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1
Introduction
In the past, some discussion were made for user consent for the trace reporting, and here is a summary:
SA3:

SA3 has agreed on a LS [1], and the content is as below:
SA3 thanks RAN2 for the LS (R2-2010894) on the user consent for trace reporting. 

SA3 understands that regulations for collection of location information could vary around the globe. In some regulations, user consent may not be required on the basis of other legal grounds. In other regulations, user consent may be required regardless.

Therefore, SA3 opines that RAN2, RAN3, and SA5 do not need to make user consent mandatory for RLF/CEF cases but should provide a possibility so that the operator has an option to collect and handle user consent. SA3 also believes it is not required to update previous releases (R15 and prior).
Generally the above statement is different from RAN2 agreement in [2]:
· For for RLF, CEF no configuration is sent from NG-RAN to the UE, there is no need for consent check for these report as such

SA5:

According to SA5#137-e minutes [8], there were some discussions as below:

	S5-213035
	Reply LS on the user consent for trace reporting

11 May CC:

E: We think it can be noted. No reply is requested. There is a DP in 3222 on this topic.

Conclusion: Noted


	S3-211338
	Mirko Cano Soveri


Leaders recommendation for S5-213035: no related reply LS submitted, SA3 opines that RAN2, RAN3, and SA5 do not need to make user consent mandatory for RLF/CEF cases but should provide a possibility so that the operator has an option to collect and handle user consent. Related tdoc S5-213222. Need to consider whether reply is needed. Decision to be made in Monday 10 May Conf call.
	S5-213222
	Handling of user contest for location reporting in SON/MDT 

11 May: First set of comments

13 May: More comments

14 May: More comments


17 May: More comments

18 May: More comments (objection from Ericsson and Nokia)

Conclusion: Noted


	Apple GmbH
	Zhibin Wu
	32.423

	Rel-16



It can be seen that SA5 made no agreements regarding the user consent at SA5#137-e meeting.
RAN2:
At RAN2#114-e meeting, some agreements were made for location information for CEF [9]:
R2-2106006
Configuration of location information for CEF reporting
Ericsson, NTT Docomo
CR
Rel-16
38.331
16.4.1
2661
-
F
NR_SON_MDT-Core

=>
The change is agreed and the wording can be further enhancement trough email discussion.

And then, the changes were merged into the final CRs [9]:

R2-2106772
SON-MDT Changes agreed in RAN2#114 meeting
Ericsson, Huawei
CR
Rel-16
38.331
16.4.0
2706
-
F
NR_SON_MDT-Core

=>
CR is agreed

R2-2106773
SON-MDT Changes agreed in RAN2#114 meeting
Ericsson, Huawei
CR
Rel-16
36.331
16.4.0
4689
-
F
NR_SON_MDT-Core

=>
CR is agreed

Generally, the following note was agreed for location information for CEF:

NOTE X:
Which location information related configuration is used by the UE to make the locationInfo available for inclusion in the VarConnEstFailReport is left to UE implementation.

Based on the progresses from these WGs so far, this paper is to provide our views from RAN2 point of view.
2
Discussion
From RAN2 point of view, there were lots of discussions regarding user consent for NR SON features. The views are summarized as below (based on the outgoing LS [2]):

(1) RAN2 understands that MDT user consent can cover the location reporting for MDT purpose

(2) For RLF, CEF and SCG failure report, there are location information inside, and currently there is no user consent for the location information

(3) RAN2 had no intention to require the framework change for user consent, but detailed principles of apply user consent for NR reports require SA5 insight

We also note that SA5 LS [3] mentioned the following:
SA5 also understands user consent is needed for the privacy and legal obligations.
As shown in section 1 Introduction, there were more progresses from WGs. In general, we summarize the views from RAN/SA WGs in the following table.

	WG
	Views

	RAN2
	No intention to change the framework for user consent

	SA3
	Should provide a possibility to handle user consent for RLF/CEF

	SA5
	user consent is needed for the privacy and legal obligations
Based on SA3 LS [1], SA5#137-e had some discussions and companies’ views were provided


At SA5#132-e meeting, we had some papers [4][5][6] for discussing potential impacts due to user consent. At SA5#137-e meeting, [10] provided some technical analysis on potential impacts, e.g. decouple the user consent for MDT and location reporting. It can be seen that SA5 has discussed the impacts due to SA3 requests, and so far no conclusions/LS were made.
Based on the above analysis, we have the following observations:

Observation 1: Both SA3 and SA5 would like to consider using user consent for RLF/CEF/SCG failure reports.

Observation 2: RAN2 discussed the issue and reached some consensuses in the past, and it may be good to wait for SA5 decisions. Otherwise, there will be repeated discussions between RAN WGs and SA WGs.
So we propose:

Proposal 1: SA5 should firstly discuss the requirement and solutions based on SA3 LS [1], and then RAN2/RAN3 can check potential impacts correspondingly.

3
Conclusion

In this paper, we discuss the user consent for trace reporting based on SA3 incoming LS [1]. We have the following observations and proposal:

Observation 1: Both SA3 and SA5 would like to consider using user consent for RLF/CEF/SCG failure reports.

Observation 2: RAN2 discussed the issue and reached some consensuses in the past, and it may be good to wait for SA5 decisions. Otherwise, there will be repeated discussions between RAN WGs and SA WGs.

Proposal 1: SA5 should firstly discuss the requirement and solutions based on SA3 LS [1], and then RAN2/RAN3 can check potential impacts correspondingly.
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