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Data Volume report
1/ Same permutations for all plmns , all eNBs
2/ Gbr “ranges” separate DL and UL 

Overload
1/ According to the current Specifications, an MME is not supposed to make use of GUMMEI-List in S1 OVERLOAD START/STOP

2/ it is agreed that capture in the meeting minutes:
In network sharing GWCN scenarios, each MMEC may map to a single PLMN ID or to multiple PLMN IDs
Revisions (CB)

Data Volume report
CB (ALU) 

1/Need of standardized guidance for a range reporting period compared to existing mechanism? (lower or/and upper bound)

2/Limit the number filter permutations that are configurable?
CB (Ericsson) Reliability: priority flag for counter or not?

CB (Telia) 

1/Do we still need a 36300 CR? If yes, revise R3-152123. 

2/Work on TP in R3-152264 targeted at material for a 36.314 CR to be further sent in an LS to RAN2.
CB (Nokia) 
LSout R3-152263 to SA5 revision of R3-152112 to answer questions
Overload
CB (ALU) in R3-152265 CR1301r7, TS 36.413 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B. 
Revision of R3-151886 to add missing reference to TS36.300 and check if there is any issue.
CB (NEC) on sending signaling to cover the case of henb behind HeNB GW (only for per plmn ACB)

· Option 1: MME newly can send the gummei list in the overload start message 
· Option 2: do nothing (henb can learn the mmec-plmn mapping) 
· Option 3: add Gummei Mask IE (3bits, 8 codepoints) 
CB (Ericsson) 

TP in R3-152267 Revision  of R3-152144 to capture acceptable wording in the TR for the two deployment options received from SA2 about whether there is 1:1 mmec –plmn mapping or not  
General
CB (NEC) Way forward RAN sharing LTE paper in R3-152273.
Postponed issues 

Minutes
	13.  RAN Aspects of RAN Sharing Enhancements for LTE WI

WID [RSE-RAN_LTE-Core]: RP-141671 (target: RAN#69) [TU: 1 (1)]
WF endorsed in R3-151816
BL CR

	R3-151837
	Reply LS on RAN Sharing Enhancements for LTE (To: RAN3, SA5; Cc: SA1) (RAN2, Nokia Networks)
	LS in
Need of 36.314 CR.
Noted.

	R3-151848
	Reply LS on RAN Sharing Enhancements for LTE (To: RAN3; Cc: SA1, RAN2) (SA5, Nokia)
	LS in

possible to specify performance measurements for the aggregated data volumes per PLMN ID and per UL/DL based on the filterable permutations of QCI(s), ARP(s) and GBR band(s), based on erab setup parameters.
trade-off between complexity and filtering granularity might be sought
Noted.

	13.1.  Data Volume

	R3-152123
	Monitoring traffic volume per QoS group per PLMN (TeliaSonera)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.1.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

BL CR
Noted. To be updated.

	R3-152111
	Considerations on Data Volume Reporting (Nokia Networks)
	discussion

filter permutation per plmn, per group of eNBs, per UL/DL
reporting period per week, per month

size of counters increase with reporting period, is it an issue with storage? Left to implementation?

Noted.

	R3-152126
	Measuring resource usage for shared E-UTRAN (TeliaSonera)
	discussion

same for all enbs and plmns
keep existing mechanisms for the reporting

Noted.

	R3-152143
	Analysis of Feedback Received on Data Volume Reporting for RAN Sharing (Ericsson)
	discussion

proposals 1, 2, 3 aligned with the LS
same permutations for all enbs and plmns

reliability? 

Storage capacity because stored during days or months?

Noted.

	R3-152262
	Prioritisation of data volume counters for RAN Sharing
	Cannot rely on statistical like for today counters
O&m to configure a priority flag to prioritize important counters

ALU: if reporting period is only 15 mins, then isn’t corruption probability low?

Eric: no

Charging does not work statistically today?

But is this work really related to charging?

Nokia: inter operator billing

ALU: could reuse suspect flag

Noted.

