


3GPP TSG-RAN WG3 Meeting #123	R3-240787
[bookmark: _Hlk57190503]Athens, Greece, 26th February – 1st March 2024

Agenda Item:	8.3
Source:	Ericsson, InterDigital
[bookmark: _Hlk77866773]Title:	Discussions on User Consent corrections
Document for:	Discussion and Decision
1	Introduction
During RAN3-122 an agreement was taken on how to enhance and update the solution for MDT user consent. 
The agreements taken during RAN3-122 included technically endorsed CRs for TS 38.401 (R3-237960) and TS37.320 (R3-237963). One important sentence captured in the technically endorsed CR is the following: 
“For MDT measurements that are not subject to user consent, the RAN may initiate MDT towards a particular UE independently of user consent” 
The above sentence states that, if an MDT configuration includes measurements that are subject to user consent and measurements that are not subject to user consent, the RAN can initiate the configuration of MDT measurements not subject to user consent towards the UE regardless of user consent.
However, this concept is not properly reflected in the technically endorsed CRs for TS38.401 and TS37.320. 
Moreover, SA5 has replied to the LS sent by RAN3 in R3-237964 with a reply LS in R3-240057. The reply LS from SA5 reads as follows:
SA5 thanks RAN3 for its LS on support the user consent for trace reporting in document R3-237964 with the requirements on user consent have been considered and the workflow for a user consent solution described by SA3 has been endorsed by RAN3. The endorsements entail amending the current solution on user consent for MDT. 
SA5 has discussed and agreed to specify a new OAM configuration in gNB for user consent check of Management Based MDT and in AMF/UDM for user consent check of Signalling Based MDT. 
SA5 would like to indicate that, 
1. as specified by TS32.422, the Signalling Based MDT may be initiated by UDM or AMF. Therefore, SA5 has specified the new requirements on both AMF and UDM. It would be good if RAN3 specifications can also consider the corresponding UDM requirements. 
2. In the agreed RAN3 CRs, the terminology “data type” is used. However, in SA5 “data type” has a different meaning. Therefore, in corresponding SA5 user consent procedures, the terminology “MDT measurement name” is used to align with exist SA5 specifications. It would be good if RAN3 specifications can use the same terminologies.

As it can be seen, SA5 has modified TS32.422 to support the user consent solution described by RAN3 in the LS R3-237964. With these modifications to TS32.422, it would be sufficient that the RAN3 specifications reference the text in TS32.422 instead of repeating descriptions that are already present there. 
Furthermore, terminology in the RAN3 CRs needs to be corrected as highlighted by the SA5 LS. Namely the use of “data type” needs to be amended.
The latter are improvements that can be applied to the technically endorsed CRs.
[bookmark: _Hlk77866817]2	Discussion
2.1	Analysis of the reply LS from SA5
In their reply LS, SA5 points out that amendments to TS32.422 have been made in support to the request from RAN3 to adopt a new enhanced solution for MDT user consent. In the next section we will take these new descriptions in to account to modify the CRs technically endorsed in RAN3.
In the LS these two points are mentioned:

1. as specified by TS32.422, the Signalling Based MDT may be initiated by UDM or AMF. Therefore, SA5 has specified the new requirements on both AMF and UDM. It would be good if RAN3 specifications can also consider the corresponding UDM requirements. 
2. In the agreed RAN3 CRs, the terminology “data type” is used. However, in SA5 “data type” has a different meaning. Therefore, in corresponding SA5 user consent procedures, the terminology “MDT measurement name” is used to align with exist SA5 specifications. It would be good if RAN3 specifications can use the same terminologies.

Regarding point 1, it should be noted that the RAN3 specifications do not describe UDM initiated signalling based MDT. As there is no direct interface between the NG-RAN and the UDM, any signalling based MDT configuration triggered by the UDM appears to the RAN as if it was signalled by the AMF because the only control interface between the RAN and the CN is the NG-C interface terminating at the AMF.-
Given that the RAN3 specifications concern the behaviour and functional description of nodes terminating RAN interfaces, and given that there is no RAN niterface terminating at the UDM, RAN3´s specifications should not describe solutions involving the UDM, and should only focus on solutions involving the AMF, which is the only control plane node in the CN that is connected to the RAN.
For this reason, and with respect to point 1 above, it is proposed to reply to SA5 as follows:
It is out of RAN3 specifications scope to describe requirements on the UDM.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to reply to the LS from SA5 in R3-240057 with the following statement:
It is out of RAN3 specifications scope to describe requirements on the UDM.

