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1
Progress status
Percentage of completion: 40 % (previously 25%)

Summary of progress: 
1. Multiple cells support for area based MDT mechanism are agreed.

2. UTRAN TCE IP support is agreed.
3. Error handling cleanup is agreed.
4. RLF reporting related use cases and requirements are agreed.
2
Minutes
The RG session was held on 15.11.2011 Q3 and 16.11.2011 Q1, 17.11.2011 Q1+Q2, 
2.1 LS 
	#
	Tdoc
	Title/Discussion/Conclusion
	Source
	Note

	1. 
	S5-113552
	Input LS from RAN3 on TCE IP for UTRAN
Conclusion: Reply in S5-113750(Huawei)
	R3-112709
	Combine the discussion with S5-113689,S5-113690, 113691, 113692.

	2. 
	S5-113750
	Reply LS on TCE IP for UTRAN
	Huawei
	

	3. 
	S5-113554
	Reply LS from CT1 on Applicability of ePLMN to MDT
Conclusion: Noted.
	C1-114463
	

	4. 
	S5-113719  
	Resubmitted LS on error scenarios and signalling impacts 
Conclusion: Reply in S5-113757(Huawei)
	R3-112292
	Combine the discussion with S5-113682, S5-113683.

	5. 
	S5-113757
	Reply LS on error scenarios and signalling impacts.
	Huawei
	


2.2 Rel-10 CR and related Rel-11 mirror CR
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	6. 
	S5-113651  
	Rel-10 CR to 32.422 Clean-up Immediate MDT handling at handover 
Conclusion: Agreed.
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	

	7. 
	S5-113652
	Rel11 mirror to 32.422 Clean-up Immediate MDT handling at handover 
Conclusion: Agreed.
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Mirror of S5-113651, depends on the outcome of S5-113651

	8. 
	S5-113655  
	Rel10 CR ts 32423 Correcting the description of meas vendorSpecific attribute in the XML trace file 
Conclusion: Agreed.
	Nokia Siemens Networks   
	

	9. 
	S5-113676
	CR R10 32 421 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
Conclusion: revisit with the package.
	Huawei, Orange
	Combine discussion with S5-113676, S5-113679,S5-113677,S5-113680,S5-113678,S5-113681

	10. 
	S5-113679
	CR R11 32 421 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
Conclusion: Agreed.
	Huawei, Orange
	Mirror of S5-113676, depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113676.

	11. 
	S5-113677
	CR R10 32.422 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
N: For Immediate MDT, should we replace cell ID by eNB ID?

N: should merge NSN’s CR S5-113215 in SA5 #79 meeting as they modify same sections.

ALU: change cell ID to CGI to be clearer.

N: Section 5.7 to be reorganized to corresponding sections.
Conclusion: Revised to S5-113766.
	Huawei,Ericsson     
	Combine discussion with S5-113676, S5-113679,S5-113677,S5-113680,S5-113678,S5-113681

	12. 
	S5-113766
	CR R10 32.422 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
Conclusion: Revised to S5-113824.
	Huawei, Ericsson,NSN
	Merge of S5-113215 and S5-113677

	13. 
	S5-113680  
	CR R11 32.422 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
Conclusion: Revised to S5-113825.
	Huawei,Ericsson     
	Mirror of S5-113677, depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113677.

	14. 
	S5-113678
	CR R10 32.442 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
E: cover page, should remove affected specs.

E: Need 446 CR as a CR package.

N: For logged MDT, propose to refine wording by “cell or cells belonging to the same eNB .”

Conclusion: offline on whether using cell or eNodeB for Logged MDT and revised to S5-113767.
	Huawei ,Ericsson   
	Combine discussion with S5-113676, S5-113679,S5-113677,S5-113680,S5-113678,S5-113681

	15. 
	S5-113767
	CR R10 32.442 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
Conclusion: revise to 3872.
3873 for 32.446 with CR number send for email approval.
	Huawei,Ericsson
	

	16. 
	S5-113681  
	CR R11 32.442 Support multiple cells in area based MDT 
Conclusion: revise to 3874.

3875 for 32.446 send for email approval.
	Huawei,Ericsson
	Mirror of S5-113678, depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113678.

