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2 Proposal
[bookmark: _Hlk513714389]It is proposed to update TR 23.748 as follows

FIRST CHANGE (all text is new)
[bookmark: _Toc50467040][bookmark: _Toc50468384][bookmark: _Toc50468654][bookmark: _Toc50468925][bookmark: _Toc50630900][bookmark: _Toc50631402]7.X	Evaluation of solutions for Key Issue #3
KI3, as any key issue within this TR, is constrained by the requirement not to change RAN specifications. So solutions to this KI have the choice between 
1	using the existing information that per R16 specifications the RAN can report about an UE over the CP (N2/NGAP) or over the UP (GTP-u). This leaves Location information (cell Id or information defined in 23.373 /”LCS”) and information reported as part of Qos Monitoring (delays between the UE, the RAN and the UPF)
2	using the R16 MnS producer to get a richer set of information that are defined as part of MDT tracing specifications
The former approach can give only a limited output (for example the application cannot get information on the expected throughput in the near future) and it is questionable whether using this limited information is worthwhile the effort related with this KI;
Conversely the 	R16 MnS producer can provide a richer set of information.

Defining a solution relying on OAM specifications often raises 2 set of questions
-	are OAM specifications “hard specifications” we can rely on ? : SA5 specification rely on the same baseline (HTTP REST, SBA,…) as 5GC specifications and there is no reason not to assess these specifications as as trustworthy as 5GC CP specifications
-	will OAM mechanisms be able to deliver Real time enough information. A few things need to be considered
-	regardless of the way (OAM, CP, UP) to get RAN information about an UE, providing instantaneous data is a waste of effort (too much signalling) and detrimental to the application (that does not want to be flooded by information about the UE) and thus needs information that has been subject to proper integration / Averaging / hysteresis , which obviously require time  and bring delay regardless of the way (OAM, CP, UP) to deliver the  RAN information
-	RAN R16 specifications support streaming MDT tracing which mean Near Real time data, where the adjective “near” is more due to the necessary integration process discussed above than to the delays of OAM processes. OAM is no more only getting counters every 15 min
[bookmark: _GoBack]The benefit of being able to provide a richer set of information to application outweighs the claimed drawbacks of the OAM based solution
NEXT CHANGE (2) all text is new)
[bookmark: _Toc50468387][bookmark: _Toc50468657][bookmark: _Toc50468928][bookmark: _Toc50630903][bookmark: _Toc50631405][bookmark: _Toc50467043]9.X	Conclusions for Key Issue #3
Solution 42 is endorsed for normative specifications
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