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1   Introduction
The introduction of the change in TS 36.423 seems to be not enough clear and was commented offline.
This response paper first highlight the reason why the proposed change in CR R3-160046 is not valid and then proposes an alternative to avoid future comeback on this issue.
2   Discussion
2.1   Encoding issue in eNB
The CR proposed the following change in order to respect the MDT agreement.
If Signalling Based MDT PLMN List is available in the MDT Configuration, the source eNB shall,if supported, include the MDT Configuration IE in the HANDOVER REQUEST message, except if the source eNB selects a serving PLMN in the target eNB which is not included in the Signalling Based MDT PLMN List.
It should be noted that’s the previous sentences also respect the MDT agreement.

The major drawback of the change is that’s:

1) How to use the new optional Signalling Based MDT PLMN List IE is not described anymore; which was the main goal of the sentence introduction. The sentence focuses only on how to use the new IE when to include it or not. This is needed.
2) The MDT configuration IE and more generally the propagation of MDT is described at stage2 and in the beginning of sub clause 8.2.1.2 

Stage2: “For LTE, the MDT configuration received by signalling based trace messages for a specific UE will propagate during intra-PLMN handover, and may propagate during inter-PLMN handover if the target PLMN is included in the Signalling based MDT PLMN List. This behaviour applies also for MDT configuration that includes area scope, regardless of whether the source or target cell is part of the configured area scope.”
Note: The MDT configuration may be propagated with or without the IE pending to the stage2 description and release of the node, example a rel-11 may continues the propagation of the MDT Configuration without the new, in same PLMN, if the new IE is not supported.
3) The description of inclusion of MDT Configuration IE in the HANDOVER REQUEST message is not accurate. The MDT Configuration IE is an optional IE of the Trace Activation IE.
4) The previous wording “The source eNB shall, if supported and available ...” is an alignment on previous rel-10 wording in order to maintain some consistency.
2.2   Proposed changes
It is understood that’s several company all raised some doubt and confusion on the current wording. In order to avoid future come back on this issue, it is proposed to clarify the behaviour of the new IE with a clear decency and inclusion in other IE by following change.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to revise the CR R3-130046 in the following way: 
The source eNB shall, if supported and available in the MDT Configuration, include the Signalling based MDT PLMN List IE in the MDT Configuration IE within the Trace Activation IE in the HANDOVER REQUEST message, except if the source eNB selects a serving PLMN in the target eNB which is not included in the Signalling Based MDT PLMN List.

3   Conclusion / Proposals
In this contribution, we show why the proposed change in CR R3-130046 was not appropriate and propose the following way forward in order to avoid future discussion:

The source eNB shall, if supported and available in the MDT Configuration, include the Signalling based MDT PLMN List IE in the MDT Configuration IE within the Trace Activation IE in the HANDOVER REQUEST message, except if the source eNB selects a serving PLMN in the target eNB which is not included in the Signalling Based MDT PLMN List.
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