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Agenda Item:
Breakout (6.5.4.4)
Agenda
This breakout session is to address the UE level measurements collection method which will impact the documents listed in the following table.
	Tdoc No.
	Title
	Notes taken at the breakout session

	S5-237555
	pCR TS 28.abc Add template for UE level measurement definition (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
[Ericsson]: the scope is missing and it's difficult to judge if the pCRs fit the agreed scope...

[Intel]: explained the situation and time constraints to make it into Rel-18

[Samsung]: concerns with UE identifiers that requires offline discussion

[Ericsson]: will this spec contain both measurements and job NRM?

[Intel]: our proposal is "yes", but we can focus on agreeing "draft TS" content and move the job NRMs where it's preferred by the group

[Samsung]: strong preference on re-using the existing specifications...

Keep it open (Intel will moderate an offline discussion)
	

	S5-237556
	pCR TS 28.abc Add NRMs for UE measurement job (Intel, Nokia, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Telefonica]: - "rootObjectInstances" and "measuredObject" attributes -> why keep them separate? and their current name is a bit misleading. Suggest to merge them and re-brand them as "measuredObjectScope" (something similar to S5-237914).
[Intel]: will take offline (the most controversial part) - Samsung, Ericsson, Nokia, Huawei, DTAG, Verizon, ZTE, NEC are all interested

Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
=== breakout session ===

[Rapporteur]: based on the offline discussions, a new category of a job (based on trace) will be defined. 28.622 trace job has two categories (trace and MDT). Another category (3rd one) will be added... but the trace feature will be re-used. However, for signaling activations we would need support from other WGs (such as SA2, CT...).

[NEC]: Trace and MDT have some issues... closer to real time have overhead and latency that does not help... do we see these as an issue

[Intel]: we have streaming reporting, from the reporting perspective there is no issue. it's almost real-time. The collection granularity (not reporting capabilities) will determine what can be available... In MDT the granularity is already 250ms. In the measurement definitions we could make it shorter (if necessary).

[NEC]: the volume of data could be a concern

[Intel]: with signaling activation (per-UE targeted) the volume is not a concern.

[NEC]: what about consent?

[Intel]: network side measurements do not need consent. also with 3rd job category (not MDT) we don't create dependency on user consent

[Samsung]: Samsung favors PM approach... but we agree that re-using as much as possible is important

[Intel]: the issue raised by ZTE focuses on the need to correlate the collected measurements, in MDT/Trace style it's easier to achieve. With PM style it's possible, but much more difficult (especially, the mobility issues are not a problem with signaling propagations).

[Samsung]: we will use the same call processing IDs?

[Intel]: we can give an example with delay measurements - RAN delay and UPF reported delay. UPF knows what IDs can be used (available) - session ID, QI, etc... but gNB CU-UP does not know the NGAP ID, only E1AP id or RAN-UE-ID...
[Vice-chair]: provided view on the existing specifications and available time (in Rel-18) to make "per-UE" measurements available in Rel-18
[Intel]: pointed out at particular measurement requested in the SA2 LS

[Samsung]: can we satisfy SA2 request without worrying about how they use the data we provide (how NWDAF and other 5GC functions correlate)
[ZTE]: Id is one of the issues, a bigger issue is that NWDAF has no knowledge of the UE mobility (where the "interesting UE" is currently located - which NF would provide relevant measurements).
[NEC]: proposes to define clear terminology (e.g. "per-UE" or "by-UE")

[Samsung]: pointed at the confusing/wrong text at the 28.552 that may be interpreted incorrectly

[PI Works]: pointed at the clause that clearly distinguishes the measurement types (confirming that the PMs are not per UE)


	

	S5-237559
	pCR TS 28.abc Add MnS framework for UE level measurement collection and reporting (Intel, Nokia, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Telefonica]: This contribution is already contained in 7556 (clause 5.1)
Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
	

	S5-237561
	pCR TS 28.abc Add MnS service components for UE level measurement collection (Intel, Nokia, NEC) (Yizhi Yao)
[Telefonica]: This contribution is already contained in 7556 (clause 5.7)
Will be handled in "Breakout 4" on Wednesday parallel in Q2 session starts at 11:30. Intel (Yizhi) is the moderator, minutes under 8161.
	

	S5-237562
	pCR TS 28.abc Add Per-UE measurement related to DL packet delay between PSA UPF and UE (Intel) (Yizhi Yao)
[Samsung]: has dependency on 7556 (which is handled in breakout session)

[Intel]: proposes to discuss measurements independently

[Samsung]: "UEMeasurementJob MOI"

[Huawei]: which method will be used - PM or MDT method?

[Intel]: new method (not re-using MDT), but open for suggestions... If we re-use trace/MDT, we introduce dependency on other WGs (RAN3/CT)

[Samsung]: the start was to collect measurements for a particular UE, not all UEs (but reported per UE)... there is an interesting discussion (also on the impacts on the NE/NF if they have to filter per UE).

[ZTE]: based on an offline discussion, we support defining UE level measurements in SA5. But when it comes to solutions (e.g. PM) for collecting these, we have concerns based on the requirements from SA2 - the session identifiers. NWDAF triggering or initiating the dynamic collection... SMF change is an example of scenarios to be addressed (how to support NWDAF that is not necessary aware of the mobility). How NWDAF can identify sessions, needs to be investigated (potential enhancements to NWDAF, RAN, etc...). This applies only to "PM style" of collection (not to "MDT style" of collection).

Revised to 8164
	


