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1
Introduction
In RAN#97-e meeting, RAN plenary successfully concluded the Rel-17 FR1 TRP TRS Work Item. Meanwhile, a RAN task was also agreed to further discuss which additional test device information from Rel-17 TRP TRS measurement campaign data pool should be provided [1].


[image: image1]
In this paper, we share our views on the additional UE information disclosure activity for Rel-17 FR1 TRP TRS WI.   

2
Discussion

As discussed in RAN plenary meeting and summarized in [1], all the companies are aligned that the agreed RAN task is not to revisit the agreed Rel-17 “anonymous approach” in RAN4, but for discussing whether and which additional information can be shared to provide more information of the Rel-17 measurement data pool to the OTA industry. Besides, after RAN-level discussions, it is also common understanding that this action in Rel-17 maintenance phase will not impact the defined Rel-17 minimum requirements for TRP and TRS.

Observation 1: After RAN-level discussions, it is common understanding that RAN task is not to revisit the agreed Rel-17 “anonymous approach” in RAN4, but for discussing which additional information can be shared to provide more information of the Rel-17 measurement data pool to the OTA industry, and this action will not impact the defined minimum requirements for TRP and TRS in Rel-17.

From this perspective, RAN4 should discuss which information is helpful and can be shared, to better understand 3GPP Rel-17 TRP TRS data pool. 

Therefore, we would like to share our views on each information above: 
1. [Number of models tested by the labs]

Comments: From our understanding, there is no doubt that each test lab had tested different UE models, so the submitted results from each lab already disclose this information. We do not think there is any benefit to re-submit the number of devices from each lab. This aspect should not be considered.
2. Number of vendors that produced the models

3. Percentage of tested devices per vendor

Comments: Bullet 2 and 3 are related aspects, we are still not clear about the benefits of sharing this information. Given the UE vendor name shall not be disclosed, even the number of vendors and percentage of UE per vendor (e.g., lab 1 share [2 devices of vendor A, 4 devices of vendor B…]; lab 2 share [1 device of vendor A, 3 devices of vendor B…]) can be shared by each test lab, but companies still do not know whether the summed information is useful or not (i.e., vendor A would mean different companies reported by each lab). RAN4 should further clarify the benefits of these information.   

4. Percentage of models per production year

Comments: As one of the performance measurement labs, we think this information is the most helpful one to better understand the data pool and UE status, so we are supportive to organize the activity to collect this information in RAN4.
5. [Power Class of the devices]

Comments: In the agreed procedure [2], it was decided that RAN4 only focus on PC2 requirements in Rel-17, and we think there is no need to further re-disclose this information. All the devices in the data pool are Power Class 2 smartphones (few submitted PC3 measurement results are not considered when deriving the CDF curve in [3]). This aspect should not be considered.
To summarize, after reviewing the above aspects, we believe the production year information is important to be disclosed. It is proposed to further discuss how to collect the information from each test lab about the “Percentage of models per production year”. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 can further collect information of percentage of models per production year.
Proposal 2: RAN4 should further clarify the benefits of collecting number of vendors and how to treat this information if collected.

3 Conclusion

We share the following views on additional UE information disclosure for Rel-17 TRP and TRS.
Observation 1: After RAN-level discussions, it is common understanding that RAN task is not to revisit the agreed Rel-17 “anonymous approach” in RAN4, but for discussing which additional information can be shared to provide more information of the Rel-17 measurement data pool to the OTA industry, and this action will not impact the defined minimum requirements for TRP and TRS in Rel-17.

Proposal 1: RAN4 can further collect information of percentage of models per production year.
Proposal 2: RAN4 should further clarify the benefits of collecting number of vendors and how to treat this information if collected.
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Conclusion:


Taking option 2 ("The labs involved in the measurement campaign to disclose the following information: ...") as starting point to further discuss which information needed including


	1.	[Number of models tested by the labs]


	2.	Number of vendors that produced the models


	3.	percentage of tested devices per vendor


	4.	Percentage of models per production year


	5.	[Power Class of the devices]











