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6.6.2
1 3GPP Work Plan status

Percentage of completion:  20 % (previously 0 %) (WID SP-110135)
Estimated completion date:  SA#58 (Dec-2012)
Other information (WID update, Rapporteur change, etc): None.
2 Technical Progress status

Summary of progress: 
1. Inter-PLMN (E-PLMN) mobility MDT, agreements for limited rel-10 functionality and preliminary discussions for full rel-11 support

2. MDT postioning requirements agreed  
3. RLF reporting requirements discussed
4. Correction CRs for 32.421 and 32.422 agreed
Outstanding issues: None.
3 Minutes

The RG session was held on Tuesday 16.10 – 19.15, Thursday 08.00 – 13.00, and 17-18.30.
2.1 LS (30 minutes)
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	
	Source 

	S5-112249
	Reply LS on Immediate MDT in case of inter-PLMN handover
Conclusion: Noted
	
	RAN3

	S5-112250
	LS on Removal of MDT M3 LTE Measurement
Ericsson: there is related SA5 work to be done.
Conclusion: Noted (there are related CRs)
	
	RAN2

	S5-112256
	LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT
Ericsson: the E-PLMN LSs are related not only to MDT, but to other functions as well. We should try to make a basic rudimentary solution for MDT in rel-10, and a more complete solution in rel-11. 
Huawei: depending on which solutions will be concluded during the meeting, SA5 might need to reply to this LS.
Conclusion: Keep open (there will be  related CRs).
Combine with LS reply to RAN in S5-112670 (Huawei to draft) 

	
	TSG-SA

	S5-112265
	Reply LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT
Conclusion: Noted
	
	CT1

	S5-112272
	Reply LS to S5-111696/S3-100575 on Minimization of Drive Tests (MDT) privacy
Ericsson: the user consent part must be solved by SA3, and if solved it will not have any impact on SA5. 
Conclusion: Keep open. Postpone LS reply to the next meeting. 
	
	SA3


2.2 TS 32.421 (100 minutes)
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	
	Source 

	S5-112363
	Discussion paper MDT at roaming and inter - PLMN mobility
Ericsson: Agree that this kind of problems should be solved, but when other groups get involved, it can take time. The logged data is sent to TCE, and depending on how the networks are shared, there is a risk that data from one operator’s network ends up in another operator’s TCE. We think that this would not be acceptable. As we do not know the exact network scenarios, we need to decide which support we should be able to specify.  Subscription based MDT would be difficult to solve before rel-11. Area based MDT should probably be possible to solve in rel-10. We  propose to solve subscription based MDT early in rel-11. The reason is that we only have one TCE address. If we have a combined trace, where we collect data from two PLMNs , to which TCE should we propagate the data ? The support for this is difficult to achieve before rel-11.
TeliaSonera: Our experts (as we only have our own CN) thinks that also subscription based MDT should be possible. Currently, RAN3 is discussing this area, and their conclusion should be for guidance also for us . We suggest that SA5 make conclusions on Thursday this week. 
NSN: There seem to be a broader discussion than the MDT related regarding E-PLMN. Is our discussion limited to MDT ?

TeliaSonera: SA2/SA has concluded that all features shall also be working for shared networks.

Ericsson: For area based immediate MDT, probably the only thing that stops a solution in rel-10, is that the user consent is sent from the CN to the shared PLMN.  
ALU: in the proposal, “country” is mentioned. Is this something new , i.e. shared network between countries ?

Ericsson: This is something that need to be defined in different network scenarios. 

Conclusion: Noted
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112364
	CR R10 32421 MDT for multiple PLMN IDs
CON-19:

Ericsson: CON-19, how much will this cover ? “One market”, is this one country/a continent ? Would it be better to say  “When there are shared PLMNs …” ? 

reformulate “on one market within the same country”. 

Ericsson: It can be difficult to fulfill the complete requirement in rel-10, depending on progress in RAN2/RAN3. If we do area based MDT, that will be possible to support, but the subscription based MDT will take longer time. 

TeliaSonera: we should be sure of RAN2/RAN3 decisions. 

Ericsson: The “TCE address problem” might not yet be understood fully by the other groups.

