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Title:	[Draft] LS on User consent for NW-side data collection	Comment by QC - Rajeev Kumar: Should we explain what is NW-side data collection. In MDT, both the UE and NW performs data collection. I believe people should not get confused that NW is doing the data collection. Therefore, can be change the wording throughout

From “NW-side data collection” to “Data collection at the UE for NW-side model training” 	Comment by Samsung (Beom): Agree the concern and prefer to explain about NW-side data collection in main text.
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1	Overall description
Regarding the user consent for NW-side data collection, RAN2 has made the following agreements in RAN2#131 meeting:	Comment by Kouki Yamashita (山下 航輝): [DCM2_Rapp] Thank you for comments.  We think additional background is not needed because this text and following agreements is enough for SA3 to discuss.
Welcome your comments if companies have strong concerns.
	Send an LS to SA3 indicating our work on nw-sided gNB and OAM centric data collection and content of collected data.   RAN2 discussed the need for user consent and would like to SA3 to take it into account and decide on the need for user consent for nw sided data collection.        


RAN2 discussed the need for user consent for NW-side data collection, but the decision is up to SA3.	Comment by Kouki Yamashita (山下 航輝): [DCM2_Rapp] Based on Nokia, Lenovo and Ericsson's comments, I removed following text to simplify this part.
・Some companies think that collected data for NW-side data collection would require user consent from RAN2 point of view because it will be logged.
・Some operators think there are some risks to introduce NW-side data collection without user consent due to strict low.

The following agreements are related to the collected data contents for NW-side model
<RAN2#127bis>	Comment by Kouki Yamashita (山下 航輝): [DCM2_Rapp] Based on Ericsson’s comments, I added the agreement related to support periodic logging.
Agreements on NW side data collection
1 Periodic logging is supported for training data collection procedure in R19
<RAN2#129>	Comment by Kouki Yamashita (山下 航輝): [DCM2_Rapp] Based on Ericsson’s comments, I added the agreement related to support event-based logging.
All agreements for NW side data collection
Support the use of L3 measurement event triggered (i.e. L3 serving cell measurements becoming worse/better than a threshold for TTT) to determine whether the UE performs logging or not.
<RAN2#131>
	RAN2 measurements 
1	For network-side data collection for beam prediction, measurement reports include the following:.
⁻	Cell identity: CGI or PCI of the cell to which the measurement results are related.
⁻	Logged L1 radio measurement results including the beam identifiers associated to CSI-RS resources or SSBs (CSI-RS IDs or SSB IDs) and the corresponding measured L1-RSRPs.



The following options are under discussion:	Comment by Huawei - Jun: We wonder about the need of this sentence "The following options are under discussion".

In our opinion, the following text (i.e. starting from For the NW-side data collection) should be sufficient and the question is also clear. The sentence may cause some confusions to other WGs, e.g. whether two options are needed or not may be reviewed and it depends on feedbacks from other WGs.

Therefore, we suggest to remove the sentence.
For the NW-side data collection, RAN2 considers two options, i.e. OAM-centric data collection and gNB-centric data collection.	Comment by Kouki Yamashita (山下 航輝): [DCM2_Rapp] Thank you for a lot of comments!
Based on companies’ comments, I try to capture agreements related to OAM-centric and gNB-centric data collection instead of original explanation to avoid conflict/misunderstanding of warding.
Welcom your comments if you have strong concerns.	Comment by QC - Rajeev Kumar: Sorry for late reply. I believe we need to explain what is gNB centric data collection. It may not be clear to other WGs. 

Ericsson proposed text for gNB centric data collection sounds good to us:

 gNB-centric data collection:
gNB directly configures via RRC the UE to perform data collection.	Comment by QC - Rajeev Kumar: Can we phrase like this?

In RAN2#125bis for network side data collection related to beam management use case, RAN2 agreed to consider gNB-centric and OAM centric data collection, as below:

Agreements
1	For the NW-side data collection related to beam management use cases, RAN2 to consider gNB-centric and OAM-centric approaches	

In RAN2#129bis meeting, for the OAM centric data collection, RAN2 agreed to adopt only management based immediate MDT for network side data collection, as below:

RAN2 assumes that for OAM centric, only adopt management based immediate MDT for NW-side data collection

In the gNB centric data collection, the gNB directly configures the UE to perform data collection.  	Comment by Samsung (Beom): Should add more explanation e.g., 

OAM-centric data collection where OAM configures UE with NW-side data collection via gNB and collects data from UE via gNB.

gNB-centric data collection where gNB configures UE with NW-side data collection and collects data from UE.
The agreements related these options are following:
<RAN2#125bis>
Agreements
1	For the NW-side data collection related to beam management use cases, RAN2 to consider gNB-centric and OAM-centric approaches	
<RAN2#129bis>
RAN2 assumes that for OAM centric, only adopt management based immediate MDT for NW-side data collection
Question: RAN2 kindly asks SA3 to decide whether user consent is needed for either of these options and if so, how that can be achieved.	Comment by Kouki Yamashita (山下 航輝): [DCM2_Rapp] Thank you for comments.  Based on vivo’s comments, I revised typo.  And I reflected Ericsson’s rephrasing.	Comment by Samsung (Beom): “each option”
2	Actions
To SA3
[bookmark: OLE_LINK28][bookmark: OLE_LINK29]ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks SA3 to provide their feedback on the above question for user consent for NW-side data collection.
3	Dates of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
[bookmark: OLE_LINK55][bookmark: OLE_LINK56][bookmark: OLE_LINK53][bookmark: OLE_LINK54]RAN2#131bis   13th – 17th October 2025       Prague, CZ
RAN2#132      17th – 21st November 2025       Dallas, US

