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1. Introduction
RAN3 discussed the received further reply LS R3-234493 [1] from SA3 on the user consent for trace reporting during last meeting, and was concluded to postpone till this meeting to have a package approval of all the potential spec updates, this paper tries to have further discussions on the remaining issues about the user consent for trace reporting.
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2.1 Background
As could be seen from the incoming LS R3-234493 from SA3 [1], SA3 provided feedback to RAN3’s two further questions:
 Q1: Whether user consent should be used to allow/disallow transfer of information from RAN to Trace Collection Entity (TCE), or whether it should also be used to allow/disallow collection of information over the air interface for RAN internal use only.
A1: The existing user consent mechanism is only intended for internal use within the 3GPP operators (controllers) domain for collection MDT measurements at the RAN and reporting them to the Trace Collection Entity. 
Q2: To provide feedback on feasibility and benefit of a Rel-18 user consent mechanism where an operator can provision, via OAM, which information is subject to user consent, depending on the law and regulations in place.
A2: Further, user consent is given to the operator so that the 3GPP system can be provisioned/configured based on the operator-subscriber agreed permissions stored in UDM to make it feasible for the 3GPP system to comply with local laws and regulations. 
Whether the RAN needs to check if user consent is required for a specific type of information/data of a subscriber for a particular purpose can be configured by the OAM. Such configuration is done based on local regulations, which is likely to change infrequently. From the UDM, per UE basis, the RAN receives the yes/no information on whether a user has given consent for the information/data configured by the OAM to be used by the RAN for a particular purpose.
The steps described above include the method detailed in Q2. Hence the method is feasible.
While during last RAN3 discussion, some initial understandings were reached, see summary in [2].
2.2 Discussion
As could be seen from [2] that, companies shared the consensus on the updates to 38.401 in [3], while would like to further think about the changes to 37.320 in [4]. Since from the reply LS, it is clearly that when RAN is to perform check, RAN need to consider the configuration by OAM:
Observation 1: For management-based MDT measurement, it is gNB to perform the UE selection, according to user consent (MDT PLMN list) and the additional configurations by OAM.
According to the observation 1 above, companies shared the same understanding that some changes to 38.401 are needed and [3] could be used as a starting point. While when CN is to perform check, it is not clearly indicated in the reply LS whether CN also takes the OAM configuration into account for checking, i.e.:
Observation 1bis: For signalling management-based MDT measurement, it is the CN to perform the UE selection, and it is not clear if CN has taken the OAM configuration into account before selecting a UE. 
The observation 1bis above also led to some different understanding during offline, e.g.:
1. Whether the changes to 37.320 on the update to the definition of MDT PLMN list in [3][4] could solve the case of signalling-based MDT measurement; 
2. Whether the update to the definition of MDT PLMN list could lead to non-backward compatibility issues;
3. Whether there is a more straightforward way that CN could check the OAM configuration before selecting a UE to perform signalling-based MDT measurement.
In our understanding, for signalling-based MDT measurement, maybe the main question is, could we solve this issue within RAN, e.g. through updating the definition of MDT PLMN list? Here according to 32.422, it seems that for signalling-based MDT, CN will check the user consent firstly, if user consent is no, then there would be no request arriving at base station, i.e. the base station will not have the chance to check the MDT PLMN list if CN/AMF doesn’t check OAM configuration, similarly does as base station.
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Observation 2: For signalling-based MDT measurement, the existing mechanism requires CN to check user consent, if user consent is no, MDT measurement request will not arrive at the base station, i.e. the base station will not have the chance to check the MDT PLMN list.
With the observation 2 above, the further direct question is, if CN/AMF could check OAM configuration, similarly does as base station in [3]. If the answer is yes, is there still a need to update the definition of MDT PLMN list, maybe not.
To summarize the discussions above, we could see that, for signalling-based MDT measurement request, there are two options on the table:
Option 1: To update the MDT PLMN list, trying to reflect the OAM configuration according to local regulation which may require no subject to user consent;
Option 2: CN to check the OAM configuration, which may lead to an updated MDT PLMN list reflecting the local regulation.
Obviously, RAN3 needs to discuss the two options, if option 1 is adopted, there should be no further impacts to CN; if option 2 is adopted, we may need to send a reply LS to SA3 to check the feasibility.
Proposal: RAN3 to discuss the following two options and agree the final solution. 
· Option 1: To update the MDT PLMN list, trying to reflect the OAM configuration according to local regulation which may require no subject to user consent;
· Option 2: CN to check the OAM configuration, which may lead to an updated MDT PLMN list reflecting the local regulation.
In our understanding, maybe we could try to reflect the common understanding in RAN3 and check with SA3, from RAN3 perspective, just some clarification texts are needed, please find the clarification CRs to 38.401 [5] and 37.320 [6] with option 2, and a draft reply LS [7].
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Based on the discussion in this paper, we propose the following observations and proposals:
Observation 1: For management-based MDT measurement, it is gNB to perform the UE selection, according to user consent (MDT PLMN list) and the additional configurations by OAM.
Observation 1bis: For signalling management-based MDT measurement, it is the CN to perform the UE selection, and it is not clear if CN has taken the OAM configuration into account before selecting a UE. 
Observation 2: For signalling-based MDT measurement, the existing mechanism requires CN to check user consent, if user consent is no, MDT measurement request will not arrive at the base station, i.e. the base station will not have the chance to check the MDT PLMN list.
Proposal: RAN3 to discuss the following two options and agree the final solution. 
· Option 1: To update the MDT PLMN list, trying to reflect the OAM configuration according to local regulation which may require no subject to user consent;
· Option 2: CN to check the OAM configuration, which may lead to an updated MDT PLMN list reflecting the local regulation.
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