FUN-19:

Ericsson: OK 

NSN: req no. should not be re-used. 

NSN: vocabulary “E-PLMN” and “home E-PLMN” needs to be straightened out generally,

FUN-20:

FUN-20 to be removed for rel-10.

ALU: what is the country of the Home PLMN ? 

Conclusion: Remove CON-19 last part in this rel-10 CR, but keep it in the corresponding rel-11 mirror CR,
Remove FUN-20 for rel-10. Change req-no for FUN-19. Updated r1 version was agreed.  New T-doc 112663 updated by MCC. 
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112369
	CR R11 32421 MDT for multiple PLMN IDs
CON-19 changed to be consistent with S5-112364
FUN-19 req no. changed. 

FUN-20 copied from the rel-10 CR. Req no. changed to FUN-21. 
Conclusion: Updated r1 version was agreed  New T-doc S5-112664 updated by MCC.
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112425
	CR R11 32.421 Adding requirements for MDT positioning
 Huawei: How to understand “periodicity similar to periodicity…”
Ericsson: It should be possible to get position info with the same interval (approximately) .

Huawei : will you use the exisiting UE measurements periodicity, but when you get the location, it will not have the exactly same timestamp ?

Ericsson: that is correct.

NSN: In some cases (e.g. 120 ms) , there would be difficult to have the positioning info in that pace, so we should formulate it so that if the measurement periodicity is approx 1 second or less we should not need to have the location information with the same frequency. 

Ericsson: Agree that for very short time between the measurements it should not be needed to have the same  frequent postioning reporting. 

PIworks: Is there a need to have synchronized postioning information on the network level?

Ericsson: Depending on the positioning method, the information  might be more or less synchronized.   

PIWorks: It is about positioning function in the eNodeB (TA) .
Ericsson: We do not at this stage specifiy exactly which postioning method to use.
ALU: What is meant with “raw positioning data “?

Ericsson: We might also have raw info gathered in the NodeB. The intention is to say that he data can be post-processed also over Itf-N.  

Huawei: FUN-20: are all positioning types to be supported ? E: we cannot require all UEs to support GPS, but if supported, it is to prefer and should be possible to be selected.

ALU: FUN-21: “Configure the type” Is it part of the MDT config of the UE, and the UE determines?

Ericsson: Either we can collect timing info or we have a “ready-to-use” positioning data.

NSN: If the UE is indoors, it might not be able to provide the positioning data even if it has GPS functionality.

Ericsson: This is more like an example, it might need some reformulation to be clear. 

Huawei: Do you need to describe the aspect, that you should be able to select only UEs that supports a specific positioning technology. If it depends on UE capability, we cannot decide this in SA5 only.
Ericsson: We are totally open to which positioning method that should be used.

Huawei: RAN2 has discussed possible positioning methods.  

Ericsson: We already have a number of positioning methods in the system today.  An operator would like to have a choice between the methods (some may e.g. give more load in the system). 

Ericsson:We cannot decide this in SA5 about the air interface or if we should specify a new postioning method, we are dependent on other groups.

Is it totally up to each vendor to decide on which method to support ?
ALU: what is the point of setting the type to GPS ? Ericsson: if the UE does not support GPS, how can then the positioning method be chosen. 
PIWorks: it is related to the bundle of positioning information.

NSN: configuring accuracy does not make sense .
Huawei: if the UE cannot support any positioning info ? 

Conclusion : To be updated:  CON-20 to be reworded. CON-19 can stay as it is . Req FUN-21 to be discussed more off-line. 

Updated to S5-112679. AGREED.
  
	
	Ericsson

	S5-112439
	CR 32.421 R11 Add MDT UE selection criteria requirements
NSN: You say minimum number , but specifiy maximum number ?

NSN: For area based MDT, how much traffic can we expect from a single cell ? Is this really a problem ?

Huawei: Agrees that the reason for change can be misleading. For minimum we mean a minimum number of users in a specific area. 
ALU: are you trying to specify that you need at least a specific no. of users before you start MDT? Huawei: not really, eNB should take into consideration to select the minimum no. of users.

