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1. Overall Description:

For Rel-11 MDT there have been a number of new measurements defined by RAN2, primarily for the two use cases of traffic localization and user QoS experience. Traffic localization measurements include data volume measured per UE for uplink and downlink, while user QoS experience include scheduled IP throughput measurements, separately for uplink and downlink. Both types of measurements are performed on the RAN side without involvement from the UE. 
Common to these measurements is that data related to all UEs in a cell have to be collected in order the statistics to be useful for the intended use case. For example, the operator has to measure the complete traffic in the cell from all UEs and associate the measurements with locations in order to be able to use it for traffic hot spot localization. Note that the operator wants to know where inside the cell the traffic is concentrated (e.g., in order to select areas for small cell deployments). Therefore any aggregation of per UE measurements or exclusion of measurements for certain UEs would make the collected data useless for the intended use case. Similarly, in the QoS experience use case, the operator wants to detect when there are QoS problems with any of the UEs. Aggregating the per-UE measurements or excluding measurements for some UEs is not an option in this case either, as the operator is interested in the per-UE level performance and not the cell level performance and it wants to see if there are service performance problems with any of the UEs in the cell. 
As a consequence, if the collection of these measurements were restricted by user consent, the collected data would be useless for the intended use cases. Moreover, these measurements do not require UE involvement (performed on the RAN side) and they do not include privacy sensitive information either. Note that location information can be combined to these measurements only in TCE, if the UE has reported location in other MDT measurements, which are otherwise subject to user consent. Note also that none of these use cases require knowing unique UE identities.
Furthermore, one typical processing of these measurements would be by automated SON functions in OAM, like the Coverage and Capacity Optimization (CCO) function, where the collection of this data happens inside the automated SON function itself without the possibility to access this data outside of the SON function, e.g., unlike to a typical database storage which may have a human accessible interface.
According to SA5’s interpretation, the original intention of user consent was to protect the collection of privacy sensitive data and not to constrain the collection of MDT measurements in general. Therefore, SA5’s understanding is that there is no privacy reason and not even possibility to limit the collection of the newly defined Rel-11 MDT measurements without making the intended use cases obsolete. In Rel-11 defined MDT measurements include:

· data volume measured per UE in uplink and downlink by the RAN for the traffic localization use case, 

· scheduled IP throughput measured per UE in uplink and downlink by the RAN for the user QoS experience use case,

· accessibility measurements (reported by default by the UE) to detect RRC connection failure incidents,

· received interference power at the eNodeB and received total wideband power at the NodeB. 

2. Actions:

To SA3 group:
SA5 kindly asks SA3 to confirm SA5’s understanding and provide its guidance on the following questions. 
· Is it feasible to collect the newly defined Rel-11 MDT measurements without the need of user consent? Considering also that these measurements are executed on the network side, do not include information on user identities or other privacy information and the use case would become obsolete in case of a restricted collection.
· In case the MDT measurement data is collected and processed inside an automated SON function in the OAM system such that the data is inaccessible for outside parties, e.g., via a human interface or via any other means and no user identities are included in the data, is it possible to omit the user consent for such cases? 
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