	R3-152180
	Proposed answers to SA5 and trade-off between complexity and filtering granularity (Alcatel-Lucent)
	discussion

same for all enbs and plmns
limit the number of permutations that are configurable to 1200

Noted.

	R3-152124
	Update to baseline CR on Monitoring traffic volume per QoS group per PLMN (TeliaSonera)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.1.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

Noted.

	R3-152125
	Data volume measurements for RAN sharing (TeliaSonera)
	draftCRr, TS 36.314 v12.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

Noted.

	R3-152112
	[Draft] Reply LS on RAN Sharing Enhancements for LTE (Nokia Networks)
	LS out

Noted

	Range of permutations
Per plmn, group of eNBs: nokia

Same for all eNBs, all plmns: telia, Ericsson, alu, nokia

Same permutations for all plmns , all eNBs

Direction of permutations

UL and DL: nokia

Gbr “ranges” separate DL and UL: telia

CB (ALU) 
Need of standardized guidance for a range reporting period compared to existing mechanism? (lower or/and upper bound)
Limit the number filter permutations that are configurable
CB (Ericsson) Reliability: priority flag for counter or not?

CB (Telia) 

Do we still need a 36300 CR? If yes, revise R3-152123. 

Work on TP on 36.314 CR to be sent in an LS in R3-152264

CB (Nokia) rev of 2112 into 2263 to SA5 to answer questions


	13.2.  Overload

	R3-151902
	Enhanced overload procedure in RAN sharing (Huawei, Nokia Networks, Ericsson)
	draftCRr, TS 36.300 v13.1.0, Rel-13, Cat. 

BL CR

Endorsed.



	R3-151886
	Enhancement of Overload signaling for RAN sharing (Alcatel-Lucent)
	CR1301r6, TS 36.413 v13.0.0, Rel-13, Cat. B

Baseline CR, previous version in R3-151338.
CB (ALU) Rev in 2265 to add missing reference to 36300 and check if there is any issue.

	R3-152074
	S1 Overload Situations in cases of HeNB-GW deployments (NEC)
	other

According to the current Specifications, an MME is not supposed to make use of GUMMEI-List in S1 OVERLOAD START/STOP

Benefit in sending the gummei list from the MME for case of henb behind henbgw?

Can be used to learn the mmec-plmn mapping

Samsung: violates the termination principle of non ue associated?

Noted.

	R3-152181
	On the need for the MME to send overload start message with a list of GUMMEIs (Alcatel-Lucent)
	discussion

alu: mme sending the gummei list cannot help for the issue of henb behind henb gw
Noted.

	R3-151918
	Consideration on MMEC and PLMN mapping (Huawei)
	discussion

enb does not need to mmec-plmn mapping
henb can learn the mmec-plmn mapping 

ALU: ACB ? 

Huawei: All mmes should be overloaded same time due to load balancing, this handles ACB 

Noted.

	R3-152199
	Revisiting MME overload issues (Qualcomm Incorporated)
	discussion

add one IE “gummei mask” 3 bits to explain how to interpret the received gummei in the Overload start message.
Noted.

	R3-152144
	Discussion and text proposal on configuration of MMEC in RAN Sharing (Ericsson)
	discussion

capture the two deployment options received from SA2 about whether there is 1:1 mmec –plmn mapping or not 
Noted.

	CB  (NEC)  Send signaling to cover the case of henb behind HeNB GW (only for per plmn ACB)
· Option 1: MME newly can send the gummei list in the overload start message (NEC)

· Option 2: do nothing (henb can learn the mmec-plmn mapping)
· Option 3: add Gummei Mask IE (3bits, 8 codepoints)

CB (Ericsson)  
TP in R3-152267 Revision  of R3-152144 to capture acceptable wording in the TR for the two deployment options received from SA2 about whether there is 1:1 mmec –plmn mapping or not  
it is agreed that capture in the minutes:
In network sharing GWCN scenarios, each MMEC may map to a single PLMN ID or to to multiple PLMN IDs
CB (NEC) Way forward RAN sharing LTE paper in R3-152273.



	13.3.  Others

	CB: Vice-Chairman report in R3-152272
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