Ericsson: A maximum number would make more sense. And for immediate MDT, it would not ever be possible to start. 
China Unicom: one user’s data is better than zero, so there is no need to set a minimum. A maximum value would make sense, though

Huawei: Our intention is not to put condition for “start of MDT”
Conclusion: Not agreed. Off-line discussion needed.

	
	Huawei

	S5-112440
	CR 32.421 R11 Add MDT location availability requirements
NSN: same problem as for the /// contribution regarding the periodicity. 
Huawei: Periodicity is not mentioned, 

NSN; You write “together”. 

Huawei: Do not specify that it should be precisely synchronized. 

NSN: “Together” can not exclude “syncronization”

Compare with Ericsson req no. 20. 

NSN: It would be good to separate into several requirements, to make it clear. 

Ericsson: Location info should be put in the same file ?
Do you want to replace req 20 ? Huawei: No, you should probaly reword your req no. 20.

Conclusion:Noted. Update the Ericsson contribution according to the discussion. Updated to S5-112674. CR header updated to S5-112683 and AGREED.
	
	Huawei

	S5-112441
	Discussion on correlating RLF reporting with MDT reporting
over Itf-N 
Ericsson: This is placed under 32.421, so far we have not had this fine granularity for MDT requirements. Ericsson has a corresponding contribution towards 32.422. Do not think we need this detailed level of requirenments.

Huawei: In previous meeting, it has been identified that there are many problems to be solved for RLF, and this is an attempt to set the requirements. 

Ericsson: We agree to that we should have an analysis of RLF, but we do not think that we need requirements on this detailed level. We see a clear benefit to include RLF handling in MDT, so in this aspect we agree with Huawei..

NSN: The last req is diffcult to understand. 

Ericsson: The corresponding Ericsson paper shows that in some cases we will not be able to do this correlation with RLF report. 

ALU: Target cell implies that it is an handover. 

Conclusion: Keep document open, and wait for the result of the discussion of the Ericsson contribution. 

No common view could yet be reached in the off-line discussions. Postponed to the next meeting.  
	
	Huawei


2.3 TS 32.422 (385 minutes)
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	
	Source 

	S5-112365
	CR R10 32422 RAI in MDT area scope
NSN: Why not change also LAC to LAI ?
Ericsson: does this mean that we also need CRs for Trace IRP 32.442 and 32.446 ?
Conclusion: Approved conditionally (check RAN2 result at the end of the week). Corresponding Trace IRP CRs to be provided for the next meeting. 
TeliaSonera: The change to LAI and 

RAI in 36.331 was made in RAN2 last meeitng.
To be updated to to S5-112684 
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112370
	CR R11 32422 RAI in MDT area scope
Conclusion:. To be updated to S5-112685 
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112366
	CR R10 32422 Activating MDT in home operator that uses more 
than one PLMN
Huawei: MME based information to decide if a roaming user is in a country different from the home country. NSN: MCC (Mobile Country Code) can be used
Ericsson: “…may use user consent information…” why the word “may”. 
Ericsson: If we have shared networks, in rel-10 we cannot guarantee that MDT data will not end up in another operator’s TCE. If we should guarantee this, the 2nd part of the text (“if the user is roaming…..” should be deleted for rel-10. 
TeliaSonera: Wants to get the problem solved in rel-10.

Ericsson: That would be a problem for rel-10 .

Section Area based MDT:

Ericsson: “May forward” to be changed to “shall forward”. 

Huawei: Where is the place to configure the HPLMN ?
Conclusion: Change “may” to “shall” according to the above. Some other wording need to also be changed. R1 version was edited during the session
Off-line discussion for the signalling based MDT. Keep open till the evening.  
Result from off-line discussion: most companies agreed to the described changes. New T-doc no. S5-112691. To be updated. 
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112367
	CR R10 32422 Inter-PLMN MDT for operator that uses more than
one PLMN
NSN: 1st modification: Instead of changing “ shall” to “may” we do not need the sentence any more, so it can be omitted. 

