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Discussion and decision
1 Introduction

This contribution compares the options for the MDT PLMN List transmission in X2 ans S1. We suggested down- selecting the options and proposed option 1 and option 3 are our preference.
2 Discussion

2.1 Propagation in X2: Back Ground
It is still FFS how to signal the list of MDT PLMNs and the MDT allowed indicator to the target eNB via X2 interface.Four options exist for the X2 mobility to “non-friendly PLMN”

· Option 1. Pass list always. Block user consent at PLMN border change. 
· Option 2. Block everything if the target is not in the MDT PLMN list.

· Option 3. Pass list + user consent always.
· Option 4. Block the list, but pass the user consent.
We compare these solutions in different case and proposed to consider option 1 or option 3 as possible solutions. Since no company supports option 4, we don’t compare the option 4.
2.2 Comparision Table
Node Behavior
	
	UE consent loss
	eNB behaviour for the management based MDT
	eNB Behavior for propagation in X2
	eNB behaviour for the signalling based MDT
	The target eNB is Rel-10 and non-friendly PLMN

	Option 1
	Can overcome the UE consent loss

(
	UE selection is based on the MDT PLMN List. 

(
(the UE could be selected if the serving PLMN is in the MDT PLMN List)
	re-use Rel-10 behavior
(
(Sending the Allowed Indicator to the target eNB if the new serving PLMN is same as the old one. It is Rel-10 behavior.
For MDT PLMN List, the eNB don’t need to judge, forwarding MDT PLMN List always)
	New behaviour for checking the UE context
(
(if the UE is Rel-10, send the RRC to the UE.
If the UE is Rel-11, including the MDT PLMN List and send RRC to the UE)
	MDT PLMN List will be lost in the next handover

(

	Option 2
	UE consent may be lost 

(
	UE selection is based on the UE consent
(
	New hehavior 
(
(using new judgment method for allowed indicator and MDT PLMN List 
	New behaviour for checking the UE context
(
	The MDT allowed Indicator and MDT PLMN List will be lost in the next handover

(

	Option 3
	Can overcome the UE consent loss
(
	UE selection is based on the MDT PLMN List
(
	No new hehavior
(
(the eNB don’t need to judge, forwarding always)
	New behaviour for checking the UE context
(
	Wrong action

(



From the comparision, option 1 can overcome the UE consent loss problem and the propogation behaviour is simple. Option 3 have the same advantage but if we considering the eNBs with different release connected by X2, the option 3 will introduce wrong action.
However in our understanding, we don’t see there is a need to consider the mix release with X2 interface. In the SON discussion and in the DL-Only carrier discussion, we have the common understanding that the X2 only connects the eNB with the same release. Otherwise, there is some problem. So we can follow this assumption in the MDT.
Proposal: Option 1 and Option 3 has the similar advantage. It is proposed to select one as the solution for the propogation method in X2.
2.3 Propogation in S1

We think the propogation in S1 and X2 use the same mechanism.
3 Conclusion & recommendation
This contribution discusses the MDT PLMN List transmission in S1. RAN3 is requested to conclude the following proposal:

Proposal
Option 1 and Option 3 has the similar advantage. It is proposed to select one as the solution for the propogation method in X2 and S1.
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