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6.9.3
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 10% (previously 0%)

Summary of progress: Bussinees level requirements have been agreed. Discussion is just started on the specification level requriements. Some basic specification level requirements are also agreed. 
Outstanding issues:

2 Minutes

The RG session was held on 12-05-2010  Wednesday Q1 and late Q.
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-101207
	Requirements TS skeleton for Management of UE based Measurements for MDT:
Discussion on the TS title:

This TS is not only for MDT even though the main purpose is to support MDT. 
Telecom Italia proposal is to describe that the scope of this TS is MDT in the Scope section.
The reason why the title should not mention MDT is that the OAM solution can be more generic and the provided solution can be reused later for any other UE measurements - if there will be any – then MDT related.
Ericsson provided an update text to the Scope section reflecting the agreement. The proposed text is in S5-101507.

Agreement:: MDT is removed from the title, the MDT specific scope should be described in the Scope section. The skeleton is agreed with modification

	Ericsson
Huawei

Nokia Siemens Networks



	S5-101208
	pCR to Requirements TS for Management of UE based Measurements for MDT

Legal aspect should be described in some other parts of the doc. It is not a requirement. Eg. Scope section.

Vdf: Remove the title of the requirements

Qc:The con1 req is not really bussiness level requirement, better formulation is done for the same in S5-101275 document’s 1st bussiness level requirement. 

Agreement: Con1: should be rewritten based on S5-101275 CON1 requirement with an addition of the subscriber aspect.
CON2: Replace IRPManager by operator. Keep this requirement. What geograpchical area really means can be clarified in spec level requirement.

CON3: should not be limited to one UE, but a set of UEs.
Spec level requirements

FUN-01:The requirement needs to be reworded to the usual tgext, like IRPAgent shall have the capability…. Check wording from TS 32.521. The requirement is agreed with rewording.

FUN-02: It was clarified that the time interval actually means a period. It was proposed to use granularity period and measurement period term to define this time period. However it was not clear in the text that this period is applicable to the UE or to the eNB. A definition of the used term is needed in order to make it clear which term is applicable to the UE and which one to the eNB. 

The second part of the requirement have been splitted to FUN-02bis:

It shall be possible to collect measurement logs preceding and following a particular event (e.g. radio link failure).
This FUN-02bis requirement is agreed.

FUN-03:Qualcomm support all three possibilities of the area definition: Cell based, TA/RA/LA based definition and the polygon of geographical coordinates.

Ericsson: cell level is enough, because TA/RA/LA is a concatenation of cells.

Telecom Italia: For operator it is easier if a LA/RA/TA is given instead of a list of cell, because ethen Operator needs to know which cell belongs to which TA/RA/LA. 

Ericsson: that can be a functionality in the user interface.

Qualcomm: The use case fo TA/LA/RA configuration is that signalling can be saved if only TA/RA/LA is signalled to the mobile instead of the long list of cell.

Huawei: the TA can span over multiple vendors equipments.

How the polygon og coordinates are checked at the mobiles?

What happens if UE does not have GPS support?

If UE does not have GPS support the polgyon area does not apply, does not work.

UE has to check continously the location. Similar features, like location based services are already available now. 

Telecom Italia provided a use case why the polygon of coordinates are needed: the are span over two cells, but the are does not cover the whole cell in.

The requirement is not agreed.

FUN-04: Agreed

FUN-05 It was questioned why the location information should be transferred over ITF-N. The Trace Collection Entity is not necessary be above Itf-N.

The interface defined to TCE is standard file format with FT IRP usage.

The requirement is Not Agreed.
FUN-06: Agreed with a clarification that each UE measurement shall be linked to a timestamp.

FUN-07: Not Agreed.

FUN-08: agreed with a reworded version.

Rest of the document was not discussed and not agreed. 

Agreement: The document is revised to S5-101513, which should contain the agreed and reworded requirements only.

	Ericsson
Huawei

Nokia Siemens Networks



	S5-101227
	Pseudo CR R10 Business requirements for OAM aspects of UE measurements collection

Bussuiness level requirements: 1-3 is agreed as documented in S5-101506.

The last bussiness level requirement: Qc: the intent of this requirement is not clear. 

ALU: E-UTRAN is not aware of IMSI.

PIWorks: selection of UEs/ or IMSI so far typically based on the drive test.  Proposes to have selection of all IMSI in certain area

Last req: depends on the deployment scenario: for IMSI based MDT data collection it should not be necessary to have core network trace functionality. 