ALU: “Shall can be kept”

Conclusion: Keep open for the evening session. 
TeliaSonera: CR Withdrawn because of remaining discussion in RAN2/RAN3. 
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112368
	CR R10 32422 Inter-PLMN MDT for operator that uses more than
one PLMN - with ASN impact

Telia Sonera: Withdrawn (no necessary CT4 support)
Conclusion: Withdrawn.
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112371
	
CR R11 32422 Activating MDT in home operator that uses more 
than one PLMN
Updated online according to S5-112366 
NSN: Thinks generally that the different network sharing scenarios need to be studied before we discuss the detailed proposals.

Ericsson: Agrees that scenarios are important, but we are also expected from other groups and operators to provide some results. We should add a comment (editors note) that more scenario studies are needed in certain cases.
Chair: we should focus on rel-10 work primarily and get back to rel-11 at the end of the session. 
Conclusion: Keep open (rel-11)
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112372
	CR R11 32422 Inter-PLMN MDT for operator that uses more than
one PLMN
Discussion: -
Conclusion: Keep open (Rel-11) 
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112373
	CR R11 32422 Inter-PLMN MDT for operator that uses more than
one PLMN - with ASN impact
Discussion: -  

Conclusion: Keep open (rel-11)
	
	TeliaSonera

	S5-112433
	RLF reporting in MDT trace
Huawei: There seems to be an overlap between proposals 1 and 2
Ericsson: prop 1 is for immediate MDT, prop 2 is about that we can have RLF only or other measurements OR both RLF measurements and other measurements., The option for chosing RLF is purely for immediate , not for logged. 
ALU: source cell/target cell ?

Ericsson: If the call is dropped, we would probably not be able to record (only when it is re-established). 

ALU, then you would loose some RLF reports. 
Conclusion: Postponed for the next meeting. 
	
	Ericsson

	S5-112434
	CR R11 32.422 Adding RLF reporting to MDT
Huawei: 5.10.3:  If M4 is not configured, and UE has automatically reported M4 measurement, would it be necessary to report measurement to TCE?
Ericsson: If the manager has not requested it, there is no need to send it.

Ericsson: We need to be careful when specifying which parameters thet need to be sent. 

ALU: Reporting format, maybe a note should be added about that dropped calls/re-esablished calls are not covered. 

Ericsson: Another mechanism would be needed. 

Huawei: M4 and M1 has overlapping content.

Ericsson: Yes, that overlap will always be there as soon as you have ordered M1. It has nothing to do with how you order it.  
Conclusion: Noted. Off-line discussion needed and some revision needed.  (might need to wait for the next meeting depending on the outcome from the discussion,)
	
	Ericsson

	S5-112442
	Discussion paper on MDT continuation in EPLMN scenario
Huawei: Dependent on discussion with other groups. 

Ericsson: the 2nd proposal for logged MDT: the existing text seems quite sufficient. In idle mode there is no handover, so why is the 2nd  proposal needed?

Huawei: It is not within the SA5 scope, Air interface change is needed. The blue marked proposal in 4.2.7 does really belong to bullet 1 in 4.2.6.
Conclusion: Noted. Discussion to be continued off-line.
	
	Huawei

	S5-112443
	CR 32.422 R10 Add Clarification for MDT continuation in EPLM
N Scenario
Huawei: withdraws the CR.
Conclusion: Withdrawn
	
	Huawei

	S5-112444
	Discussion paper on UE selection in EPLMN scenario
NSN: Option 2 is currently being discussed in RAN groups, so we need to wait for their decision. 
Huawei, The configuration is an SA5 issue, other parts are RAN dependent. 

Chair: is this for rel-10?

NSN: from RAN perspective it is for rel-10. 

Ericsson: It seems like it is totally necessary to configure this, or can it be based on already available data.

Huawei: RAN groups are still to decide (e.g. if separate MDT access control list is needed).

Ericsson: There might be information that can be re-used. 

If we ask RAN groups, do we have a preferred solution in SA5 ?

Chair: no need to specify a preferred solution. 

Conclusion: Noted. LS to RAN2 to be drafted in S5-112670
	
	Huawei

	S5-112445
	CR 32.422 R10 Add Clarification for UE selection in EPLMN 
Scenario
. 
Conclusion: Remove everything related to the list. To be revised off-line and updated in S5-112671.
To be further updated in S5-112692

	
	Huawei

	S5-112446
	CR 32.752 R11 Add access rights configuration among PLMNs
Huawei: related to list. Need to be discussed off-line/ with RAN groups 
Conclusion: Noted. 
	
