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6.5.3
1 Progress status

Percentage of completion: 25% (previously 10%)

Summary of progress: 
1. Way forward for documentation of UE measurement management has been decided. 
2. Reuse and extend of trace mechanism as UE based network performance measurements management were agreed.

3. Some of Stage 2 MDT configuration data propagation procedures were discussed and agreed.

4. Several MDT related LS will be exchanged with RAN2 based on the progress of this meeting.

Outstanding issues: None.
2 Minutes

The RG session was held on 14-07-2010  Wednesday Q4, late Q and Thursday Q1/Q2.
2.1 Management of UE based network performance measurements; Requirements (TS 32.cd1) 

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-101725 
	RAN EM support for UE measurements collection
QC: It is very important for RAN to have this. Support this good requirement.

E: The intention is only for collection?
M: yes for now.

E: Can trace cover this?

M: that is solution, here is requirement.

E: everything for collection is done

Vod: This is for Initiate collection
E: Then that’s different requirement.

H: How u decide which EMSI should go to which enb?

M: It depends on uc.

N: Why we talk EM, why not IrpAgt?
M: We only focus EM here. For trace, it is the same thing. 

QC: for trace, it is not impact Itf-N

N: not fully agree the rationale. 
H: Why you don’t initiate the collection by current enable trace job?
M: NM or RAN? 

M: Suppose the user move to another province…
QC: If u want use MDT sooner, you should have it in RAN also.

E: disagree with QC. You are like to use MDT without NMS. 

M: But the trace can be used without NMS.
QC: from usability POV, this is an important requirement.
AL: A lot of assumptions here.
E: intention also is for signaling based by ran? 
M: need more thinking on solution, here is just requirement. Should not discuss solution when discuss requirement.
E/N: ask more time to consider this contribution.
Conclusion: noted.
	Motorola, Vodafone

	S5-101726
	CR R10 Mechnisms for Management activation in E-UTRAN
No discussion.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Motorola, Vodafone

	S5-101794
	Discussion on requirement of considered UE state when activating MDT
M: to me, it is not req. It is stage2 thing.
H: remove the “procedure”… The intention is u should consider UE states in the MDT configuration data propagation.
QC: You need to find another description way although I agree with your intention.

N: Also think this is related to stage 2.
H: we can remove the e.g. part.
QC: this is a related to RAN2 UE requirement. Need to ask RAN2 whether it can be implemented.
Conclusion: NSN proposed the reply LS.

-> 2032 withdrawn
-> 2033 LS to RAN2 drafted by NSN
	Huawei

	S5-101873
	Specification level requirements for management of UE based network performance measurements
QC: everything is new?
N: changes on changes is because of conf call.

QC: has ran2 agreed the Logged MDT?
N: agreed
QC: some combination is missing, why?
NSN: not my intention, give an example? Agree to update the missing for next meeting.
QC: why not this meeting?
N: ok for this meeting.
-> 2034 for missing
QC: comment on Collection Period definition. Start/end time or a duration.
M: do we need start time? We only need end time considering UE.

H: why only Logged MDT in fun4/5? We think this could be for both immediate and logged. It is also conflict with the first sentence.
NSN: It is not needed for immediate MDT.
M: for immediate MDT, if the UE is not connected…
T: is it delivery mode?

AL: agree HW

E: agree NSN.
N: will double check this two parameters are for UE or not.

-> 2035 update fun4/5 and definition
	NSN

	S5-101874
	Requirement for MDT mode selection
H: operator may not care how you transfer the data. So no need to configure this.
T: consider the UE drop scenario you will not get data if operator configured as immediate.
E: the intention?

N: the selection should come from operator.
V: we have LS 1668 from r2.
Conclusion: Noted. Agree on no differentiation of immediate/logged mode from itf-N.
	NSN


2.2 Management of UE based network performance measurements; Discussion paper 

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-101791
	Discussion paper on handling of immediate reporting UE measurement data
QC: we haven’t discussed such thing. Not sure which load are u talking?
E: we should wait, in principle we should agree 
QC: H seems use PM method instead of trace.

H: we haven’t discussion anything before on how to report. This is the time for initiating the discussion.
N: How can we answer ran2 LS, we should have discussion and agreement.

QC: for proposal 1, what do u mean granularity period?

H: means collection period.

