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6.5.1
1 Minutes

The conference call was held on 17th April 2012 from 13:00-15:00 CEST
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5eMDT0001
	CR 32.422 R11 Add desired maximum UE number MDT data collection criteria
NSN: is this number for immediate or logged MDT?

Huawei: The requirement is for all

NSN: but logged MDT we dont know the number

E///: The requirement is not yet clear and finalized until that is clarified it is too premature to go to stage 2 details. 

NSN: probably the first step should be to get a clarification on the requirement. 

E/// put use case as explained in Cabo by Z. Qiao. Put the use case description to 32.421. Based on the use case derive the requirement.

Use case have been presented vocally but not yet written down.
E/// would like to know how the data is used, what KPIs are verified with DT currently and how that would affect if MDT is used instead of DT. 

CU: with DT currently they are measuring call quality and throughput. 

The use case that has been presented by CU makes sense and what is required is just to write it to a paper.

NSN: currently it is too premature to go to the details of the solution. The current CR breaks the agreement made in Cabo, like we should not touch the UE selection algorithm. Also we should discuss that how the notification should be raised as NSN understanding is that the use case is more about notification to the Operator so that if MDT cannot provide the expected data, traditional DT should be done and the notification/alarm should be the trigger for that. The use case described does not justifies currently to control the UE selection algorithm.
Huawei: The same arguments area repeated.
E/// because the first step use case have not been done properly

NSN: the agreed requirements so far states only the operator expectation for min/max and that there is a notification when the expectation is not met. 

NSN: the proposed solution in S5eMDT0001 does not match with the use case written in S5-120157.

Proposal is to reword the sentence that describes the UE selection behaviour to the following:

“The UE selection may consider the desired maximum UE number information received from the EM.”
E/// should this be valid for all use cases?

NSN: we need to discuss it further as this parameter is not valid for all MDT use cases. E.g. should be valid only for area based Immediate MDT. The constraint should be documented in the parameter description.

CU: the control is needed also for logged MDT.

NSN: logged MDT is much more complex. As network retrieves the log from the UE, so for logged MDT we do not need to introduce such a complex solution.

E/// do we need the maximum UE number also for the coverage optimization? 

NSN: this is not considered as a limitation anymore. 

Ericsson now understand the use case for the proposed requirement and solutions. Ericsson agrees that making statistics out of recorded MDT is valid, but the use case needs to be documented.

DT: off-line comment: the max and min UE number should mean only those UEs that has been selected for MDT data collection. The updated text does not reflect this. 
	China Unicom, Huawei

	S5eMDT0002
	CR 32.422 R11 Add desired minimum UE number MDT data collection criteria
	China Unicom, Huawei

	S5eMDT0003
	CR 32.442 R11 Add maximum UE number limitation in area based MDT activation- Align with 32.422
Should the parameter be mandatory in the TraceIRP or optional. 

The optional statement in 32.422 is a different story. The parameter can be mandatory in the IRP. When this parameter is don’t wanted should also be specified carefully e.g. with a specific value. 
Even though some agreements have been made in the call, additional comments should be allowed

NSN: the parameter description says that only one number is given for the max UE number, which means that the same number is valid for all cell.

CU: thinks that the number is specified in MDT job wise, i.e. for the bigger area.

NSN: this creates problems of coordination. 

The scope has to be limited to cell only.
	China Unicom, Huawei

	S5eMDT0004
	CR 32.442 R11 Add minimum UE number limitation in area based MDT activation- Align with 32.422
Not addressed.
	China Unicom, Huawei

	S5eMDT0005
	Discussion paper on Min UE notification
NSN expects soon a decision on which way the notification mechanism should be done. 

E/// pointed out that section 4.3 is also in important topic. 

E/// pointed out that first the use case should be seen as probably alternative 1 could solve the problem.

NSN: it depends on the detailed solution. Even at the TCE we might not be able to differentiate unique UEs either because of anonymization. 

CU: for the min UE notification prefers alternative 2. Cu thinks that when TCE raises an alarm might be too late. 

E/// for the min the CR pack from CU/Huawei and the notification of alt 2 doesnt work because the CR does not mandate the min Ue number per cell basis. 

CU: the min UE should also be per cell basis. 

E/// still have not decided whether the parameter is OK on a per cell basis or not. 

If the Min UE number is required per Cell basis then the corresponding CRs should also be modified accordingly. 

CU: needs to study further the 2 alternatives.
	Nokia Siemens Networks


General statements that is valid for all documents:

E///: Regarding wording that is preliminary agreed, they might be faulty depending on how the requirements are worded and how the solutions are made. Therefore agreed text might have to be changed.
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2 Action items
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	77.n
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	Rel-11
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	New
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