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Introduction

MDT has been discussed for several meetings and several issues still can not achieve consensus, this contribution provide our view on these aspect.

	FFS: Xn propagation in any case. (The source and target RAN will always know if the target node belongs to a different operator or is supporting the same operator, as the source RAN knows the PLMNs served by the target node).

FFS For PLMN Check for UE retrieve procedure, two following TP can be agreed.

Can based on R3-214348 was R3-213220 TP for XnAP.

Can based on R3-214349 TP for 37.320. 

FFS: Specification update for propagation of immediate MDT configuration in case of Xn inter-RAT HO.


Discussion
Xn propagation in any case
The topic comes from SA3’s LS [R3-211463], from SA3 point of view,the user consent allowed to be propagated if source RAN node and target RAN node managed by the same operator.
	SA3 likes to answer that the source NG-RAN node can be allowed, in case of inter-PLMN Xn handover, to propagate the Management Based MDT PLMN List IE to the target NG-RAN node irrespective of the target PLMN being included or not included in the list, given the following conditions are met:

The source NG-RAN node and the target NG-RAN node are managed by the same operator.

MDT is not activated, or is stopped, when the UE is in a PLMN not covered by the consent.


One interpret raided at last meeting is source RAN node aware the PLMN information of target cell, the the source RAN node will always know if the target node belongs to a different operator or is supporting the same operator.

However, it is possible operator may introduce new PLMN in the network, and the new PLMN does not contain in the equivalent PLMN list of UE. And it is also possible RAN node shared by more than one operators. It is hard for RAN node to define a principle find out two RAN nodes belong to the same operator. Considering this topic has span for several meetings without any consensus, it is propose for RAN3 consult SA3 on this aspect.   
Proposal 1: RAN3 send LS to SA3 to confirm the interpretation of different NG-RAN node are managed by the same operator.
Specification update for propagation of immediate MDT configuration in case of Xn inter-RAT HO
This part is related to the decision from RAN2 [R3-200096] in Rel-16. 

	In signaling based immediate MDT, MME provides MDT configuration for both MN and SN towards MN including multi RAT SN configuration, specifically E-UTRA and NR MDT configuration. MN then forwards the NR MDT configuration towards SN (EN-DC scenario, SN is always NR)

In management-based immediate MDT, OAM provides the MDT configuration to both MN and SN independently. Inform other working group that Management based MDT should not overwrite signaling based MDT


It is noted MME provide MDT configuration for both MN and SN.
One interpret is because AMF does not aware whether RAN will provide DC for the UE in future, in order to enable DC and inter-RAT mobility, it is better to provide two RAT configuration to RAN.

But it seem there is no specific description to support this interpretation. Therefore, we propose to confirm the understanding from RAN2/SA5.
Proposal 2: RAN3 send LS to RAN2/SA5 to confirm the MDT configuration in MR-DC. 
Conclusion

In this contribution , the observation and proposals are:

Proposal 1: RAN3 send LS to SA3 to confirm the interpretation of different NG-RAN node are managed by the same operator.
Proposal 2: RAN3 send LS to RAN2/SA5 to confirm the MDT configuration in MR-DC. Corresponding draft LSs can be found in [1][2].
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