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1	Introduction
The name used for the IE which provides the URI of the Trace Reporting MnS consumer to which the Trace records are to be streamed (Trace Collection Entity URI) is different then the name used by the referenced parameter in TS32.422 (Trace Reporting Consumer URI) while the usage of this IE is not described in the relevant procedural text. Both of these items need to be addressed as the current specification is unclear and can be misleading.
[bookmark: _Hlk77866817]2	Discussion
The name used for the IE which provides the URI of the Trace Reporting MnS consumer to which the Trace records are to be streamed (in the RAN specifications called Trace Collection Entity URI) is different then the name used by the relevant parameter used in TS32.422.
From TS32.422:
5.9c	Trace Reporting Consumer URI (CM)
For streaming reporting, this is a parameter which defines the URI of the Trace Reporting MnS consumer to which the Trace records shall be streamed.
Currently the name used for the relevant IE in NGAP and other interfaces is: 
	Trace Collection Entity URI
	O
	
	URI
9.3.2.14
	For Streaming based Reporting.
Defined in TS 32.422 [11].
	YES
	ignore



The name of the IE is different from the one used within the TS32.422. This can lead to misinterpretations and needs to be corrected.
[bookmark: _Hlk158394137]Proposal 1: The name of the Trace Collection Entity URI IE is misleading and needs to be changed to the Trace Reporting Consumer URI which is the name used by TS32.422. Similar change needs to be applied to the relevant ASN.1 where id-TraceCollectionEntityURI  needs to be replaced by id-TraceReportingConsumerURI
Currently the semantics description field for the Trace Collection Entity IP Address specifies that: “This IE is ignored if the Trace Collection Entity URI IE is present.”. 
However, this semantics description is incorrect because the node receiving the Trace Collection Entity URI IE may not support streaming of trace results. In this case the receiving node shall not ignore the Trace Collection Entity IP Address IE, but instead it should use this IE for file based reporting.
Therefore, procedure text needs to be added to specify the behaviour of the receiver of the Trace Collection Entity URI IE. The proposed receiver behaviour´s description is as follows:
If the Trace Activation IE includes the Trace Reporting Consumer URI IE and if streaming based reporting is supported, the <<receiving node>> shall use it as described in TS 32.422 [xx] and ignore the Trace Collection Entity IP Address IE.
With the above receiver´s behaviour description, the receiving node uses the Trace Reporting Consumer URI IE and ignores the Trace Collection Entity IP Address IE only if it supports streaming based reporting.
The latter description is important for example in cases of signalling based configurations- In this case an NG-RAN node may store the trace control and configuration parameters, and forward these parameters when the UE handovers to other NG-RAN nodes over Xn or when other NG-RAN node retrieves the UE Context over Xn. Not only does the originator not know the capabilities of the other node but the trace activation is passed to many nodes which may or may not support the new streaming functionality. Therefore,  the legacy functionality of writing to file should be preserved if streaming is not supported, rather than forcing the node to ignore the Trace Collection Entity IP Address IE, which implies to disable the file based reporting and have discontinuous traces between nodes for a mobile UE.
Proposal 2: Insert the following condition on all current procedures that describe the Trace Activation IE reception and the procedures related to the Cell Traffic Trace: if the Trace Activation IE includes the Trace Reporting Consumer URI IE and if streaming based reporting is supported, the <<receiving node>> shall use it as described in TS 32.422 [xx] and ignore the Trace Collection Entity IP Address IE.


3	Conclusion
In this contribution URI related corrections have been discussed. 
The following proposals were derived:
Proposal 1: The name of the Trace Collection Entity URI IE is misleading and needs to be changed to the Trace Reporting Consumer URI which is the name used by TS32.422. Similar change needs to be applied to the relevant ASN.1 where id-TraceCollectionEntityURI needs to be replaced by id-TraceReportingConsumerURI
Proposal 2: Insert the following condition on all current procedures that describe the Trace Activation IE reception and the procedures related to the Cell Traffic Trace: if the Trace Activation IE includes the Trace Reporting Consumer URI IE and if streaming based reporting is supported, the <<receiving node>> shall use it as described in TS 32.422 [xx] and ignore the Trace Collection Entity IP Address IE.
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