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1. Introduction

There are currently 2 solutions proposed for the handling of Management Activation in the UTRAN, which are called (or will be referred to in this document as) "solution 1" and "solution 2" in TR R3-014 for lack of more inventive naming. In the LS S5-038547, SA5 provides some feedback on the proposed solution 2 for Management Activation. Building up on this LS, this contribution analyses the drawbacks of solution 2 and provides a recommendation.

2. Drawbacks of Solution 2

Risk of inconsistency:

The solution 2 uses the NM to forward the IMEIs/IMEISVs to be traced to the CN Node via its EM and the Trace configuration to the RNC via its EM. However, in the network of most operators, the CN and the UTRAN are provided by different vendors. As the Itf-N (interface between the NM and the EM(s) or the NE(s)) is not standardised, there is generally one NM for the UTRAN and one NM for the CN.

Thus, the consistency between the Trace Configuration in the UTRAN and the IMEI(s)/IMEISV(s) to be traced in the CN must be ensured by a human operator, or rather, in most cases, by several human operators, as, in general, operations of the CN and of the UTRAN are handled by separate teams in an operator's organisation. This creates a major risk of inconsistency in the provisioning resulting in e.g. not tracing the MS(s) that should have been traced in the first place.

This inconsistency risk is inexistent in the solution 1 as provisioning is done in one place only.

Solution out of scope:

The solution 2 does not allow Management Activation at the RNC EM. This reduces the interest of the functionality as e.g. a UTRAN vendor is not able to trace a given MS without having to configure the CN at the same time. However, aside from that fact, it makes the solution out of scope when considering the concept defined by SA5. As a matter of fact, the Management Activation is defined as follows in the sub-clause 3.1 of [2]:

"management activation/deactivation: Trace Session is activated/deactivated in different NEs directly from the EM using the management interfaces of those NEs."

This is further highlighted by the high-level architecture presented in Annex A of [2]:
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where it clearly appears that there is no Management Activation/Deactivation from the NM.

3. Conclusion

It is proposed to capture the section 2 of this document in the Study Area "Management Activation" (section 6.1 of the TR).

Furthermore, the following RAN3 agreement is proposed to be captured in section 7:

"The solution for the support of Management Activation in the UTRAN shall be based on the solution 1 described in subclause 6.1."
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