M: that’s ran2 thing

N: they are sth different.

QC: This is sth related with ue, need to be approved by ran2.

QC: bullet 1: remove “according to operator…”part. 

H: ok.

-> MDT mode selections will be in 2036 provided by NSN
Conclusion: It’s agreed on there no need to differentiate immediate/logged mode from itf-N. Partly agreed in principle on the reporting mechanism.
	Huawei

	S5-101792
	Discussion paper on MDT work split
M: u exclude one possible solution of imsi was used as initiating criteria by ran ems based on figure 4-3.
H: we do not propose for this figure, it is just an abstract.

QC: too much thinking of trace. 
AL: would it be better to let ue do it rather than the high level control?
QC: propose for temporarily/permanent criteria.

HW: It’s different categorization only. We also need to consider the combination or maybe in very detailed way.

-> 2037
	Huawei

	S5-101798
	Discussion paper for location information for MDT
QC: figure 2, IRPMgr send to which IRPAgent?
H: it is signaling based procedure, the activatetracejob is sent to HSS IRPAgent.
QC: can there be option 3?

H: yes, here is just example.

Vod: we may extend mgmt sys to fulfill the req
-> 2039 draft LS by HW for email approval
	Huawei

	S5-101776 
	On the use of trace for management of UE based network performance measurements
QC: support this contribution
M: don’t support use trace

Vod: in proposal 2, do u mean condition?
Vod: What should be transferred over X2, IMSI cannot be forwarded due to security issue. 

QC: no mention here on extension of trace, let ran2 do their work or SA5 may give them some configurations.

E: SA5 should tell ran2 from mgmt POV we would have reqs for them.

H: support this contribution.
Conclusion: agreed.

	Ericsson

	S5-101797
	Discussion paper on extending signalling based trace for UE measurements management activation
T: first requirement, users not suscribers. Fig 4.1.2.1x.2, do not see need for EMS to be there.
H: The fig is extension from existing trace fig.
T: then maybe we need cleanup in trace since no need for EMS.

QC: again, focus too much on trace. Considering the UE unconnected scenario, why need paging should be up to RAN2…
H: for immediate, you can select the attached ue to report. We can add some description to refine here…
E: when the mobile in connected, then do MDT….

N: ue switch off, then may switch on…
M: why we use EMS of HSS, not EMS of MME…
H: how you know the address of RAN TCE if he manage the core network.

M: if HSS and enb are managed by different mgrs, the procedure can’t fulfill the scenario.
E: trace activation can go to different places: HSS,MME,enb. The operator will not this, this is internal implementation.

M: aggregate data into the same TCE is ok for trace, but not for MDT.

A: doesn’t prevent you to have separate TCE.

M: RAN operators can’t get data.
N: It’s possible for RAN operators get data by existing specs.
E: M has different view on how itf-N works.
H: You can always initiate MDT from NM with RAN operator designated TCE IP address.
M: objection.
Chair: Some misunderstanding 
Conclusion: 4.1.2.1x, 4.1.2.1x.1, 4.1.2.1x.2 agreed. 4.1.2.1x.2 needs more discussion.
-> 2040 final pCR which only includes the agreed text. 
	Huawei


2.3 LS 

	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-101668 
	LS on Possible Limitation of 'Immediate MDT'
-> reply LS 2048
	RAN2

	S5-101669
	LS on Location Information for MDT
	RAN2

	S5-101890
	LS on Security Issues with Logged MDT
Wait for answer from SA3.
Conclusion: Noted.

	RAN2

	S5-101196
	LS on UE selection for MDT
-> reply LS 2044
	RAN2


2.4 Management of UE based network performance measurements; Stage 2
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source

	S5-101793 
	Way forward for UE measurements management specification documentation
Chair: 5.x remove the editor’s note from the title.

ALU: support to reuse. Make sure the existing is correct.

Chair: reorganize is possible.

Conclusion: reuse 42x, 44x without generating cd1.

Conclusion: Partly agreed. 
don’t create new TS, using 42x/44x
Skeleton is agreed with title modification.
	Huawei, Ericsson, NSN

	S5-101795
	Discussion paper on extending management based trace for area based UE measurements management
M: why we need the new job id
H: job type is not id. 

H: the intention is for clearer differentiate trace/MDT/both.

N: no need for diffentiation.
A: support to be clear.

