
3GPP TSG-RAN WG3 #114-e
R3-214982
1 – 11 November 2021

Online
Agenda item:
9.3.6.1
Source: 
ZTE
Title: 
Discussion on value range misalignment for Report Interval IE of MDT M1 configuration
Document for:   Discussion
Introduction

In RAN3#113-e, the issue of value range misalignment for M1 was left to be discussed at the RAN3#114-e meeting, as captured in the Chairman notes. So we would like to resubmit the CRs this time, with further considerations for the corrections. More clarifications on our proposed corrections are provided in the following part.
Discussion
M1 Configuration IE is designed for MDT M1 measurement collection and was introduced in Rel-16 specifications 38.413/38.423, as RAN3’s stage 3 description for M1. In the specifications, the range value of the Report Interval IE of M1 configuration is as below:

(ms120, ms240, ms480, ms640, ms1024, ms2048, ms5120, ms10240, min1, min6, min12, min30, min60)

However, as the ASN.1 in 38.331, which is marked as the reference for report interval IE in 38.413/38.423, the value range of report interval is not aligned with that in RAN3 specifications.

ENUMERATED {ms120, ms240, ms480, ms640, ms1024, ms2048, ms5120, ms10240, ms20480, ms40960,

                                                    min1,min6, min12, min30 }

So we proposed to fix the misalignment between RAN2 and RAN3 stage3 specifications by correcting on the report interval IE in 38.413/38.423. 

During last meeting, an old discussion about the stage2 and stage 3 misalignment was mentioned, which was thought to be kind of related to our corrections. Regarding to that issue, an LS[1] has been sent to SA5 to ask about their opinion on the stage2 and stage3 misalignment issue, and we got the reply[2] from SA5 which said that stage3 specifications should be updated to match stage2 specification.

We did considered whether and how this rule can be applied to the issue in our CR. However, the fact is that, if we follow the principle, it means the ASN.1 of report interval range value in the stage3 specification of RAN2 (38.331) should be modified to align with SA5, while we all know that this kind of modification is not preferred to be put on the existing ASN.1.

Observation 1: If the stage 3 specifications are updated to match stage 2 specification, the ASN.1 in 38.331 will have to be modified, which is not preferred at current time.
Accordingly, to prevent the inconvenience of modifying the ASN.1 in RAN2, we propose to change the range value in RAN3 specifications to align with RAN2, after that the we can notify SA5 to change their specification also, so that the misalignment issue for M1 report interval can be solved completely. This is the best way we can approach to handle the stage3 misalignment issue we found.

Proposal 1: It is proposed to correct on the stage 3 specifications (Report Interval IE of M1 configuration) in RAN3 to align with RAN2, after which SA5 can be notified about the corrections. 
The detail corrections in our resubmitted CRs are a bit different with our original CRs of last meeting. To be specific, the correction in the old CRs are NBC, and we figured out a BC way of correction this time, which is more feasible in standardization work. The BC correction introduces a new IE named Extended Report Interval IE, as the extension of the Report Interval IE, for the 2 values we want to add. The specific corrections can be seen in our CR [3] and [4].

Proposal 2: Agree on the CRs with BC corrections on 38.413 and 38.423 to solve the stage 3 misalignment issue on the report interval of M1 measurement collection.
3. Conclusion

In this contribution, proposals are:
Observation 1: If the stage 3 specifications are updated to match stage 2 specification, the ASN.1 in 38.331 will have to be modified, which is not preferred at current time.

Proposal 1: It is proposed to correct on the stage 3 specifications (Report Interval IE of M1 configuration) in RAN3 to align with RAN2, after which SA5 can be notified about the corrections. 
Proposal 2: Agree on the CRs with BC corrections on 38.413 and 38.423 to solve the stage 3 misalignment issue on the report interval of M1 measurement collection.
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