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1
Overall description
SA5 received LS from RAN on AIML data collection in S5-245373/RP-242389. The LS provides an analysis of different data collection options for UE-side model training. SA5 thanks RAN for sharing the requirements for data collection. 
The CP tunnel indicated in option 3 can be realized using MDT feature and per-UE measurements specified in SA5. The OAM configures the gNB to configure the UEs to collect specific MDT measurements as specified in RAN2. The UE collects the MDT measurements and transfer to gNB. The gNB subsequently forwards the MDT measurements to either an IP address of the Trace Collection Entity in case of file transfer mechanism or a streaming URI in case of streaming mechanism. The MDT data is transferred from UE to gNB via RRC signaling. This approach is feasible provided the data volume remains within the RRC signaling capacity. If the data volume is high, there might be issues in using RRC signaling, this limitation comes from the RRC protocol layer. There is no limitation from OAM point of view. The user privacy, anonymity and user consent is respected as MDT is triggered only when user consent is available. The MNO has full control over the data and the transfer process with OAM solution providing the Trace job to configure the MDT and collect the measurements and the MNO has full visibility of the standardized data.
The destination information of the MDT measurements at OAM in the current solution is not known to the UE for security reasons. The UP tunnel between UE and OAM is feasible but the existing solution cannot be re-used due to security concerns. This solution would require additional specification work to address the security concerns depending on the data that needs to be collected. It would be better to have clarification on the data needs to be collected in the UP option.
Conclusion: The CP tunnel approach using MDT measurements discussed as part of option 3 is supported in SA5 already and the solution satisfies all the requirements proposed by RAN in their LS provided if the data is standardized. The UP tunnel indicated in option 3 at OAM is feasible but this needs additional specification work to address the security concerns.
2
Actions
To RAN 

ACTION: 
SA5 would like to ask RAN to take above conclusion into account.
3
Dates of next TSG SA WG 5 meetings
SA5#158

18 November - 22 November 2024

Orlando, US
SA5#159

17 February - 21 February 2025

Sophia-Antipolis, France
�Any CC needed?





