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Discussion and Decision

1
Introduction
This contribution provides a summary on the email discussion on the message structure for measurements, based on [2] with following agreements from the last RAN2 meeting:

· Limit to one event per reporting configuration (i.e. remove the FFS on this)

· Limit to one freq per object (for non GERAN) and one group of frequencies per object (for GERAN)?

· Measurement report revised in line with above

· Section 2.5 needs revising based on current status that one identity links one object to one reporting configuration

The result / concluded IEs should serve as input for the rapporteur and for creating a first ASN.1 version. The baseline for the measurement configuration IE was the contribution from Motorola [3] as agreed in the last RAN2 meeting.
In the following a brief overview on the agreements of this email discussion is given as well as open questions.
2
Agreements
1) On the question of separate "measurement configuration" per intra-F/inter-F/RAT or single list it was agreed to keep the different lists in order to align with the agreed TP on measurement configuration IE.
2) The measurement results for different measurement types are selected by a “CHOICE”.

3) The possibility of more than one event instance per event per reporting configuration has been removed
4) The question whether measurement ID or measurement results shall be at the higher level was solved implicitly by merging both IEs into a single IE.

5) It was clarified that IE for inter-f measurement results does not differ from the IE for intra-f measurement results as the E-UTRA carrier information is identified by the measurement ID.
6) The structure of the measurement configuration IE has been aligned with the structure in [3].

7) In order to avoid unnecessarily big measurement configuration IE the IE has been separated for each measurement type.

8) Correction in measurement reporting for inter-frequencies to a single frequency per object

9) There is only a single set of GERAN carrier frequencies in the measurement object

10) In the IE Intra-frequency measurement object "Cells to modify/add" was changed to OP

11) In all measurement objects the cell index was changed to MP
12) In all measurement objects the cell individual offset was changed to MP as it was clarified that NCL is optional and used only for the purpose of setting CIO.

13) Several corrections in the text as proposed by Motorola
3
Open issues
1) Shall the overview provided in [2] be captured somewhere in the spec?

2) Regarding the measurement object definition, it was agreed in the last RAN2 meeting that the set of E-UTRAN frequencies can indicate cell specific offset. It was mentioned that for inter-frequency case it could also be possible to include frequency specific offset.
3) Assumptions that reporting quantity is the same as the measurement quantity

4) Can both RSRP and RSRQ be used for event evaluation (meaning that a quantity configuration consists of multiple measurement quantities and filter coefficients)?

5) How to continue with RSRQ (still not excluded by RAN4)? Proposal to have the quantity be defined by reporting configuration and only filtering by quantity configuration.
6) Assumption that if both RSRP and RSRQ are agreed, both can be included in Measurement results, even if single quantity triggered the event.

7) Quantity for CDMA2000 is needed
8) Shall measurement result for the serving cell be reported in addition to the results of the measured cells, e.g. for intra- and inter-f reporting?
9) When Event b3 (inter-F neighbour > serving + threshold) is triggered, does the UE rank the cells from the current serving frequency and the target object, and report them together, or does the UE only report the cells from the target object (and maybe the serving cell)?
It was commented that the need for including the serving cell into inter-f measurement results is not clear.
10) On the level of IEs it was asked why we don’t introduce separate "reporting configuration" high level IE, like for objects. In the current TP the contents of the reporting configuration is realized by sub-IE.
11) It was discussed whether we need a list of objects (in 6.3.5.2a). Acc to DoCoMo the list is not needed since there is one and only one intra-F object. This issue was discussed at the last RAN2 meeting. It was agreed to limit to one freq per object (for non GERAN). However, a conclusion on whether or not we want the possibility of having different intra-F objects having different sets of cells was not captured in the minutes.
12) Acc to DoCoMo we need a "Physical layer cell ID" which should be MP (as part of the measurement object)

13) Do we need CIOs for UTRAN/GERAN NCL?
14) It was commented that black lists are missing in the measurement objects.
4
Conclusion
The agreements have been taken into account by the rapporteur for providing the CR to 36.331 and for creation of ASN.1. It is proposed to clarify the open issues.
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