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Introduction
During Rel-18, RAN3 and SA5 have exchanged the LSs on user consent for trace reporting. In RAN3#123 meeting, RAN3 sent an LS to check with SA5 the details of MDT configurations and waited for their feedback. The content of LS is excerpted as follows:
	In the LS, RAN3 would like to check with SA5 the following approach and provide feedback:
· For MDT configurations that contain both MDT measurements subject to user consent and not subject to user consent, the RAN node may select UEs considering user consent and configure MDT measurements that are both subject to use consent and not subject to user consent or the RAN node may select UEs without considering user consent and configure MDT measurements not subject to user consent.


From the reply LS[1], SA5 gave their considerations on this specific case as follows:
	SA5 has discussed it and would like to provide the following considerations, 
· If the MDT configuration contains both MDT measurements subject to user consent and not subject to user consent,
· If the subscriber provided consent, the gNB shall select the corresponding UE and configure with all the MDT measurements in the MDT configuration.
· If the subscriber did not provide consent, the gNB may select the UE and configure it with the MDT measurements not subject to user consent that are contained in the MDT configuration.


In this contribution, we will provide our understanding on the user consent for trace reporting based on the response from SA5.

[bookmark: _Hlk110416859]Discussion
Based on the agreed CR from SA5 and previous LS from SA3, gNB shall check the MDT user consent requirements configured by OAM when the management based MDT activation is sent to gNB. Depending on whether one or more MDT measurement(s) in MDT activation is/are required to user consent or not, the gNB will select UE for MDT configuration accordingly.
From the SA2’s agreed CR, the behaviour of gNB is clearly stated as follows: 
	If one or more MDT measurement name(s) is/are specified in MDT activation, gNB shall:
-	For user-consent-required MDT measurement name(s), select the UE if the Management based MDT PLMN List IE is available for the UE.
-	For user-consent-required MDT measurement name(s), not select the UE if the Management based MDT PLMN List IE is not available for the UE.
-	For user-consent-not-required MDT measurement name(s), select the UE for the MDT measurement name(s) without considering the availability of the Management based MDT PLMN List IE.


When looking back the discussion in RAN3#123 meeting, RAN3 hopes SA5 can give a clarification on the case where MDT configuration contains both MDT measurements subject to user consent and not subject to user consent. Obviously, gNB will select UE by checking the MDT user consent requirements configured by OAM and the availability of Management based MDT PLMN List IE simultaneously.
If the Management based MDT PLMN List IE is available for the UE, which means subscriber provides consent, the gNB shall select the corresponding UE and configure with all the MDT measurements in the MDT configuration. If the Management based MDT PLMN List IE is unavailable for the UE, which means subscriber did not provide consent, the gNB will select UE and configure it with the MDT measurements not subject to user consent after checking the OAM configuration.
Another case is that all MDT measurements in MDT configuration are subject to user consent, the gNB shall check the availability of Management based MDT PLMN List IE. If the Management based MDT PLMN List IE is available for the UE, the same selection mechanism is used as mentioned above. However, if it is unavailable, the gNB shall not select the UE.
In addition, the scenario where none of MDT measurements in MDT configuration is subject to user consent also should be considered. In this case, the gNB shall not consider user consent when selecting UEs for MDT configuration.
[bookmark: _Hlk165759931]Based on above analysis, RAN specification for the user consent handling in MDT should include aforementioned three scenarios. Thus, it is proposed to provide a CR to TS 38.401 to reflect the latest agreements from SA5. To avoid repeating descriptions, how does gNB select UEs for MDT configuration is referred to TS 32.422.
Observation 1: RAN specification for the user consent handling in MDT should include aforementioned three scenarios:
· All MDT measurements in MDT configuration are subject to user consent.
· None of MDT measurements in MDT configuration is subject to user consent.
· MDT configuration contains both MDT measurements subject to user consent and not subject to user consent.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to provide a CR to TS 38.401 to reflect the latest agreements from SA5.

Conclusions
In this contribution, we discuss the reply LS from SA5 and suggest to capture the following observation and proposal:
Observation 1: RAN specification for the user consent handling in MDT should include aforementioned three scenarios:
· All MDT measurements in MDT configuration are subject to user consent.
· None of MDT measurements in MDT configuration is subject to user consent.
· MDT configuration contains both MDT measurements subject to user consent and not subject to user consent.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to provide a CR to TS 38.401 to reflect the latest agreements from SA5.
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