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6.6.5
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 5% - 10% (from 0% in previous meeting)

Estimated completion date: Sep 2016 SA#73
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

The skeleton, introduction and scope were discussed and to be revised.
Use case on Cell Splitting was discussed and to be revised. If the revision will be agreed at this meeting, the progress will be 10%, otherwise it will be 5%.
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Jan.28, 2016, Q2>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-161089
	pCR Add Introduction to draft TR 32.865
E///: OAM is not well-defined
Cisco: OAM is frequently used in RAN specs
Nokia: OAM may cover NM, EM in our study. What needs to be supported by NM and EM will be studied.

Orange: What is the problem to continue using OAM?
Conclusion: Keep using OAM
HUAWEI: Needs definition of cell splitting etc
Nokia: will try to define, with RAN WGs

Nokia: we can Editor’s note about the potential alignment with the definition
Orange: typo in SON and automatic numbering 
Conclusion: Revised to 335
	Nokia Networks

	S5-161090
	Skeleton TR 32.865 Study on OAM aspects of SON for AAS
E///: List of content does not reflect the real structure.
MCC: T-doc type should be Draft TR 

Nokia: 3GU does not allow me to apply a doc as Draft TR

MCC: 
· use full name in TR title
- Logo is not the latest
- “Symbols” should be removed from section header
Conclusion: Revised to 333
	Nokia Networks

	S5-161091
	pCR Add scope to draft TR 32.865
Cisco: OAM (NM/EM)
HUAWEI: suggest to remove “normative work” from the recommendation at the moment
Orange: Typo - Concludions, 
NEC: the scope of the SI is only about SON for AAS, but seems the proposal is more than that
Nokia: the automation of cell splitting, merging and shaping is kind of SON to us.
E///: NM/EM already appears, does it imply we will define NM centralized architecture?
Nokia: No, we can remove NM/EM in the scope. NM and EM responsibility will be discussed in the concrete use cases.

Conclusion: Revised to 336
	Nokia Networks

	S5-161092
	pCR Add use case on Cell Splitting to draft TR 32.865
NEC: what is the next step for this use case?
Nokia: Will provide potential requirements and analysis for the architectures
Cisco: dynamic traffic, how dynamic it is?
Nokia: difficult to give an exact time length

Cisco: we can have a number, like 15 mins first for further discussion
Cisco: relation between execution of cell splitting and making awareness by OAM to manage SP-Cells is missing
Cisco: Short time scale? 

Nokia: it is about the frequency of cell splitting, dimension like 15 minutes
NEC: time needs to be clarified with RAN
E///: planned by NM means cell splitting done by NM?
Nokia: No, the cell splitting is still done by eNB, within the planning from NM

Conclusion: Revised: 337
	Nokia Networks

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Action items
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