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1 [bookmark: _Ref124589705][bookmark: _Ref129681862]Introduction
The discussion on disclosing some kinds of UE information was trigger under operator’s request, for both R17 OTA work items and R18 OTA work items. There were clear conclusions on R17 work items in the RAN4 #106 meeting [1] as below. And the discussions about R18 work items were ongoing with several open issues.
This contribution further discusses the approach of the UE information disclosure.
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2 Discussion
As per the agreement of R17 UE information collection activity, at least the following information should be provided to Neutral Observer by each volunteer lab. 
· Total number of vendors
· Percentage of devices per vendor
· Percentage of devices per year of production
Following the anonymous approach, the device vendor and model should not be disclosed. And Neutral Observer publishes the collected information in the manner of per lab. Because Vendor A/B/C… of Volunteer Lab 1 are not the same vendors of other volunteer labs, the vendor information (e.g. percentage of devices per vendor) can not be compiled to output the whole picture from measurement campaign level. The model information faces the same situation.
For R18 work items, such kinds of information disclosure are still under discussion. Meanwhile, the anonymous approach is already agreed in the approved working procedure for R18 TRP TRS requirement [2].
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Similar to R17 issue, even though each volunteer lab submits the UE information with notation A/B/C…, the statistical relevance of the measurement campaign can not be derived, for example, Total number of models, Total number of devices’ vendors, Percentage of devices per vendor, and so on. On the other hand, if more detailed information about measured devices are required to provide, it is probable that some volunteer labs may quit the campaign activity because of information security policy of labs. To compensate, it is proposed to require volunteer labs satisfying the statistical criteria of the measured devices before submitting the data to the campaign data pool. The following statistical criteria can be considered for each volunteer labs.
· Number of vendors: at least [2]
· Year of production: cover 2021~2023
· Market level: all the three levels should be covered, i.e. entry, medium or high level
· ……
Proposal: It is proposed to require volunteer labs satisfying the statistical criteria of the measured devices before submitting the data to the campaign data pool.

3 Conclusions
This contribution further discusses the approach of the UE information disclosure. And provide the following proposal.
Proposal: It is proposed to require volunteer labs satisfying the statistical criteria of the measured devices before submitting the data to the campaign data pool.
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Test results submitting: »

a.

UE information disclosure. At least all the supported bands information and production year
should be shared

i Other UE information disclosure (and thresholds) depends on further discussions. «

Using the same worksheet template in [TBD] to submit the measurement resuls for Rel-18
3GPP TRP TRS performance data pool. -

The measurement results should be submitted to RAN4 by anonymous approach (the UE

model should not be disclosed)

The allowed maximum number of submitted devices from each lab is [15] (depends on how
‘many test labs will join the activity) »

Only the results from aligned labs will be considered for specifying requirements

The progress in each lab are encouraged to share on the RAN4 reflector (for example - how
many devices have been measured and on which bands) -

TRP and TIS Quantities based on Clenshaw-Curtis quadrature and traditional sin(theta)
weighting are both allowed during Performance campaign test. This information should be
provided from each test lab when submitting measurement results. o
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*5 Topic #5: Rel-17 MIMO OTA, TRP TRS maintenance.

.5.1.1 Sub-topic 5-1 UE information collection activity for Rel-17 TRP TRS and MIMO OTA.

Issue 5-1-1: Template for Device Information Collection -

Agreements: »

o The template format from R4-2300352 can be considered as starting point, the detailed information

.

needs to be included pending on the decision on issue 5-1-2 «

Issue 5-1-2: Which UE information can be shared -

Agreements: »

o

It is proposed to disclose the following information in anonymous manner related to the
measurement campaigns performed for FR1 TRP/TRS and MIMO OTA performance requirements
Rel-17..

= [Total number of models or Number of models per lab per vendor] «

= Total number of vendors

= Percentage of devices per vendor -

= Percentage of devices per year of production -
Further confirmation from test labs which involved in Rel-17 measurement data campaign
required for the willing of collecting above information «
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4 Topic #4: Rel-18 IRP RS requirements.

.4.1.1 Sub-topic 4-1 UE information disclosure for Rel-18 TRP TRS requirement

Issue 4-1-1: Disclosed UE information (and thresholds) for Rel-18 TRP TRS requirement work.'
o Proposalse

o Proposal 1: Itis proposed to consider the following information in the framework of the
performance part: (TELECOM ITALIA)

Total number of devices-
Total number of models«
Total number of devices’ vendors
Percentage of devices per vendor+
Percentage of devices per Power Class-
Percentage of devices per each supported band-
Percentage of devices per year of production
Percentage of the devices that are certified by PTCRB and GCF«
Percentage of the devices per market level (i.e. entry, medium or high level)
o Percentage of devices that are commercially available-
o Proposal 2: Itis proposed to include the following fields in the datasheet that will be provided to the
laboratories for collecting the measurement results: (TELECOM ITALIA)-

Device model-
Device vendor+
Power Class+
Supported bands.
Year of production-
Device certification (PTCRB, GCF, N/A)~
Market level (entry, medium or high level):
o Commercially available (YES or NO)-
o Proposal 3: It s proposed to adopt the following thresholds to be satisfied for the statistical relevance
validation of the measurement campaign: (TELECOM ITALIA)

Total number of devices: [>= 50}

Total number of models: [>= 40].

Total number of devices’ vendors: [>=5].

Percentage of devices per vendor: [>= 10%]+

Percentage of devices per Power Class: [TBD]-

Percentage of devices per each supported band: [TBD]

Percentage of devices per year of production: [TBD]

Percentage of the devices that are certified by PTCRB and GCF [>= 98%].
Percentage of the devices per market level (.e. entry, medium or high level) [TBD]
Percentage of devices that are commercially available [>= 95%]
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