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1	Introduction 
In the last RAN2 meeting important agreements on Logged MDT have been made, which provide a solid basis to finalize the work on this topic. In the present paper we provide our views on some remaining issues for this agenda item.
2   	Discussion
The issues of slice availability and successful one-demand SI request have been discussed in RAN2#115. In this contribution we provide our views on these.
2.1	Slice availability 
According to [2], there appears to be two potential issues related to slice availability which are proposed to be resolved through MDT enhancements:
1. Slice request rejection due to slice unavailable in the current registration area
2. Slice unavailable after HO
The first scenario appears to describe the case, when an application running in a UE attempts to use a slice, which a UE has not requested in the registration procedure or, alternatively, the UE has requested but the network rejected. 
If the latter is the case (the network has rejected the slice for that UE), then the scenario is not an error, but exactly what the operator desires (otherwise, what would be the reason to reject a slice?). Furthermore, the operator has the information about a slice being requested and thus has all the information it needs to correct the situation, if desired. 
If, on the other hand, the former scenario happens, when an application tries to access a slice which was not requested during the registration, that seems to be a bad UE implementation. A proper UE implementation should be aware of all the slices its applications may need and request access to those slices during the registration. Even if such UE implementations may appear in the market, such scenario cannot be addressed via MDT, but would rather require changes to NAS, so that a UE may request a new slice after the registration procedure. In other words, even if such situation is reported via MDT, the operator would not be able to address it – if a UE doesn’t request a slice during the registration, the subsequent access to that slice will fail (by design).
Observation 1: in the “slice request rejection” scenario the network already has all the information it may need to correct the issue.
Proposal 1: the “slice request rejection” scenario is not pursued in the current WI.
The second scenario of slice being unavailable upon HO appears to be an issue with bad network planning, which is indeed a valid MDT scenario. In this scenario, the issue seems to be that in a certain area (e.g. at cell edge of a cell supporting a slice) the UE may be handed over to a public cell which does not support that slice. 
We acknowledge the scenario, but first would like to point out that it is not clear how a UE can differentiate such scenario from a “normal case” of the UE moving out of coverage of the slice (e.g. a user walks out of the building). It was proposed in [2] to reply on WLAN coverage, but that is hardly a reliable solution – for example, it wouldn’t work in the case WLAN is not deployed by the operator. 
Observation 2: it is not clear how a UE can detect the “slice being unavailable upon HO” scenario.
A much more robust solution would be to detect this scenario in the network. Indeed, as per TS 38.423, the target node shall reject the PDU sessions associated to S-NSSAIs not supported by target NG-RAN. Such rejections should be provided together with the appropriate cause value (“Slice(s) not supported by NG-RAN”) and therefore the network has all the information it needs to correct the issue.
Observation 3: in the “slice being unavailable upon HO” scenario the network has all the information (available through Xn) it may need to correct the issue.
Proposal 2: the “slice being unavailable upon HO” scenario is not pursued in the current WI.
2.2	Successful on-demand SI
In the RAN2#115 meeting, there was no conclusion on this issue, with the following text captured in the meeting minutes: “whether successful one-demand SI request related scenario is included or not [in RA report] is postponed to RAN2#116 meeting”.
The scenario which is supposed to be addressed by this enhancement appears to be an optimization of the allocation of RA resources. As pointed out in [1]: “for example, if RA premable-x is allocated to both SIB-A and SIB-B, but UE wants only SIB-A, sending preamble-x in msg1 would result in transmission of both SIB-A and SIB-B. However, the UE might be interested only in SIB-A and thus the network is wasting the transmission of SIB-B and network never realizes the inefficient mapping of msg-1 and SI/SIB”.
We acknowledge the scenario and we do agree that it might be beneficial for the network to optimize RA resources allocation for on-demand SIB. Having said that, using the example above (taken from [2]) we would like to point out that the network can obtain the information it needs by simply varying the RA preamble allocation to different SIBs. For example, it can change the allocation of preamble-x (from the example above) from being allocated to both SIB-A and SIB-B, to for example SIB-A and SIB-C, after which it can change it to SIB-B and SIB-C and this way collect all the information it may need for proper RA resource allocation for on-demand SIB.
Therefore, the issue of RA resource allocation can be resolved in implementation without any MDT enhancements. 
Observation 4: the network can obtain all the information it needs for RA resource allocation for on-demand SI by varying the RA preamble allocation to different SIBs.
Proposal 3: the successful on-demand SI enhancement for MDT is not pursued in this WI.
3	Conclusions
Observation 1: in the “slice request rejection” scenario the network already has all the information it may need to correct the issue.
Proposal 1: the “slice request rejection” scenario is not pursued in the current WI.
Observation 2: it is not clear how a UE can detect the “slice being unavailable upon HO” scenario.
Observation 3: in the “slice being unavailable upon HO” scenario the network has all the information (available through Xn) it may need to correct the issue.
Proposal 2: the “slice being unavailable upon HO” scenario is not pursued in the current WI.
Observation 4: the network can obtain all the information it needs for RA resource allocation for on-demand SI by varying the RA preamble allocation to different SIBs.
Proposal 3: the successful on-demand SI enhancement for MDT is not pursued in this WI.
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