	Huawei

	S5-112447
	CR 32.422 R10 MDT measurement alignment
NSN: regarding modified bit maps. Introcucing a separate bit for combination does not make sense (it is a bit-map, not ENUM), 

Huawei: agreees that additional bits are not needed. 
Conclusion:To be updated in S5-112672
AGREED.

	
	Huawei

	S5-112448
	CR 32.422 R11 MDT measurement alignment
Conclusion: To be updated in S5-112673,
AGREED
	
	Huawei

	S5-112449
	CR 32.422 R10 Error Correction on description of TCE IP 
address in MDT report
NSN: WI code to be updated. 
Conclusion: Agreed after update
	
	Huawei

	S5-112450
	CR 32.422 R11 Error Correction on description of TCE IP 
address in MDT report
Chair: Should be category A and rel-10 WI code, 
Conclusion: Agreed after update 
	
	Huawei

	S5-112451
	CR 32.422 R11 Enhance TRSR uniqueness mechanism in management based MDT
Ericsson: Cell ID: what do you mean, is it on layer 3 ? You also propose to send this to the UE, we need to know more about this Cell ID. 

ALU: It needs to be worked out a bit. 

Huawei: can we agree to use the proposal in the management based MDT ?

Ericsson: We should take some time and think over what the best solution is (needs to be “compact” for the UE).

Huawei: The UE already knows the cell ID. 

Ericsson, yes they know at least the layer 2 cell identity (which is not unique) 

Huawei: Can we agree to the last part in 5.7 ?

Ericsson: Would not like to do that, as it is unclear what cell ID is. 
Conclusion: Noted. 
	
	Huawei

	S5-112518
	Discuss Paper for Coordination of UE Measurements and Locati
on Service for MDT
R1 was available during the meeting.

Discussion: 
NSN: We have discussed the accuracy of the positioning. Do not see the point of this kind of parameter.

It is better to have some postioning info than nothing. China Unicom has already expressed this. 

ZTE:There are many positioning methods. We want to set some parameter to select the accuracy.  .
Ericsson: this goes directly into a asolution without looking at requirements first. We have dropped earlier requriements on posiotioning method, and we think that it is not needed to specify accuracy. 
Conclusion: No agreement. Noted.
	
	ZTE

	S5-112519
	Add procedure description of Coordination of UE Measurements
and LCS
Discussion 

Conclusion: Noted 
	
	ZTE

	S5-112520
	Discussion on reduction of traffic generated in MDT
NSN: You suggest criteria based on UE measurements. There can be UE measurements that are not available to eNB, This is totally misleading for MDT, 
NEC: If not the operator is interested.
NSN: The decisions for MDT are available above the eNB. 

NEC: Does not have such a detailed view over time, he only has an aggegated view, but does not now exactly at which times the problems occurred, 

NSN: You suppose that MDT is running all the time, which is not the case. 

Ericsson: The assumption that the only selection criteria is Area based is wrong. Also UE identity can be used. You will need to have the MDT turned on all the time to make the intended evaluation.

Huawei: agrees with Ericsson comment. You seem to want to give the UE a threshold, there is no need for UE to report when to report or not based on a threshold. 

NSN: UE does only what it is told to do (for reporting). We should need some threshold evaluation in the eNodeB,

NEC: E.g. if there are no HO failures within a certain time frame. 

Ericsson: Are you saying  that this kind of measurements have to be evaluated in the eNodeB per UE ?

NSN: For area based MDT you can always make the area smaller. 

ALU: There might be other problems in the eNB than the selected measurment.
Conclusion: No consensus (noted) 
	
	NEC

	S5-112521
	CR 32422vb00 Add performance criteria for MDT
Conclusion: Noted. 
	
	NEC

	S5-112522
	Discussion on handling MTC devices in MDT
A: NSN: To exclude MTC device: the selection should be made based on device capability in general.
Ericsson: this is only for area based MDT, you are proposing to use the IMEI info for selection, which is forwarded to TCE, but not to the eNodeB. That would also affect other groups as they already have decided that the IMEI should not be forwarded to the radio network. You will already at configuration in the HLR know which devices will be fixed etc and we can then conclude that these devices are not subject for MDT. 
NEC: that is not a technical solution, but a work-around. 

