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1 Introduction
The running Stage 2 CR is in [1] and was elaborated in the email discussion after RAN2#77.
The agreements in [1] where mainly made with an emphasis to LTE. This paper discusses these agreements to reconfirm the agreements for UMTS and then attempts to close off the FFSes for UMTS. The objective of which is to firm up the Stage 2 for UMTS and eventual open the door for work in UMTS. 
2 Discussion

Below is an excerpt of the Data Volume Measurement in the Stage 2 running CR.
Data volume measurement: For the traffic location use case, transferred data volume measurement is supported. The measurement is performed in the RAN. It shall be possible to correlate this measurement with geographical location. The location information which comes with radio measurements for MDT can be correlated with the MDT data volume measurements. UL and DL shall be observed separately. It is FFS if all traffic classes should be observed together or if some traffic classes should be observed separately. For LTE, the data volume shall be measured without L2 protocol overhead and this is FFS for UMTS.
We ask RAN2 to confirm that the following partial text in the stage-2 CR is accurately applicable for UMTS:

Data volume measurement: For the traffic location use case, transferred data volume measurement is supported. The measurement is performed in the RAN. It shall be possible to correlate this measurement with geographical location. The location information which comes with radio measurements for MDT can be correlated with the MDT data volume measurements. UL and DL shall be observed separately.

This document is specifically for UMTS, the FFS issues on traffic classes deferred to a future common session.
With respect to the requirements for the measurement to be performed in RAN. We would like to try to go one step further as to whether it should be performed in either NB or RNC and the issues associated to its placement.

Discussion on Scalability:
Operators have expressed a preference to have a measurement for all traffic for all UEs in a cell. It is therefore, not so obvious that to provide a scalable solution an implementation in either the NB or RNC is preferable. Instinctively it would seem reasonable that a solution in the NB would be preferable from a scalability perspective in addition we note that for the Scheduled IP throughput can only be done in the NB and the Data volume measurement is a subset of the Scheduled IP throughput measurement. 
However, there is a further requirement that the data volume measurement shall be measured without layer 2 protocol overhead favours the placement in the RNC.
Can we simplify and allow the small error for the Layer 2 protocol header and choose the NB as the place for the Data volume measurement for UMTS?

Discussion on traffic class measurement:
Presently, it is not clear if the measurement to be provided includes measurement on both R99 DCH or HSPA i.e. all transport channels. If the requirement is so then the measurements can easily be done by observing directly at the Iu interface.
We could restrict the Data volume measurement to just HSPA for Rel-11 which would be consistent to the use case that the measurement is used to identify i.e. the need to deploy more LTE cells.
3 Conclusions
We propose that RAN2 confirms the decision taken for LTE and decide where the Data volume measurement should be made and update the running Stage 2 accordingly.
Furthermore we should discuss for which transports channels the traffic class are needed for Rel-11.
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