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7.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 
TR part (560134): 60% to 60%
TS part (560234): 20% to 20%

Estimated completion date: SA#64 - June 2014 (need assessment at the April ad hoc meeting)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
Discussed several contributions related to addition of SON related parameters on Itf-N. No agreement was reached and use cases were required to justify the addition to Itf-N. 
Discussed several contributions related to SON controlled implementation of the Time Domain ICIC. No agreement was reached and use cases were required to justify the addition to Itf-N. 
The relation between RRC connection re-establishment measurement and HO optimization was discussed. More inputs are expected from RAN3 to allow making a conclusion. 
Enhancements of HO optimization performance evaluation were discussed and not agreed so far. A LS to RAN3 cc RAN2 will be sent from next meeting.

Outstanding issues: None
3 Minutes

The WI session was held on 2014-03-27 Q1.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140622
	pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for SON related parameters
Ericsson: The NGMN requirement is too general, it should be indicated as “non applicable”.

Cisco: We may have several items. Next contribution adds more lines. The compliance will be assessed when all lines have been added and discussed.
Ericsson: Compliance statement should be empty or non applicable. It is impossible to say compliant or not. We don’t know the third party tools, we don’t know what for the parameters are needed. 

Huawei: Agree this Top OPE recommendation is too general. 

Cisco: There is no absolute compliance. We should just do our best based on current situation.  

Conclusion: Leave compliance statement empty. To be revised in S5-140773 
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140623
	pCR to TR 32.838 Northbound Interface for SON related parameters, part 2
Ericsson: Same comments as above.  

Huawei: Why RACH parameters should be handled by centralized SON?

Cisco: TS 36.300 mentions them. It is not logical some parameters are exposed and some are not. 

Huawei: RAN WGs does not distinguish EM and NM level.

NSN: The action should indicate to study why it is needed on Itf-N.  

Ericsson: Which 3rd party tools have this requirement? How can we know? For which need?

Ericsson: The action should be to study whether this parameter is needed for interoperability with 3rd party tools. We need to name them.

ALU: We need a use case for centralized SON to declare the parameter is missing. 
Huawei: Agree that a use case is needed. Current description is not correct.  

Ericsson: Problem statement is not correct. Use case is needed first.
Conclusion: Noted
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140624
	pCR to TR 32.838 SON controlled implementation eICIC ABS patterns
NSN: Need to investigate the use case.  

Huawei: When 36.300 use the term OAM, it is not clear it means EM or NM. This is up to SA5 to study that question.
Conclusion: To be revised in S5-140776
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140626
	pCR to TR 32.838 
Same as above.
Conclusion: To be revised in S5-140776
	Cisco


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140593
	Clarification on the relation between RRC connection re-establishment measurement and HO optimization
NSN: RRC re-establishment may be done after handover failure or not. For MRO RAN3 defines several failure cases. RRC re-establishment is maybe considered in failures cases but RRC re-establishment can be caused by different reasons than HO. 
HW: We do not only use RRC re-establishment for MRO, it can be combined with other HO measurements. 
NSN: RAN3 study ongoing, need to wait for results. 
Huawei: Agree

Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei


	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-140594
	Enhancements for HO optimization performance evaluation 
NSN: We propose to send a LS to RAN firstly then discuss it in SA5.

PI Works: This contribution is beneficial since the measurement of RRC state change can be useful for operator in LTE which has not too much call drops but with a good RRC re-establishment mechanism.

Huawei: We will draft a reply LS to RAN3 LS (S5-140641) to include the content of this contribution and other SON contents which need feedback of RAN3.

NSN: We support this suggestion. The LS from SA5 should also cc RAN2.
Conclusion: Noted. Draft LS reply to S5-140641 for next meeting.
	Huawei


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	94.1
	Draft LS reply to S5-140641 
	Rel-12
	Huawei
	Open
	SA5#95
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