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1	Introduction
RAN3 has received LS from SA5 in [1] informing about their agreement on user consent handling for signalling-based MDT UDM and providing considerations for handling in the RAN. We here provide discussion on impacts in the NG-RAN node.
2	Discussion
SA5 indicates the following in their LS:

SA5 has discussed it and would like to provide the following considerations, 
1. If the MDT configuration contains both MDT measurements subject to user consent and not subject to user consent,
0. If the subscriber provided consent, the gNB shall select the corresponding UE and configure with all the MDT measurements in the MDT configuration.
0. 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.
While the CR to TS 32.422 agreed by SA5 relates to signalling-based MDT, the above answer probably relates to management-based MDT where the OAM has not identified which and how many UEs are selected for MDT. This selection process is currently done by implementation in the NG-RAN node, but the NG-RAN node also needs to take into account e.g. UE capability, i.e. whether the supports the corresponding MDT configuration (e.g. UEs may not support logged MDT) or measurements within this configuration in case of immediate MDT configuration. Also, the NG-RAN node may not have the capacity to configure and handle m-based MDT configurations for all served UEs within the provided area scope. 

The statement “the gNB shall select the corresponding UE” is unclear when it comes to how to understand the term “corresponding”. The statement might be clearer if SA5’s consideration relates to signalling-based MDT, as per their attached CR. But in the case SA5 considered management-based MDT in their reply, the statement might be interpreted to mean that the gNB (or NG-RAN node) shall select all UEs within the area scope for the MDT configuration. We believe this is not feasible.

Observation 1: It is not feasible for the NG-RAN node to select all UEs within a given area scope for management-based MDT.

Furthermore, the scenario of multiple management based configurations being configured in the area scope is not addressed by SA5.

Observation 2: SA5 doesn’t address the scenario of multiple management based configurations being configured in the area scope.

It is possible that these issues could be addressed by replacing “shall” by “may” in SA5’s statement, as follows:

0. If the subscriber provided consent, the gNB shall may select the corresponding UE and configure with all the MDT measurements in the MDT configuration.

We therefore propose RAN3 to consider this way forward, and provide feedback to SA5.

Proposal: RAN3 to discuss the option of replacing “shall” by “may” in SA5’s statement, and provide feedback to SA5.
3	Conclusion
Observation 1: It is not feasible for the NG-RAN node to select all UEs within a given area scope for management-based MDT.

Observation 2: SA5 doesn’t address the scenario of multiple management based configurations being configured in the area scope.

Proposal: RAN3 to discuss the option of replacing “shall” by “may” in SA5’s statement, and provide feedback to SA5.
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