circles; need to break it and ask RAN3

NSN: support this

Cisco: this can be done, after the document is in sufficiently good shape to be readable for people not involved in discussion. For now, it is ambiguous so that we in SA5 disagree on the interpretation
	Huawei
	Other
	noted

	S5-144293
	pCR on draft TR 32.860-040 Hybrid-SON re Alignment with WID
Presented by Ericsson 

Cisco: generally good contribution, but some points need clarification in proper terms, for example the point about Non-GBR actions
NEC: it’s a section on multi-vendor

DT: make it “can conflict”

NSN: remove “function”

Discussion on “cell” vs. “eNB”: Ericsson, DT, ALU, NSN
	Ericsson
	pCR
	revised

	S5-144294
	pCR on draft TR 32.860-040 Hybrid-SON re data transfer over itf-N
NSN: agree with most, except use of the term Hybrid SON

Cisco: Hybrid SON very well may consist of fast loop / slow loop (example of road traffic control system). Then some conclusions are not correct

Ericsson: it’s not a problem statement

To be revised to S5-144479
	Ericsson
	pCR
	revised

	S5-144296
	pCR on draft TR 32.860-040 Hybrid-SON re effectiveness of NM analysis
Ericsson presented

Cisco: there are several unclear statements; need to correct the language

 To be revised to S5-144480
	Ericsson
	pCR
	revised

	S5-144297 
	pCR on draft TR 32.860-040 Hybrid-SON re use of standard D-MLB 
Presented by Ericsson 

Cisco: not clear why CAC cannot be / should not be used by the NM. It is not the job of D-MLB to provision (over-provision) resources to be used for non-GBR traffic
	Ericsson
	pCR
	Noted

	S5-144298
	pCR on draft TR 32.860-040 Hybrid-SON re using statistic to predict future load 
	Ericsson
	pCR
	Not addressed because of lak of time