	17. 
	S5-113682
	CR R10 32.422 Error handling correction 
E: Does the CR cover all error handling?

H: Yes.

NEC: the removed bullet should be void.

NSN: refine wording in the cover page.

Conclusion: revised to S5-113756.
	Huawei     
	Combine the discussion with S5-113719

	18. 
	S5-113756
	CR R10 32.422 Error handling correction
	Huawei
	

	19. 
	S5-113683  
	CR R11 32.422 Error handling correction
Same comments as Rel-10 CR.

Conclusion: revised to S5-113755.
	Huawei
	Mirror of S5-113682, depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113682.

	20. 
	S5-113755
	CR R11 32.422 Error handling correction
Conclusion: Agreed.
	Huawei
	

	21. 
	S5-113689
	CR R10 32.422 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
E: TCE IP, for trace is optional; for MDT is mandatory.

ALU: The description of TCE IP is not included in section 5.10 but there are TCE IP reference to section 5.10.

NSN: change reference 5.10 to 5.

Conclusion: revised to S5-113751.
	Huawei   
	Combine the discussion with S5-113552.

	22. 
	S5-113751
	CR R10 32.422 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
Conclusion: agreed with modifications in S5-113876.
	Huawei
	

	23. 
	S5-113691
	CR R11 32.422 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
Mirror CR to 3689. The same comments as 3689.
Conclusion: revise to S5-113753.
	Huawei  
	Mirror of S5-113689, depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113689.

	24. 
	S5-113753
	CR R11 32.422 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
Change CM,CO and condition description.

Conclusion: revise to S5-113858
	Huawei
	

	25. 
	S5-113690  
	CR R10 32.442 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
E: constraint lacks of optional support description for UMTS trace.

Huawei offline with Thomas on methodology of TCEIP CM/CO qualifier.

Conclusion: revised to S5-113752.
	Huawei   
	Combine the discussion with S5-113552.

	26. 
	S5-113752
	CR R10 32.442 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
E: Change CM,CO.

Conclusion: revise to S5-113877.
	Huawei
	

	27. 
	S5-113692
	CR R11 32.442 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
Mirror CR to 3690. The same comments as 3690.
Conclusion: revised to S5-113754.
	Huawei  
	Mirror of S5-113690, depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113690.

	28. 
	S5-113754
	CR R11 32.442 Add TCE address for UTRAN MDT activation 
Conclusion: Revised to S5-113879.
	Huawei
	


2.3 Rel-11 CR 
	#
	Tdoc
	Title
	Source
	Note

	29. 
	S5-113596  
	32.423 R11 Clarification of eNB ID in E-UTRAN Trace Record 
E: Add CT references.

NEC: no Rel-10 CR as RAN sharing is mainly for R-11.

C: CR number “0052”.

Conclusion: revise to S5-113799.
	NEC  
	

	30. 
	S5-113799
	32.423 R11 Clarification of eNB ID in E-UTRAN Trace Record 
Conclusion: Agreed
	NEC
	

	31. 
	S5-113643
	RLF reporting usecases and requirements 
E: How CCO uses standalone RLF? Troubleshooting from complain UE, why only RLF is only needed?

H: coverage map will need RLF information.

E: standalone RLF is not sufficient.

QC:What’s subscription condition?

how you judge uncessary RLF or not?

H: Condition is about specific area.

QC: why it can’t be solved by trace? What is uncessary?

NSN: general idea to file out RLF report based on certain RSRP/RSRQ. CCO usage for RLF is valid, troubleshooting is not valid.

QC: it justifies the CCO WI as it’s about CCO.

NSN: RLF should not be excluded for CCO.

NSN: RLF is mandatory, MDT is optional.

QC: RLF is independent with MDT. There is no relation to MDT.

