Rapporteur (Robert Petersen of Ericsson) report on Trace Function 6.05.1
(1Q Wednesday) and 
Rapporteur (Ulf Hübinette of Ericsson) report on Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) for E-UTRAN
6.05.1
UID_370001 Subscriber and Equipment Trace for eUTRAN and EPC (E-UTRAN-OAM) - CR 32.42x-/44x-family
Progress: from 40% to 50%
S5-080722
Adding EPC and E-UTRAN specific trace control and configuration parameters to TS 32.422





Source: NSN
Presented by NSN.
Discussion:

Vodafone: S7 interface has changed name. NSN: I need to check.

Huawei: Should not Deactivate Bearer Response message also be a trigger for starting the trace? NSN: I need to check.
Robert: RAN3 has changed the number of octets for Trace Reference. SA5 should align with the RAN3 change. This was agreed.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. An update in S5-080830 is to be sent to OAM Plenary.



S5-080723
Adding Trace Session Deactivation procedures to TS 32.422





Source: NSN

Presented by NSN.
Discussion:

Huawei: RAN3 has introduced deactivation, so is this proposal really needed? NSN: Yes, also CN needs to do work for this proposal.

Motorola: The cases when trace is started from MME is missing. NSN: Agree.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. An update in S5-080831 is to be sent to OAM Plenary.

S5-080724
Adding Trace Recording Session starting and stopping mechanisms to TS 32.422





Source: NSN

Presented by NSN.

Discussion:

Motorola: Is the trace deactivation correctly described for the CN? NSN: Yes.

Huawei: E-UTRAN is missing according to cover page. NSN: OK, I remove the E-UTRAN on the cover page.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. An update in S5-080832 is to be sent to OAM Plenary.

S5-080736
CR 32.421 Introduction of UE identifiers for trace in E-UTRAN





Source: Ericsson
Presented by Ericsson.
Discussion:

Vodafone: Is the EM box in 4.3.2 really needed? Ericsson: No, it can be removed.

Huawei: I do not understand the contribution? Ericsson: Presentation was done again. Huawei: If E-UTRAN have these identities, is this needed? Ericsson: E-UTRAN does not have these UE-identities.

T-Mobile: This contribution open up for a new way of Cell Traffic Trace. How eNB knows about IMSI conforms to security requirements? Ericsson: That is why this solution is proposed. Huawei: Is there  a security issue with the Trace Collection Entity? Ericsson: It is up to the operators' deployment. Huawei: An Editor's not can be added. Vodafone: Agrees to have a n Editor's note. It was agreed to add an Editor's note.
T-Mobile: Cell Trace does not get UE Identities: Ericsson: Yes, that is correct because that is not a requirement so far .It is a new requirement. T-Mobile: I agree that it is a new requirement.
Decision: 

The document was addressed. An update in S5-080833 is to be sent to OAM Plenary.

S5-080782
Trace Support: Support of Configuration and Pulling of Trace Data 





Source: T-Mobile
Presented by T-Mobile. Architecture part is already solved by the previous Ericsson contribution and existing specifications. 

Discussion:

Huawei: In the architecture: Is DCE a physical or logical entity? T-Mobile: Intention is to have it as already specified in S5-080736.

Huawei: In the architecture: Is the DCE a subset of TCE? T-Mobile: T-Mobile accepts the existing solution.

Nortel: In the architecture: What is the relation with the Trace IRP? T-Mobile: T-Mobile accepts the existing solution.

Motorola: In the architecture: DCE has possibility to start trace, while TCE does not have it. What is the intention? T-Mobile: What is needed is descried in the contribution, but solution not necessarily with the solution described by the figure.

Robert: Is the outcome of this contribution is in RAN3? Huawei: Not treated due to lack of time.

Robert: Is it agreed that IMSI and IMEISV shall be included for Cell Trace? It was agreed.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. Agreed in principle. Relation with existing solutions needs more contributions. The agreed requirement can be included in S5-080736..

S5-080737
CR 32.441 Introduction of EPC and E-UTRAN in Trace IRP





Source: Ericsson
Presented by Ericsson. The figure A.4.1 needs updating, with regards to the arrow between EMs.
Discussion:

Vodafone: There are some typos that need to be corrected. To be taken off line.

T-Mobile: Can the requirements from S5-080782 be included? Gyula: There are more requirements that are needed e.g. a new notification. So it is better to take this separately.

Decision: 

The document was addressed. An update in S5-080834 is to be sent to OAM Plenary.


Other Session discussions

NSN: An LS to CT and possibly RAN should be done. Agreed that NSN should write the LS in S5-080835

Rapporteur: As new requirements are identified, the WI needs to be updated wrt the time schedule for at least the requirements.

