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1
Introduction
Following reception of LS from SA3 [1], there has been some off-line e-mail discussion prior to RAN3#72 on the topic of handling of the user consent status on interfaces for which RAN3 has the responsibility. The main question under debate is whether the user consent status needs to be updated in the eNB after the call has been estbalished, i.e. whether support is needed in the UE Context Modification procedure on S1. In this paper we quickly resume Alcatel-Lucent's understanding.
2
Discussion
RAN3#71 described its working assumption related to this topic in an LS to RAN2 cc SA3 / SA5 [2]: 

"RAN3 made a working assumption that a new IE to indicate the user consent status is introduced in the Initial Context Setup procedure and the S1/X2 handover preparation procedure."

Alcatel-Lucent's current understanding is that the LS from SA3 doesn't bring any information in the sense that RAN3 would need to change this working assumption. 

In this solution any MDT user consent revokation will be effective immediately (for Immediate MDT and setup of new Logged MDT sessions in the UE) if the UE is in idle mode when the consent revokation is made. If the UE is in connected mode, the consent revokation will be effective once the UE terminates the on-going call. In our understanding this mechanism satisfies SA3's requirement of "adequately short time".

One participant in the discussion mentioned that the notion of "call" may not be clear for the user of an always-connected smartphone, and that the operator would therefore need to provide the user with appropriate information (e.g. on the web portal) when the modification of the MDT user consent status is made. A message of the following kind was suggested:
"Please reboot/logout for the changes to become effective."

This kind of message is already used in other situations, so users are familiar with such procedure. 

Furthermore, RAN2 already agreed CRs permitting the user to erase Logged MDT configuration and associated logs already present in the UE using such procedure.

Proposal 1: RAN3 agrees stage 3 CRs [3], [4] and [5] in line with the working assumption from RAN3#71 as expressed in [2].
In [1], SA3 also requests that "Roaming users always are excluded from MDT data collection". Because the user may have provided his/her MDT consent to an operator using different PLMN-Ids in different parts of its network, RAN3 could also consider that a PLMN-id list is provided together with the user consent status. This would be an improvement for inter-PLMN X2 handover and inter-PLMN intra-eNB handover, and as such also could be considered for Rel-11.
Proposal 2: RAN3 discusses whether a a PLMN-id list is provided together with the user consent status (Rel-10 or Rel-11).
3
Conclusion
We have made the following two proposals:
Proposal 1: RAN3 agrees stage 3 CRs [3], [4] and [5] in line with the working assumption from RAN3#71 as expressed in [2].
Proposal 2: RAN3 discusses whether a a PLMN-id list is provided together with the user consent status (Rel-10 or Rel-11).
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