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6.5.3
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion: 85% (previously 75%)

Estimated completion date: SA#51 – 03/2011
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None.
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
1. Agreement on modification of TraceIRP.

2. Stage 3 definition of MDT parameters
Outstanding issues:
· User consent/ user privacy handling – requires input from SA3

· TCE address sending over air – security issue in RAN2, requires input from SA3

· Solution Set CR to Trace IRP

· MDT record content/format definition
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on 24. January 2011 2Q-4Q
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source 

	S5-110076
	LS_in from SA2 on Second LS reply to S2-105021/S5-102526 on Location Information for MDT from SA5
Noted
	SA2

	S5-110373
	Reply LS on inclusion of RF measurements into MDT report
Noted
	RAN2

	S5-110366
	Response LS on MDT related capabilities
Summary

· According to RAN2 there is no use case to have UE category in Rel-10-> needs to be removed.

· Requires also an LS to CT4 and RAN3

Conclusion: S5-110374 to reply the LS (Nokia Siemens Networks - Gyula)
CR removal of UE capabilities:S5-110375 for TS 32.422
	RAN2

	S5-110367
	LS on MDT user involvement
· One comment: IMSI is available at TCE from MME in case of area based MDT. Otherwise the rest of RAN2 understanding is correct.
· The problem also exists in Trace. Issue is whether only detailed location information requires the user consent.
· TI: it is important issue to solve this user consent issue when the IMSI is collected together with the detailed location information.

Conclusion: Draft LS answer: S5-110376 – Huawei – Zou Lan
	RAN2

	S5-110192
	CR R10 32.441 Rapporteur Cleanup Proposal on replacement of 'UE based Performance Measurements' to 'MDT'
· E/// supports the intention, but does req8 should also be changed where UE measurement is written, should that be MDT data.
· Typo in the section title

· Some editorial cleanup in the CR cover

Conclusion: Updated to S5-110377

Similar CR is needed also for 32.421 and 32.422.-> Huawei will provide it to next meeting.
	Huawei

	S5-110327
	CR R10 32.421 Add Requirements for security and privacy of UE based Network Performance Measurements
· E///: The requirements are not so clear. Would be better to make it clear. It’s also not clear whether it is Sa5 or Sa3 requirement.

· NSN: there are 2 kind of MDT: for subscription based MDT this should not be a problem and the requirement is not valid. For cell based MDT it could be a problem but it relates

· NEC: on bussiness level requirements the user privacy should be agreeable. 

· E/// would need a clear example to understand what the problem the requirement would solve. 

· NSN: proposal is to wait for the SA3 answer as in the LSS5-110367 there are some important questions raised by RAN2 that would require clarifications from SA3. Once we have a clear understanding on the problem we could formulate the requirements and possible solution at the same time. 

· Huawei: clarification on the intention of the specification level requirement. 

Conclusion: off-line discussion on the correct formulation of the bussiness level requirement. Specification level requirement is no agreed on this meeting-> needs feedback from SA3. Updated to S5-110379
	Telecom Italia

	S5-110328
	CR R10 32.441 Add Requirements for security and privacy of UE based Network Performance Measurements
· The problem is that it is possible that the trace file do not pass the IRPAgent. 

· Where the anonymization should take place. Mayb e it is also enough to do the anonymization at the TCE or already at the UE. 

· NSN: if anonymization is required and we should not provide IMSI/IMEI, why to provide any generic identity at all.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Telecom Italia

	S5-110308
	CR R10 32.422 Correcting the handling of MDT trace at handovers
· 4.2.6 why the MME shall then decide…. sentence is removed. It looks like that an important functionality is removed. 

· E/// it is to align the text with the start/stop recording session descriptions in other places of the spec. Further checking will be done by E///.

· ALU: IP address of TCE may be removed later on as RAN2 has not agreed on that. Need to wait for SA3 answer. 

· Huawei: last modification: the wording is not so clear. Rewording is required. 

· E/// maybe it is better to split 8 and 9 to logged MDT and immediate MDT.

Conclusion: Updated to S5-110380 based on the comments. 
	Ericsson

	S5-110309
	CR R10 32.422 definging exact coding of MDT parameters
· Discussed together with S5-110321

· Both approach is acceptable, but if a bitmap is selected then the type in the signalling specs needs to be changed.
· It is agreed to take the bitmap approach for the list of measurements

· Instead of having the unsigned32 type we should use ENUM as that would avoid the possible errors and makes testing easier.
· Wherever we have combination use bitmap.

Conclusion: revised to S5-110380 List of measurement pameter definition will be based on the S5-110321, unsigned32 type should be changed to ENUM.
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	S5-110321
	CR R10 32.422 Add bits information to MDT Measurements configuration
See S5-110309
	Huawei

	S5-110323
	CR R10 32.422 Add the usage of UE capability in Trace Session Activation
· It was agreed to remove the UE category from the parameters.

· UE capability is still defined by RAN, but those would not require any OAM configuration as RAN node itself can decide if a certain UE that is selected for MDT is capable for MDT.