Regarding point 2, it should be acknowledged that the term “data type” has a specific meaning in SA5´s specifications. To avoid confusion in the MDT user consent solution description, SA5 suggests to change the term “Data Type” into “MDT Measurement Name”. 
On the other end, RAN3 specifications use the term MDT measurements, but never talk about 
“MDT Measurement Names”. In order to fulfil SA5´s requests and still adopt a terminology that remains in line with RAN3´s specifications, it is proposed to change the term “data type” for “MDT Measurement”.
Proposal 2: In order to fulfil the requests form SA5 in the LS R3-240057  and still adopt a terminology that remains in line with RAN3´s specifications, it is proposed to change the term “data type” for “MDT Measurement” in the CRs to RTS38.401 and TS37.320 on MDT user consent.
2.1	Analysis of the technically endorsed CRs on MDT user consent
During the last RAN3#122 meeting in Chicago, USA, R3-237960 and R3-237963, on corrections to TS38.401 and TS37.320 respectively, related to user consent for trace reporting, were technically endorsed. These CRs were not agreed as RAN3 was waiting for SA5 and SA2 to reply to the LS in R3-237964 sent by RAN3. In the meantime, SA2 and SA5 have replied in favour of the solution proposed by RAN3 in R3-237964, hence R3-237960 and R3-237963 could be agreed. Nevertheless, certain parts of the text in R3-237960 and R3-237963 do not reflect the overall agreement in RAN3 which was included in R3-237963:
“-For MDT measurements that are not subject to user consent, the RAN may initiate MDT towards a particular UE independently of user consent.”.
While the agreements in RAN3 indicate that any measurement not subject to user consent can be initiated towards a UE, independently on whether the user gave consent or not, the text in R3-237960 and R3-237963 state that such measurements can be initiated towards a UE only if the MDT configuration does not contain any measurement subject to user consent. The latter is incorrect and it hsoudl be amended in the CRs to 38.401 and 37.320.
Moreover, the text in R3-237960 and R3-237963 describe what has been captured by SA5 in the stage 2 specification TS32.422 referenced in the SA5´s reply LS in R3-230057. The latter creates duplication of specifications and a future risk of discrepancies between specifications. Hence those duplicate descriptions in the CRs should be removed in favour of referencing to TS32.422.
Another amendment to the technically endorsed CRs R3-237960 and R3-237963 concerns the use of the term “data type”. As argued in the SA5´s LS, the use of “data types” in this context is confusing and consistent terminology pointing to MDT measurements should be used instead.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to amend the technically endorsed CRs R3-237960 and R3-237963 in order to
· Clearly capture in these CRs a solution description according to which any MDT measurement not subject to user consent can be initiated towards a UE, independently on whether the user gave consent or not
· Replace the use of “Data Type” with “MDT Measurement”, to achieve alignment with TS32.422



3	Conclusion
In this contribution User consent related corrections have been discussed. 
The following proposals were derived:
Proposal 1: It is proposed to reply to the LS from SA5 in R3-240057 with the following statement:
It is out of RAN3 specifications scope to describe requirements on the UDM.
Proposal 2: In order to fulfil the requests form SA5 in the LS R3-240057 and still adopt a terminology that remains in line with RAN3´s specifications, it is proposed to change the term “data type” for “MDT Measurement” in the CRs to RTS38.401 and TS37.320 on MDT user consent.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to amend the technically endorsed CRs R3-237960 and R3-237963 in order to
· Clearly capture in these CRs a solution description according to which any MDT measurement not subject to user consent can be initiated towards a UE, independently on whether the user gave consent or not
· Replace the use of “Data Type” with “MDT Measurement”, to achieve alignment with TS32.422

CRs in [1] and [2], reflecting the proposals above, are proposed to be agreed 
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