H: Both of the two solutions have their values and have their own benefits.

N: Not mature 

Conclusion: noted.

See the agreed proposal in S5-113650.
	Huawei
	Combine the discussion with S5-113643,S5-113650,S5-113706,S5-113707, S5-113644, S5-113654

	32. 
	S5-113650
	Correlation of MDT and RLF data 
H: why combination of RLF and MDT violate the security?

N: RLF has no userID, combination can link userID to RLF.

N: don’t think RLF has anonymous probs.

N: 3.3 corresponds to proposal 2.

Conclusion: noted.

proposal 1 and proposal 2 are agreed.
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Combine the discussion with S5-113643,S5-113650,S5-113706,S5-113707, S5-113644, S5-113654

	33. 
	S5-113706
	Discussion paper: Use case for standalone RLF reporting 

E: only emphasis on the standalone RLF.

N:making RLF dependant on MDT makes RLF less useful. As MDT is restrictive.

QC: why can’t reuse the PMIRP to report RLF.

N: PM and notification IRP were discussed and we think they are not good way.

H: Agree with NSN.

Conclusion: noted.

Agreement on RLF reporting:

Proposal 1: Enable standalone RLF report collection at Network Management System.

Proposal 2: Use the trace functionality to collect the RLF reports.
	Nokia Siemens Networks     
	Combine the discussion with S5-113643,S5-113650,S5-113706,S5-113707, S5-113644, S5-113654

	34. 
	S5-113707
	Discussion paper for RLF report filtering
H: why version is used as filter?

N: RAN2 has the air interface and corresponding container.

E:Confirm there is no intention to do it for UMTS.

N: yes there is no RLF report for UMTS.

Conclusion: Noted.
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Combine the discussion with S5-113643,S5-113650,S5-113706,S5-113707, S5-113644, S5-113654

	35. 
	S5-113644  
	CR 32.421 R11 Add RLF reporting use case and requirements
C: remove the “revision”.

QC: why FUN-xx2 is needed? Why it’s linked with call drops?
N: Collect data for probs in area. You may have some 

QC: filter on location make sense, but why fileter on the collected data.

CU: why reduce the data amount before investigating, you can do it in backend. The post processor should be able to handle the filter.
N: depends on the postprocessing system.

QC: put the postprocessor for eNB.
NEC: management system has filter down to the node, as in alarm system.

Conclusion: merge to S5-113829.
	Huawei     
	Depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113643,S5-113650,S5-113706,S5-113707

	36. 
	S5-113654  
	Rel11 CR 32421 use case and requirements for RLF reporting 
H: CON-4 can contain CON-3.

E: CON-3 certain area is cell/TA?

N: it’s more eNB level as RLF is from eNB.

A: RLF parameters are decoupled with MDT?

N: RLF should be decoupled with MDT, it will be similar as MDT and reuse the architecture of MDT.

E: prefer more specific for specification level requirements.
E: Suggest to mention LTE in A.11.
Conclusion: revise to S5-113829.
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113643,S5-113650,S5-113706,S5-113707

	37. 
	S5-113646
	CR 32.422 Add RLF reporting configuration 
Conclusion:Noted.
	Huawei
	Depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113644,S5-113654

Combine the discussion with S5-113656

	38. 
	S5-113656
	Rel11 CR 32422 adding RLF reporting to Trace function
QC: why need the version?

N: Only R10 is used for Centralized SON. The difference of R9-R10 is cell id and location.

QC: You may have R10 without location.
MT: RSRP/RSRQ filter is not clear. What will be filtered out? Why you did this in eNB?
N: useful for specific on RLF where the signal is good.

N: Agree to change fileter to location availability.

CMCC: will PMIRP be reused?

N: no.

Conclusion: revise to 3830.
	Nokia Siemens Networks
	Depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113644,S5-113654

Combine the discussion with S5-113646

	39. 
	S5-113645
	CR 32.441 R11 Add RLF reporting use case and requirements -Align with 32.421 
N: xx3 can be changed to “location availability”.
C: reword to “…provide the capability…”
N: remove affected specs.