· Dynamic UE capabilities are not defined by RAN, those are possible Rel-11 enhancements

· Also the IMSI/IMEISV should not be added to the S1 initial context setup message as IMSI and IMEISV is not allowed to send to the eNB. 

Conclusion: Noted.
	ZTE

	S5-110245
	Discussion on user consent in MDT activation mechanism
	NEC

	S5-110326
	CR R10 32.422 Insert user consent in MDT activation mechanism
· NSN: need to wait for SA3 answer. In case of IMSI based MDT this is not required.

· NEC: this is a different requirement from the anonymization: there should be a possibility that a user at any time revokes user consent and in that case UE should not send MDT reports and those UEs should not be selected.

· E/// there could be several solutions. One e.g. can be handled by the UE itself. 

· QC: currently there is no requirement that the UE should be aware when MDT data is collected. If there is no this kind of requirement, the NEC proposed requirement cannot even be solved. 

· Network always know when an MDT session is going on, but e.g. in Immediate MDT the UE is not even aware that MDT is going on.

· DT: the requirement is not to the UE but to the user of the UE. One way of solving the requirement is that the user contact via customer care to revoke the user consent
Conclusion: Left open
	NEC

	S5-110065
	CR R10 32.442 Adding MDT to Trace IRP
· The only difference between this and the huawei one is the name of the attribute. Huawei has the mdt prefix in the attribute name. NSN proposal uses the same name as in 32.422.

· Do we need to tag the different parameters which one is applicable to which function: cell trace/MDT/subscriber trace etc. 

· E///:CM or CO/ some of the attribute has meaning only in ceratin situation, e.g. logged MDT Put this kind of constraint to the attribute definition table.

· In tha attribute table all attributes should have a clear statement which one should be applicable for trace and/or MDT
· List of IMSI should be changed to only one IMSI.

· 6.3.1.2 TCE address is mentioned twice need only once.

· Remove UECapability

Conclusion: Revised to S5-110385
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	S5-110187
	CR R10 32.442 extend activeTraceJob to support MDT configuration
See S5-110187 merged with S5-110065
	Huawei

	S5-110188
	CR R10 32.446 extend activeTraceJob to support MDT configuration
Conclusion: Withdrawn Should be created to the next meeting.
	Huawei

	S5-110193
	pCR Discussion Paper for MDT data sharing
· E/// current standard does not prevent what is stated in Req1.
· Huawei: Maybe it does not prevents, but it is not clear.
· Another aspect is that we never define internal behaviour of the NMS. 
· QC: :Operator may not aware that there are so many TCEs in the network”: TCE is Operator’s network they should be aware what’s in their network.What is the use case.
· There is no issue with one IRPManager. The problem exists only with multiple IRPManagers. 
· ALU: with differentiating in CN and RAN IRPManager going into the opposite direction then we are aiming with the wireless and wireline converged management.
· Moto: Is it possible that Vendor A EMS accesses data from Vendor B TCE server.
· Huawei: the only thing is that IRPAgents reports data to the TCE. 
· Moto: nothing requires in the standard that the TCE is in the NMS layer it is possible to have it in the EMS layer. 
· It could be a deployment scenario that Operator does not allow the access of a certain TCE server for all IRPManager. So Moto thinks that requirement 1 is invalid. 
Conclusion: Noted
	Huawei

	S5-110335
	Alternative way for getting the IP address of TCE Resubmission of S5-103123
· Needs input from SA3. If SA3 answer arrived during the meeting can be discussed on Thursday.
Conclusion: left open
	Nokia Siemens Networks

	S5-110382
	LATE LS_in from SA3 (to:TSG RAN2, SA1; cc: SA5) on review of MDT design and reply LS on Security Issues with Logged MDT (Nov 2010)

· QC: the problem with the LS that it combines air interface and network interfaces from security point of view when an interface is in full control of operator has a different security risks/aspects then the air interface has.

· Data minimization: Globally comply. We provide only necessary data
· Data anonymisation: One way to address is that we do not provide IMSI/IMEI in cell traffic trace case. 

· Data security/integrity

· Can Secure FTP satisfy the requirement Where exactly need to protect the data? In the interface between DM and TCE or between eNB and TCE or MME-TCE.

· It is also possible to use normal FTP over secure channels. This is not a standard issue, but a deployment

· We should ask which interface we need to provide the security….

· User consent: Do we have a functionality where we could check the availability of the user consent of an activated MDT data session-> there is no such functionality. Maybe for the solution we could reuse some charging procedure (AoC)
Replied in S5-110383 (NEC - Giorgio)
	

	S5-110325
	CR R10 32.422 Clarify that there can be only one TRSR per TR at a given time per UE trace session for signalling based trace

· Moto:there is a need to have at least 2 TRs per UE: one for core network signalling to be trace the other for the radio max trace detph.
· ALU: in the last meeting it was already agreed to have one signle TR and TRSR per UE. 

· Moto: no for trace only it is not yet agreed. 

Conclusion: The CR is agreed
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	75.1
	Description of the action
	Rel-11
	Owner
	New
	SA5#76
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