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1 Introduction

CB: # 104_TraceFailTriggering

- acknowledge issue? If so,

- check vs. st2 -> liaise SA5?

- check CR details

(CATT - moderator)

Summary of offline disc R3-211116
2 For the Chairman’s Notes
Propose the following:
3 Discussion
In TS 32.421, there is a text as below:
	-
The Trace collection entity shall be notified, in case of theTrace Session activation has failed, by the response message with the specific cause (e.g. overload) from the NE on which the Trace Session activation failure happened.


In TS 32.422, there is a text about Trace Session activation in case of overload in NG-RAN as below:

	Tracing starts immediately at NG-RAN node upon reception of the trace control and configuration parameters Trace Activation IE). The NG-RAN node may not start a Trace Recording Session if there are insufficient resources available for the recording, however, the NG-RAN node shall store the trace control and configuration parameters, and forward these parameters when the UE handovers to other NG-RAN nodes over Xn or when other NG-RAN node retrieves the UE Context over Xn.


If we follow the description in 32.421, NG-RAN node shall inform AMF of the occurrence of Trace Session activation failure. 

However, according to the description in 32.422, NG-RAN node the NG-RAN node shall store the trace control and configuration parameters, and forward these parameters when the UE handovers to other NG-RAN nodes.

Then, based on the description in 32.421 and 32.422, in case of overload, the behavior of NG-RAN node should be as below:

NG-RAN node should first inform AMF via Trace Failure Indication message, and then store the trace control and configuration parameters. If Xn based handover procedure happened, NG-RAN node should forward the trace configuration.

Question 1: Whether the behavior of NG-RAN node described above is reasonable or not?

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	CATT
	Not completely
	Normally, when a configuration failed in the NG-RAN node, NG-RAN node would not keep the corresponding configuration. However, for this case, it is required for NG-RAN node to keep the trace configuration even the procedure failed.


Question 2: Whether the CR in [3] is agreeable?

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	CATT
	Yes
	Anyway, the information is needed for AMF


Question 3: Is there anything which is unclear or ambugius for the overload case which needs to contact SA5? 

	Company
	Yes/No
	Comment

	CATT
	Yes
	3 points from our side:

1 Normally, when a configuration failed in the NG-RAN node, NG-RAN node would not keep the corresponding configuration. However, for this case, it is required for NG-RAN node to keep the trace configuration even the procedure failed.
2 What would be the behavior of AMF when it receives a trace failure indication message with overload cause value?

3 If the load the NG-RAN node is not heavy anymore and it could implement the trace procedure again, should NG-RAN node inform AMF?


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]
If needed
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6 Appendix
