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1 Introduction
In last RAN3#81 meeting, three solutions were captured in the TR for SON for UE group[1] as follow:
1.
Solution without additional information
The existing information such as load information, measurement configuration, QoS parameters and UE capabilities can be used to assess the offset used for a handover and likelihood of connection failure of the served UE. Therefore, current specifications enable an eNB to have information for avoiding unnecessary handovers back to the source cell.

2.
Solution with additional information but without pre-defined UE groups
In this solution the source eNB sends an indication in the handover request to the target eNB to give additional information about each handover

a.
Signal the offset from the agreed handover trigger used for this handover. 

b.
Signal a timer to inform the target that it should not hand over the UE back to source within the given time.

c.
Signal a group identity (defined at source as a bit string) in the Mobility Setting Change procedure; later, the target, if it accepted the new mobility settings, applies the new settings to the UEs handed over successfully with the same group identity signaled in the HO preparations.

3.
Solution with pre-defined UE groups
In this solution, the groups are defined in the standard. The mobility settings change procedure is extended to include negotiation of the predefined groups.

a.
The eNB exchange the group ID in the handover request 

b.
The groups are based on commonly known parameters, like UE capabilities or release or bearer class

When further review the text, we found solution 3 is not clear. This contribution try to make clarification and improvement to relieve future discusssion.
2 Discussion
In the general description of solution 3, it seems both soluton 3a and soluton 3b will pre-define the UE group in standard. If so, both eNB (source and target ) can know clearly what the group information means in Mobility Setting Change procedure. Exchange group ID in the handover request message is meaningless. 

There may have two alternatives to make it clear:

Alternative 1:
3.   Solution with pre-defined UE groups
In this solution, the groups are defined in the standard. The mobility settings change procedure is extended to include negotiation of the predefined groups.

a.  The definition of the groups and assigning UEs to them is up to the operator's policy. The eNB may exchange the group ID in the handover request. 

b.   The definition of the groups is based on commonly known parameters, like UE capabilities or release or bearer class; and predefined in the standard e.g. class1 = GBR, class2= nGBR (Note: whether index or common known parameter is included in the message is stage 3 detail. The definition of the group is based on common known parameters.). 
For this solution 3a, the group ID will be understandable by all eNBs in the operator network wide. Only in case of inter-operator handover, the peer eNB can not understand each other. In this case adding Group ID in handover request message has similar effect as solution 2c. 
Alternative 2:

3.   Solution with pre-defined UE groups
In this solution, the groups are defined in the standard. The mobility settings change procedure is extended to include negotiation of the predefined groups.

a.   The eNB exchange the group ID in the handover request 

b.   The definition of the groups is based on commonly known parameters, like UE capabilities or release or bearer class (Note: whether index or common known parameter is included in the message is stage 3 detail. The definition of the group is based on common known parameters.).

Both alternatives can make solution 3 clear. Alternative 1 can cover all cases. Alternative 2 is more close to the existing text.
3 Conclusion
This contribution identified the problem of solution 3x and discussed two alternative way forward. It is proposed for RAN3 to discuss and decide one alternative and capture it in TR37.822. Considering alternative 1 cover all possible solutions, we propose to capture this alternative in the TR. The text proposal for alternative 1 is provide in section 4.
4 Text Proposal

4.1.1 4.1.1
Ping-pong event

Problem description:

Enabling wider differentiation of mobility setting may be needed in the system (homogeneous and heterogeneous scenarios), but may create issues, such as ping-pongs. Example scenarios are presented below (further scenarios are FFS).
Scenario 1:

When load balancing is used to resolve congestion in the source cell, and the Mobility Settings Change procedure is used to adapt the handover trigger point to the target cell, some UE categories may be subject to ping-pong depending on how the UE category is handled in the target cell. A UE belonging to such UE category is handed over from the congested source cell to the target cell while located far out in the edge of the target cell. While the eNB serving the target cell is aware that handing over the UE back to the congested cell within a certain time window is a ping pong event it is FFS whether the eNB serving the target cell needs additional information for further handover decisions. These decisions are typically based on a trade off between the risk for failure and ping pong.

Solutions:
The following solutions have been identified:

1.
Solution without additional information
The existing information such as load information, measurement configuration, QoS parameters and UE capabilities can be used to assess the offset used for a handover and likelihood of connection failure of the served UE. Therefore, current specifications enable an eNB to have information for avoiding unnecessary handovers back to the source cell.

2.
Solution with additional information but without pre-defined UE groups
In this solution the source eNB sends an indication in the handover request to the target eNB to give additional information about each handover

a.
Signal the offset from the agreed handover trigger used for this handover. 

b.
Signal a timer to inform the target that it should not hand over the UE back to source within the given time.

c.
Signal a group identity (defined at source as a bit string) in the Mobility Setting Change procedure; later, the target, if it accepted the new mobility settings, applies the new settings to the UEs handed over successfully with the same group identity signaled in the HO preparations.

3.
Solution with pre-defined UE groups
The mobility settings change procedure is extended to include negotiation of the predefined groups.

a.
The definition of the groups and assigning UEs to them is up to the operator's policy. The eNB may exchange the group ID in the handover request 

b.
The definition of the groups is based on commonly known parameters, like UE capabilities or release or bearer class; and predefined in the standard e.g. class1 = GBR, class2= nGBR (Note: whether index or common known parameter is included in the message is stage 3 detail. The definition of the group is based on common known parameters.).
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