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1
Introduction

There are currently two solutions proposed for the handling of Management Activation in the UTRAN, "solution 1" and "solution 2" in TR R3-014 [1]. This contribution discusses some drawbacks of solution 1 that should be captured in the TR. The contribution also proposes to capture the SA5 view on solution 2 in the TR. 

2
Drawbacks with solution 1

Complexity

In solution 1 the RNC will activate and de-activate the trace handling in the CN by sending signalling messages to the CN. In order to ensure that the trace information is consistent between the RNC and CN, class 1 procedures should be used. It has not yet been described how the activation and de-activation signalling will be handled in case of Iu-Flex. 

The handling of activation of trace sessions in the RNC should cater for situations where the information could have been lost in the CN after a node restart. The RNC should in this case re-activate CN related trace information. 

The de-activation of trace sessions in the RNC should cater for situations where the trace related information could have been lost in the RNC but not in the CN. 

Solution out of scope

Management Activation is defined as follows in sub-clause 3.1 of TS 32.421 [2]:

"management activation/deactivation: Trace Session is activated/deactivated in different NEs directly from the EM using the management interfaces of those NEs."

For solution 1 it is specified that the RNC will send an “RNC Activate Trace” message to the CN in order to activate the trace handling in the CN. Solution 1 is thus a sort of signalling activation and therefore not applicable as a solution for management activation.

3 
Proposal

It is proposed to capture section 2 of this document in the Study Area "Management Activation" (section 6.1.2 of TR R3.014).

Since SA5 has reviewed and provided comments on solution 2, it also proposed to include a reference to the LS answer provided by SA5. The following text addition is proposed for the end of section 6.1.3.3:

“SA5 has however reviewed the proposed solution and found the solution acceptable for Rel-6. See RAN3 LS question to SA5 in R3-031242 and LS answer from SA5 SWGD in R3-031267.“
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