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1.
Introduction

In [1], the measurements for the area SAE Bearer release are structured as attempts, successes and failures. [image: image1.wmf]eNB initiated
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This is somewhat according to the structure for RAB release in [2].  [image: image2.emf]RAB release request 
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However these structures are not according to the structure for HSDPA and HSUPA in [2].
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The aim of this discussion paper is to provide support for [3] where the structure is proposed to be changed for SAE Bearer Release (and eventually also for UE Context release when those measurements are added to [1]).
Also since a SAE Bearer can be released with 2 different procedures (the SAE Bearer Release and the UE Context Release) the way of the release structure in [1] can not work, e.g. how can the “Number of SAE Bearers requested to release initiated by eNodeB per cause” be correctly calculated when there are no cause codes available for SAE Bearer Release procedures (E-RAB Release in [4])?

2.
Discussion
For SAE Bearer Release, the important part of release is not the release procedure itself, it is the reason for why the release procedure was initiated.

· Why would a SAE Bearer Release procedure fail?

· Is it the success rate of the procedure that is interesting for optimization of a network?

· Is it the reason for initiating the release procedure that is of interest and how the release procedure affects the end-user that is interesting for optimization of a network?

For UTRAN , HSDPA and HSUPA can be considered as enhancements to the system. Hence, also the way of measuring releases is improved to the better. Should not E-UTRAN then continue in the track of HSDPA and HSUPA rather than take a step back to the original way of measuring RAB release?
4.
Conclusions

Change the structure of SAE Bearer Release in [1] to a structure similar to HSDPA and HSUPA.
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