Anyway some additional functionality is required for core.
The last requirement is not agreed.
	Motorola
Vodafone

	S5-101379
	Requirements for management of UE based performance measurements for MDT

Specific UE in specific area: ALU: can be achieved in many way.

Ericsson what cases this is needed?

QC: to verify certain IMEI in a certain area, e.g. if call drop rate is different for some parts of the network for some specific phone type.

Huawei: specific UE: is it specific UE capability or specific IMSI/IMEI?

This specific UE is also the UE capability and can also be specific IMSI or IMEI,

NTT Docomo supports QC CON1 requirement.

CU also support. Moto supports.

We need to distunguish the UE capability and the IMSI/IMEI based issue.

Devices in selected area is agreed,

Subscribers in a specific area still needs more discussion-> if this is not agreed QC object to all prevsiously agreed reqs.
After off-line discussion the group came to a conlcusion on the requirements that is documented in S5-101506.

Moto: does not see anymore the need to have IMSI, IMEI and area based MDT collection alone. 

NTT: there is a use case for the IMSI/IIMEI based MDT collection: coverage mapping. 

The first requirement have been splitted to many parts and the agreed text is in S5-10506.
IRAT related requirement:

RAN2 has agreement to concentrate only on single RAT case.

QC says that RAN2 is many time looking what SA5 is thinking how this MDT should work. From this point of view all requirements should be described and communicated to RAN2.

PIWorks also supports that first all reqs should be specified

Moto: supports prioritization.

ALU: questioning the meaning of the bussiness level requirement

QC: data collection should not stop over IRAT boundaries.

NTTDocomo confirmed that RAN2 currently focusing to provide solution for single RAT environment.

IRAT related requireent is not agreed as RAN2 has current working assumption of single RAT.
	Qualcomm

	S5-101275
	Use case and requirements for management of UE based network performance measurements
Only the bussiness level requirements have been discussed. The rest of the document has been presented just. Specification level requirement is subject for further discussion in next meetings.

1st req is covered by 506

2nd IRAT was not agreed, multivendor aspect not agreed, centralised collection of measurement result is agreed 

3 detailed def of geog scope is spec level rest is in 506

4 agreed

5 agreed with some rewording, like instead of type of measurements, use measurement type.
6 log format config is not the file format, it’s not for the file transfer, just to specify wheter raw measurement or a statistics. It is about the level of granularity, similar to trace depth, 
This is parameter whether the raw measurement is collected or an already preprocessed data, like some kind of average data
-> 512 will contain the revise text for req6

7 and 8 is covered by 506

9 NEC: why this is needed. 

ALU: The activation of MDT and SON is independent, but the UE measurements can be used by both functionality. 
The requirement shoul dbe reworded, like Management of MDT and the management of SON is independent. 
	Telecom Italia

	S5-101314
	Discussion paper on extending management based trace for area based UE measurements management

Postponed.
	Huawei

	S5-101196 
	LS on UE selection for MDT

The LS contains 4 questions to SA5. Out of the 4 question only the 1st question can be answered as the agreed bussiness level requirements are related only to the 1st question.

2nd question is going more to the stage 2 level discussion, which was not yet even started in SA5. 

On Question 3 some of the member companies of SA5 has some view what functionality to be used, but detailed discussion has not yet been done, therefore no clear agreement can be made on this. Even though the work item already contains some aspects of the planned functionality.

On Question 4: there were some discussions on specification level requirements. Some of the parameters are agreed, but currentlky SA5 does not have an agreement on a full list of OAM parameters of MDT
Conclusion: It was agreed to answer the LS. On 1st question answering the agreed requirements, informing on the other questions that the work is ongoing in Sa5. It was also agreed that the draft Requirement TS with the agreed contgribution is attached to the TS so that RAN2 can see what is agreed in SA5 and can take answers to their questions from the TS also. 
LS reply to RAN2 in S5-101514
	RAN2

	S5-101255 
	UE Selection aspects for MDT

Postponed
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	S5-101256 
	DRAFT LS proposal to RAN on UE selection for MDT

Postponed
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	S5-101313 
	Discussion paper for control plane UE measurements management

Postponed
	Huawei

	S5-101402
	Draft LS Reply to RAN2 on UE selection for MDT
Postponed
	Huawei

	
	
	

	
	
	


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	63.1
	Description of the action
	Rel-9
	Rapporteur
	New
	SA5#64

	
	
	
	
	
	


Virtual meeting
Rapporteur requested to have 2 virtual meeting before SA#72 meeting to progress the work.

The virtual meeting is agreed without decision power. The exact date and time will be agreed via mail.
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