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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc474247438]At RAN3 meeting #112, an LS from SA5 was received [1]. In the LS, SA5 asks RAN3 to define which parameters are considered for the mobility setting change:
SA5 would like to request RAN3 to clarify which HO and/or reselection parameters SA5 should provide ranges to.
2	Discussion
The Mobility Setting Change procedure is a copy of a very similar procedure defined for LTE in Rel.9. Also, the stage-2 requirements defined for NR are very similar to those defined for LTE:
NR (TS 38.300): 
All automatic changes on the HO and/or reselection parameters must be within the range allowed by OAM.
LTE (TS 36.300):
All automatic changes on the HO and/or reselection parameters must be within the range allowed by OAM.
Having this in mind, it may be expected that the general principles for OAM configuration of MRO/MLB set for LTE should also apply in case of NR SON.
Proposal 1: The OAM requirements for automatic parameter adaptation for NR SON should correspond to the requirements defined for LTE.
One may therefore consider what those requirements were. In fact, RAN3 and SA5 have already exchanged LSes on this topic, so this can be easily checked. At RAN3 meeting #69, an LS from SA5 was opened that concerned ranges for parameters that may be automatically adjusted as part of SON operation [2]. RAN3 did not provide a list of paprameters (though some proposals were discussed), but instead provided some insight into RAN3’s discussion [3]:
· Due to proprietary nature of the MRO algorithms in eNB, the complete list of parameters affected by MRO algorithms in the eNB, some of which may be proprietary, cannot be made. For Release 10, RAN3 has not yet agreed on which parameters to control with such a range; the agreed way forward is to o capture OAM requirements about MRO in the Stage 2 description.
· With respect to the concern about the possible harm that might be caused by restricting the set of parameter values available to MRO algorithms in eNB, the parameter range configuration should be understood more as elimination of parameter values that are known to be unsuitable as opposed to restricting the set of values. From this point of view, parameter ranges should not be expected to be harmful. Note that the concept of configuring ranges has already been used for PCI configuration as well as for a wide range of configuration parameters for H(e)NB.
· With respect to the concern about configuring ranges for parameters that are not optimized by eNB, it is up to SA5 to provide the means to resolve this situation. This issue would have appeared in the case of configuration of parameter ranges for H(e)NB parameters.
It is therefore only reasonable to refer to this list when responding to the current LS.
Proposal 2: When responding to SA5, RAN3 shall refer to the LS sent 11 years ago and clarifies that the general requirements have not changed since then.
3	Conclusions
In this paper, we discuss the question received from SA5 related to the parameter ranges. We refer to a similar exchange of LSes from year 2010 and propose to respond that the same principles as defined for LTE should be assumed for NR:
Proposal 1: The OAM requirements for automatic parameter adaptation for NR SON should correspond to the requirements defined for LTE.
Proposal 2: When responding to SA5, RAN3 shall refer to the LS sent 11 years ago and clarifies that the general requirements have not changed since then.
A draft response LS is proposed in [4].
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