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1. Introduction
SA5 would like to ask for RAN3 view on conditions for addition and removal of neighbour relations by the ANR function that could be configured by OAM.
2. References

[1]
S5-080788 / R3-080987

Reply LS on neighbour relations and ANR function
[2]
R3-080988



Clarifications on ANR
3. Background
In [1] and [2], RAN3 has provided clarifications on their view on the interactions between eNB and OAM with respect to the ANR function. In addition to this, SA5 has discussed requirements to enable network operators to tune the behaviour of the ANR function’s proprietary algorithm, by allowing OAM to configure the sufficient conditions for addition and removal of neighbour relations by the ANR function’s proprietary algorithm. The addition/removal conditions would specify the frequency of UE reports (in terms of number of reports in certain amount of time) of a given cell that would require its addition to/removal from the Neighbour Relation Table by the ANR function’s proprietary algorithm. The conditions could take into account the reported quality of the cell to be added/removed.

Some companies think that the ability to tune would achieve a certain level of consistency between the behaviour of ANR function’s proprietary algorithm of different vendors (e.g. addition condition would allow to establish the amount of cell overlap that would guarantee neighbour relations/handovers regardless of eNB vendor), and would allow the operators to develop consistent and efficient network design, network dimensioning and network optimization guidelines and procedures applicable across different vendor eNB solutions. 

Other companies are of the opinion that reaching a certain level of consistency might be questionable given the use of proprietary algorithms. In addition those proprietary algorithms may work less effective if constraint via addition/removal conditions. 
4. Actions
To RAN3 group
ACTION: SA5 kindly asks RAN3 to:
1 – Provide their view on disadvantages, advantages and possibility of allowing OAM to standardize some input parameters to the ANR function’s proprietary algorithm, e.g. neighbour addition/removal conditions.
2 - Provide to SA5 any comments that RAN3 might have on this issue.
5. Date of Next SA5 Meetings
10-12 Sep
SA5 SON Meeting
TBD

13-17 Oct
SA5#61


Dalian CN 

17-21 Nov
SA5#62 

Miami US