NEC: we have a note in the WI… 

NSN: agreees that an operator can want to exclude certain devices, but it will probably be done based on other characterstics than a device being of MTC type. 
Conclusion: No consensus. Noted.
	
	NEC

	S5-112523
	CR 32422vb00 Add selection based on type of device
Conclusion: No concensus (noted)
	
	NEC

	S5-112524
	CR 32422va40_Correct figure in MDT activation
NSN: it is not about MDT (the figure is for trace) , and it is only half correct. We should not yet change the trace figure. 
Conclusion: To be discussed off-line Noted.
	
	NEC

	S5-112525
	CR 32422vb00_Correct figure in MDT activation
Conclusion: Noted. 
	
	NEC

	S5-112500
	CR R10 32.422 Add PS domain MDT activiation procedure after UE attach
R1 version was avaialble during the meeting. 

Discussion:
Ericsson: agrees with the proposal.

Chair: Section numbering needs to be corrected (13.2a). Include only changed sections in the CR. Adjust title (remove TS no.) 
Conclusion: Agreed with changes in S5-112680
	
	China Unicom

	S5-112501
	CR R11 32.422 Add PS domain MDT activiation procedure after UE attach
Discussion: See S5-112500. Should be category A and WI code rel-10.
Conclusion: Agreed with changes in S5-112681
	
	China Unicom

	S5-112541
	Cleanup text for propogation of Immediate MDT
Discussion: Chair: CR Category should be D?
Conclusion:MCC to update.S5-112682. Agreed.
	
	Alcatel-Lucent

	S5-112549
	Enhancement for E-UTRAN activation mechanisms for area based MDT without IMSI/IMEI(SV) selection
Ericsson: The intention is very good, and the reasoning is very valid. But the solution will not work as eNB does not have access to IMEI.

PIWorks: Activation of the MME can be an altenative.

NSN: Then we are talking about signalling-based activation. 

NSN: Similar to the NEC contribution, 
Ericsson: Even if it becomes a signalling-based activation, we can still see merits with it. 

PIWorks: Something between area based and signalling based.

Conclusion: Another solution needed. Can be handled as e-Mail approval, if provided before the end of the MDT session. New T-doc no. S5-112666.
	
	PIWorks

	S5-112550
	Correction in flow chart for area based MDT activation in E-UTRAN
Chair: revision marks should be used. CR also needed for rel-10. 
Conclusion: Rel-10 CR and mirror rel-11 CRs to be provided. New T-docs S5-112667 and 668.
	
	PIWorks


2.4 TS 32.442 (15 minutes)
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	
	Source 

	S5-112429
	CR R10 32.442 Correction to AreaScope parameter in MDT job configuration
Discussion: 
Huawei: Not valid for logged MDT? If we support multiple cells, It should be applied for immediate and logged. 

Ericsson: For area based MDT it is a benefit if we can allow more cells than one. We allow only one cell to do the activation, which will create the Trace Recording Reference. 

NSN: Agrees that in logged MDT, the problem does not exist. 
Conclusion: Need more off-line discussion. 
	
	Ericsson

	S5-112431
	CR R11 32.442 Correction to AreaScope parameter in MDT job configuration
Discussion: 

Conclusion: Need more off-line discussion
	
	Ericsson


2.5 TS 32.446 (10 minutes)
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	
	Source 

	S5-112430
	CR R10 32.446 Correction to AreaScope parameter in MDT job configuration
Discussion:  -
Conclusion: Need more off-line discussion
	
	Ericsson

	S5-112432
	CR R11 32.446 Correction to AreaScope parameter in MDT job configuration
Discussion:  -
Conclusion: Need more off-line discussion.
	
	Ericsson


2.6 Outgoing LS (10 minutes)
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	
	Source 

	S5-112670
	Reply to: LS on Equivalent PLMN identities and MDT
	
	Huawei

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


4 Action items

	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status 
	Target 

	
	AP for MCC to clean up 32.422.
	Rel-10
	MCC
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