C:Need CR for 32.446 CR for email approval.

Conclusion:revise to 3831.
	Huawei
	Depends on the discussion outcome of S5-1113644,S5-113654

	40. 
	S5-113831
	Revise to S5-113871.
	Huawei
	

	41. 
	S5-113647  
	CR 32.442 Add RLF reporting configuration -Align with 32.422 
N: need to change measurementthreshold to location availability, jobType.
C: change affected spec.

Conclusion: revise to S5-113832.

S5-113833: for 446 CR, CR Num CR 0033.

CR for 3832/3833 for email approval.
	Huawei
	Depends on the discussion outcome of S5-113645

	42. 
	S5-113685
	Discussion paper on scenarios for UE selection in area based MDT 
N: RLF

CU: need more filter on MDT.

Upper limit and minimum limit is useful.

CU: MDT is not collected for realtime. 

MT: how much data can get depends on the probs? 
E: agree with MT. 
QC: high traffic time need to care about the capacity.

NEC: could be valid use case, may need more justification.

NSN: use case is needed.

NEC: MDT data should be selectable but not too much.

CU: the min number of UE selected is useful for combination usage of notification to operators when there is not enough UE can be selected for MDT.

QC: select some UEs from thousands UE, maximum is clear, but not minimum. Select too much UE in the network may have big impact to the network. 
NSN: MDT in R2 use RRC, no additional traffic, no reason for restricting it. Agree maximum.
MT: There is some extra efforts needed for immediate MDT.
O: Is it possible to select UE based on UE type? Answer is yes.

Conclusion: noted. Need more discussion.
	Huawei  
	Combine the discussion with S5-113685,S5-113687,S5-113688

	43. 
	S5-113687  
	CR R11 32.421 Add MDT UE selection notification requirements 
N: notification should be in 32.441.

Conclusion: Noted.

revise to 3845 for 32.441 with CR num 0007.
	Huawei, China Unicom     
	Combine the discussion with S5-113685

	44. 
	3845
	Conclusion: Combine with 3831(contact MCC)
	
	

	45. 
	S5-113688  
	CR R11 32.421 Add MDT UE selection criteria requirements 
Conclusion: noted.
	Huawei, China Unicom   
	Combine the discussion with S5-113685

	46. 
	S5-113597
	CR 32.421 R11 Add requirement on reduction of data collected for MDT 
NSN: question about reason for change for SA3.

NEC: SA3 recommend to request do filter before postprocessing if possible.

QC: UE speed needs UE support.it’s RAN2 issue.
NEC: propose to send LS to RAN2.

CU: slowing moving may meet HO also.

E: Is it for immediate or logged? How it communicates to UE for logged?
MT: speed is included in the R10 RLF. But not MDT. It will be strange for trigger speed as RAN2 MDT is not supported.
QC: ask question to RAN2. Propose an LS to RAN2.
Conclusion: Noted.

Speed criteria LS to RAN2 for S5-113846(NEC).
	NEC
	

	47. 
	S5-113653
	Rel11 CR to 32423 Update the trace record content for Uu and X2 interfaces 
E: why medium?

H: the trace for single user will include RLF data and some other trace messages? If operator needs RLF data, he needs to decode from the message.
N: It’s enhancement for trace function.

Conclusion: Agreed.
	Nokia Siemens Networks     
	

	48. 
	S5-113730
	CR R10 clarify anonymization when jobtype is MDT+trace
Conclusion: Not treated. Postpone to next meeting.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	

	49. 
	S5-113731
	CR R10 Correct IMSI retrieval file to include MDT anonymization info
Conclusion: Not treated.Postpone to next meeting.
	Alcatel-Lucent
	

	50. 
	S5-113732
	CR R11 clarify anonymization when jobtype is MDT+trace

Conclusion: Not treated.Postpone to next meeting.
	Alcatel-Lucent

	


