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6.10.2
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 40% (previously 20%)

Summary of progress: several contribution regarding the architecture and solution for MDT were discussed and agreed.
Outstanding issues: Null
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on <Nov 12, Q1>.

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5- 093727
	LS reply from RAN2 on RF Parameters for OMA Diagnostics and Monitoring
WG Chairman presented this LS.
Conclusion: Noted.
	R2-095351

	S5-093736
	Second LS on RF Parameters for OMA Diagnostics and Monitoring
WG Chairman presented this LS.
VF: transport over Itf-N should be SA5 business, but UE to eNB should be RAN2 job.
E///: they are dependent, SA5 should not be involved.
QC: RAN2 did not say that SA5 should not be involved.
Conclusion: Noted.
	R2-096288

	S5-093800
	High level Description of the User Plane-based Transport Solution for MDT
E///: the purpose is to compare?
QC: this is the paper to support the paper for comparison.

E///: it is Itf-N function?

QC: can be involved over Itf-N.

AL: any security issue for UE?

QC: yes, but it is general issue.

HUAWEI: how the subscription profile is mapped to the observed area?
QC: it is a input for selection, but area is not part of subscription profile.
Moto: area should be a part of policy

QC: agree to move to the policy section.
AL: in UE section, suggest to change “It has been established in [2]…” to “It has been discussed in [2]”.

Conclusion: Agreed to introduce to TR after editing.
	QualComm

	S5-093801
	Comparison of control plane and user plane transport solutions for MDT
Moto: subscription profile and user types etc can be input of policy, but sometimes the area can be direct the input for UE measurement collection based on the performance measurements of the network from NMS/EMS. So it should not be an advantage of UP solution.
AL: network info correlated with UE info is critical for analyzing and intelligent triggering of data.Higher1881!
E///: quite bias comparison to UP solution. Basically all can be achieved by both solutions without obvious advantage.
QC: IMSI and IME selection should be a problem for eNB.

E///: we can involve EPC to do this.

VF: this should be kind of cons for CP solution.
Moto: can be use eNB – MME to do IMSI/IMEI trace.
NSN: how the IMSI/IMEI is known by DMS.

NSN: can not move to the TR in this stage.
E///: Agree with NSN, and how to subscription profile to select the UE?
QC: subscription profile contains models, user complaint, user levels, which eNB does not know..

Moto: NMS/EMS can do this for CP solution.
VF: so CP involves multiple nodes, like UE, eNB, EMS of eNB, it is more complex than DMS.

Conclusion: noted.
	QualComm

	S5- 093818
	Evaluation of control plane architecture for collection and reporting of UE measurements
E///: for Itf-N, it is too early to say we need standards.

Motorola: agree, we may reuse the existing IRPs.

VF: not comparison doc? Still need to elaborate the existing approaches anyway
Italy Tel: maybe X2 is impacted.
NSN: Trace may be also a possible solution for Itf-N
Conclusion: noted.
	Motorola

	S5-093913
	Comparison of MDT architectures
QC:  why FFS for UP for some item? 
Time to market, for CP, Uu and X2 should be impacted.
Selection of devices: CP can only the collect the meas in connected model.
HUAWEI: Motorola has a solution proposed.
E///: can be easily supported by CP solution.
Time to market: DMS need a new Itf-N standards, need cooperation with OMA etc, so should be slow.
E///: there should be no additional effort for Itf-N, if we reuse PMIRP or Trace IRP etc.
QC: the TR already explicitly said that the NMS needs to configure the policy etc, but are they all not beyond the PMIRP capability today? And can DMS not have an IRPAgent?
Conclusion: noted
	HUAWEI

	S5-094028
	On Device management aspects, minimisation of drive tests and SON
QC:  option 1: UE and network data gathered independently? Why?
NEC: current sope is MDT or whole device management? MDT should be considered as part of whole device management.
AT&T: strong support the idea in the paper
E///: Yes UP can also do the correlation, but if DMS provide the extra info to the nodes, it will be very strange.
QC: suggest to add the correlation to be a criteria. In 5.2.2, suggest to remove the last 2 sentences of last paragraph section.
Conclusion: update to S5-094281.
	AL

	S5-094029
	Withdrawn by the author
	Al

	S5-094084
	Minimisation of Drive Tests
QC: is this paper for a full CP solution?
E///: no

QC: DiagMon needs to have a Trace IRP, does it mean that we need a mapping between Trace IRP to OAM DM?
E///: similar to mapping.
HUAWEI: suggest not to restrict to use Trace IRP.
QC: UP needs SA2, RAN3 involved?

E///: SA2 owns the architecture, and RAN3 owns RAN arch.

AL: 

Conclusion: Agreed to include to TR
	E///

	S5-093819
	Evaluation of control plane architecture for collection and reporting of UE measurements
QC: .4.1.1.3 is only for control plane.
Moto: agree, and will move the control plane section.
Conclusion: update to S5-094283.
	Moto

	S5-093820
	Enhanced selection of UEs for collection and reporting of measurements in user plane architecture
QC: how the broadcast can be done by OAM DM?

Moto: it was already done.
Conclusion: Agreed.
	Moto

	S5-093746
	DRAFT output LS to OMA on RF Metrics
QC: no need to send the LS now.
Conclusion: Noted.
	WG Chairman
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