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1
Decision/action requested

Find a realistic RAN2/SA5 work split on L2 Measurements
2
References

- SP-080347 TSG RAN #40 Report, TSG RAN Chairman
- Draft Report of TSG SA meeting #40, v008, Secretary TSG SA, ETSI 3GPP support
3
Rationale
SA5 was required by TSG SA#40 to address the details of the work split for the work on L2 measurements.
4
Extract from RAN#40 Report to SA#40
· Long Term Evolution

· Regarding performance monitoring for OAM a new specification was agreed to be started. As it involves also SA WG5 it was felt appropriate to draw the attention of SA for clarification

· Work split between SA5 and RAN2 needs to be clarified;

· SA5 tasks:

· Use cases

· High level measurements for performance monitoring

· Signalling over OAM interfaces including PDU formats and value ranges

· RAN2 tasks:

· Detailed L2 measurement definitions and executions (including range, granularity and accuracy)

· Long Term Issue (O&M)

· Traditionally the responsible WG for specifying OAM aspects of RAN and CT has been SA WG5, and this remains to be so for LTE.
Hence, regarding OAM aspects, i.e., performance monitoring aspects, SA WG5 shall discuss and specify the interfaces. 
However, the measurement definitions, including their granularity and accuracy, shall be defined in the new TS to be maintained by RAN WG2, regarding L2 measurements. Duplicate work between SA WG5 and RAN WGs shall be avoided. As such, it is proposed that SA WG5 discusses only the use cases and high level measurements for performance monitoring, and the detailed measurement definitions are discussed by RAN WGs. SA WG5 should specify the signalling details over the OAM interfaces including PDU formats and value ranges, while RAN WG2 should specify the detailed L2 measurement definitions. The SA WG5 specification shall refer to the detailed L2 measurement definitions to be specified in the new TS.
· Long Term Evolution

· As this involves SA WG5, it is proposed that SA WG5 shall be requested to communicate any use cases and high level measurements that they have agreed to RAN WGs.

· Regarding self-organising networks (SON)

·    Work sprit between RAN2 and RAN3 needs further clarification that needs  to be clarified;

· RAN2 tasks:

· L2 measurements definitions, executions

· RAN3 tasks:

· Transferring information over standard interfaces

· Various SON use cases have already been discussed in RAN WGs, especially by RAN WG3 and WG2. For instance, TR 36.902 has been prepared to progress this issue in RAN WGs. As such, it is proposed that all SON use cases for E-UTRAN are discussed by RAN WGs, and any required L2 measurements to support the use cases, that are transferred over standardised interfaces such as X2, are specified by RAN WG2 in the new TS.

· Long Term Evolution O&M

· Regarding measurements required for E-UTRA radio link operations and RRM

· This is clearly in the scope of RAN WGs, and all L2 measurements required for E-UTRA radio link operations and RRM, and that are transferred over standardised interfaces, shall be specified by RAN WG2 in the new TS for L2 measurements.

· A similar approach is applicable also for L1 measurements, which are being specified in TS 36.214 by RAN WG1.
· This work split is proposed for endorsement also by TSG SA

5
Extract from Draft Report of TSG SA meeting #40
14.3
TSG RAN Report and Questions for Advice

….

It was reported that the performance measurements split issue will be handled by RAN WG1 and SA WG5.

…

6
Discussion
It is proposed to discuss how the work split proposed by RAN chairman at SA#40 can concretely work while trying to follow as much as possible the principle of non-duplication of work.
For performance monitoring measurement definitions that will be captured in the new RAN2 TS 36.314: 
· SA5 needs to define use cases. 
Provide a use case for each measurement definition might not go in the direction of more efficiency. Need to clarify what can be practically done. Is a use case mandatory to allow RAN2 to define measurements or is it optional? Is it done after definition by RAN2 or after? If it is done after definition, what is the value?
· SA5 needs to define high level measurements. 
What is a high level measurement? Is it a KPI? Those terms need a clear definition. Does it mean SA5 will define KPIs and RAN2 will define the raw measurements needed to elaborate the KPIs? Is RAN2 allowed to define measurements that are not needed in a KPI? Can SA5 define KPIs with no supporting measurement defined in RAN2?
· SA5 needs to define Signalling over OAM interfaces including PDU formats and value ranges. 
What do we mean by OAM interfaces? Is it the traditional Itf-N interface or is any new interface needed for this purpose? How to decide which L2 measurements defined by RAN2 should be visible on Itf-N? Who is the ultimate decision maker in this domain? What is the decision process?
· How can we ensure that measurements defined in RAN2 are compliant with SA5 other specifications and can be implemented: measurement template, XML file format, Itf-N object model, etc? Should SA5 translate RAN2 measurements (at least the ones needed on Itf-N, see previous item) to make them compliant with SA5 methods and signalling? Is there an automatic translation to SA5 format or do RAN2 measurements need to be re-discussed in SA5? Can we really avoid duplicating L2 measurements in SA5 measurement specs? Can we implement RAN2 measurements without this “SA5 adaptation layer”? In case L2 measurements are translated in SA5 terms to allow their implementation, how the consistency with RAN2 specs is guaranteed (parallel CRs to RAN2 and SA5, what to do if a CR is agreed in SA5 and not in RAN2, etc)?
