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1. Overall Description:

TSG GERAN would like to thank TSG SA5 for their LS on trace management. TSG GERAN had a look at the TR 32.421 attached to the incoming LS.

TSG GERAN would like to make the following comments with regards to the report:

Use cases

· The report contains a list of use case which would require very detailed traces probably tracing the complete call including call setup. This would set requirements in terms of storage on legacy system, bandwith on existing interfaces and even processing capacity in the nodes rolled out in the field. For instance the IMEI is normally not used in the BSC. TSG GERAN feels that this might lead to significant impact on the system.

TSG GERAN is not convinced that for the examples given in Annex B4, e.g. checking radio coverage, operators would use trace management. Methods do exist and it is not clear how trace management could improve this. 

TSG GERAN would like to get a better understanding of the issues raised, especially taking into account a cost versus benefit analysis before starting a work item.

Trace on Um

· TSG GERAN would like to get a clarification of what is ment by providing a trace on/from the Um interface?

With regards to the questions raised:

1) Would CN1/CN4/GERAN/RAN3 agree on specifying any needed enhancements (see the list above) in co-operation with SA5 SWGD within Release 6 timeframe?

As stated above would TSG GERAN would like to see a feasibility assessment in terms of cost and complexity especially taking legacy systems into account before a decision an specifying enhancements can be taken.

2) The attached draft TS 32.421 “Trace Concepts and Requirements” contains high-level requirements for trace. When would CN1/CN4/GERAN/RAN3 need the detailed requirements for the enhancements from SA5 SWGD to be able to meet the Release 6 timeframe?

As soon as possible in order to get an understanding of what kind of traces and in which resolution are needed. TSG GERAN would like to point out that traces might turn out to be useless if they do not contain the information needed for a certain purpose.

3)
If enhancements would be done in CN1/CN4/GERAN/RAN3, would CN1/CN4/GERAN/RAN3 kindly provide identification of the related work item(s) to SA5 SWGD.

See first point.

TSG GERAN would also like to point out – taking the amount of interfaces into account – that SA2 as architecture responsible TSG should be included in the discussions.
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