V: better to have the type.
N: comment on traceDepth. TraceTarget is not enough.
E: 6.3.1.2. iocInstance, the word can be reworded since this is not the only way for the ue measurement? How is the TraceTarget to be used for ue measurement? “For trace” is not needed since this is also for ue measurement. Need rewording.
AL: we don’t need to distinguish them. Could be both for trace and ue measurement.

H: ok for the name change.
E: selectedUEMeasurement depend on ran2.

N: other parameters also needed

H: agree to have more general solution based on the combination of requirements. 
Conclusion: noted
	Huawei

	S5-101879
	Stage 2 description proposal for using Trace function for MDT
Chair: can we merge 42x and 44x?
N: it is hard. Better to keep them separately.

Chair: the does it make sense to introduce irpAgt into 42x?

M: No.
E: it make sense to describe them. In 422 scope: irpAgt is not in our scope.

Chair: contribution is welcome for that.

E: don’t know whether ran2 has discussed the selection to be done in ran node or ue.
N: should be done in enb/rnc

M: remove the “trace record reporting”. Regarding “trace activation to UE”, u do not distinguish immi and logged mdt?
N: we use general descprition here, do not distinguish them.

E: on diagrams, it is not clear that if there is no traffic in ran then nothing happen. 
AL: parameters should be defined to align with the previous discussion

Conclusion: noted
	NSN

	S5-101880
	MDT configuration parameters
H: collectionperiod needs clarification.
E: Type of MDT is agreed by ran2?

N: we maybe can send LS to ran2.

E: also the Device type information. include trace ref
N: agree

-> 2042
	NSN

	S5-101898
	Restricting MDT reconfiguration at UE side when using Signalling based trace activation for MDT configuration.
H: For log, there is indicator can be used by enb to judge whether the configuration is there or not
N: maybe, you are right.
Conclusion: Noted.
	NSN

	S5-102040
	Agreed with no presentation.
	Huawei

	S5-102035
	Specification level requirements for MDT
Chair: is it for 32.421?

H: This is for 32.441.
N: yes. Suggest to put to cd1 for this meeting. Email approval for cd1, action to NSN for next meeting to reorganize shadow TS for requirement.

Conclusion: agreed to put into draft 32.cd1 TS after this meeting. Reorganization will be initiated next meeting.
	NSN

	S5-102034
	Additional specification level requirements for MDT
ALU: shall for all the possibility.

NSN: it’s always needed to be implemented.

Conclusion: agreed.
	NSN

	S5-102036
	SA5#72 conclusions on handling of immediate reporting UE measurement data
NSN: requirement for 32.421.

ALU: is it UE who should decide?
NSN: 37.320 has defined the mode.

Chair: Change “OAM” to “OAM System”.

Conclusion: agreed.
	NSN

	S5-102037
	Discussion paper on MDT work split
Draft LS with 2044 to reply 1196

Conclusion: Agreed
	Huawei

	S5-102044
	LS reply to LS on UE selection for MDT
Closing
	Huawei

	S5-102039
	Reply to: LS on Location Information for MDT
E: should suggest sa2 to consider initiating LCS session from CN.
H: The LS is already sent to SA2, SA2 should take care of CN part, SA5 take care of OAM part.

N: the LS is sent to SA5, SA2 doesn’t understand trace mechanism is related with CN. We can at least suggest Sa2 to consider the solution from CN.
Chair: NSN will propose some text?
V: Propose for new wording.

H: work together with NSN,VDF on the text.

-> 2045
	Huawei

	S5-102045
	Reply to: LS on Location Information for MDT
Closing
	Huawei

	S5-102042
	MDT configuration parameters
Agreed
	NSN

	S5-102033
	LS to RAN2 on requirement of UE state when activating MDT
H: “switch off” should be “not attached the network”.
A: agree.

E: Request UE to move “to”.

-> 2046.
	NSN

	S5-102046
	LS to RAN2 on requirement of UE state when activating MDT

	NSN

	S5-102043
	LS to RAN2 on reporting period and collection perdio
Title should be changed.

E: not so clear on the wording.

N: explicitly mention reporting.

->2047
	NSN

	S5-102048
	Reply to: LS on Possible Limitation of 'Immediate MDT'
Reply LS to RAN2.
	ALU


3 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	














































































































































































































- 1 -
- 2 -

