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1
Decision/action requested

This contribution contains the agreed agenda and the notes for the conference call on May the 7th.
2
Meeting information
Topic: SA3 Conference call for planning the next steps for the FS_MiBiDa study
Date and time: 7th of May at 15:00 CEST (13:00 UTC) 
Chair: Noamen Ben Henda (Huawei) chairs the call and takes notes.

3
Agenda and notes
Six input documents have been provided for the call. Informal agreements, action points or any other form of output, if any, is captured in the conclusion clause.

	Discussion item
	Notes

	Opening
	Meeting opened at 15:00 CEST. 

Agenda agreed

	Work plan
	[Rapporteur] presents document (link)

	Solutions
	[Nokia] (link) skipped since delegate not present
[Ericsson] presents first solution proposal (link)
[Samsung] without solution the system works since preparation prior to handover is always performed anyway

[Vivo] similar views and this solution does not address the issue

[Huawei, Xiaomi] similar views and RAN impact not needed

[Ericsson] This is more for prevention purposes

[Apple] similar views as previous comments

[DT] If the RAT doesn't exist then such handover doesn't happen anyway

[Ericsson] presents second solution proposal (link)

[DT] how is preconfiguration done

[Ericsson] operators are responsible for such configuration such as via OAM systems

[ZTE] problem with evaluation since it does not include UE impact

[Xiaomi] Can this work when the UE signal is blocked by an FBS?

[Ericsson] Jamming applies even to registration-based solutions

[Google] How does the UE ensures that the information is påroperly used to mitigate bidding down?

[Huawei] Do we need this finer granularity of the information? This induces an overhead. 

[Samsung] In general there is an advantage of sending the information in the config update message and supports this variant.

	Evaluation
	[Huawei] presents evaluation proposal (link)
No comments

	Conclusion
	[Samsung] presents conclusion proposal (link)
[Vivo] For (1) does this work for legacy UEs? For (2) do we need to address LTE issue? This study is only for 5G. Also, can't we make this more generic. 

[Ericsson] prefers to keep it generic and not bind it to a particular procedure

[Xiaomi] supports UICC proposal

[Huawei] we do not need to address EPS. For (2) there is no concensus about TAI list
[Apple] For (1) it is not in scope since there is no decommissioning in the first place. For (2), we can should merge with Huawei proposal

[ZTE] Similar views as Vivo that no need to commit to particular procedure. For (2) no need to have such granular level of the information. Let's make it general.

[Xiaomi] presents conclusion proposal (link)

[Apple] On (3) seems like a requirement on HPLMN. This seems covered by the (1). 

[Vivo] For (1) better to make it generic, e.g., a protected NAS message. For (2), this is CT1 work. For (3) similar views as Apple.

[Huawei] In (1) not clear why we are talking about roaming. For (3) it seems covered by (1).

[Apple] For (3) it seems out of scope of this study.

[Huawei] presents conclusion proposal (link)

[Lenovo] Agrees with light weight approach is workable for the conclusion. For (5) depending on potential new solution, it is TBD. On NOTE b is not clear.

[Ericsson] Does it have to be a specific NAS procedure?

[Samsung] Concerns about (2) since in scenarios of phased decommissioning this does not work. For NOTE b, it doesn't seem to be needed. Default behaviour is that UE ignores unrecognized IEs.

[Xiaomi] Concerns about limiting this to serving PLMN

[Apple] concerns about NOTE b. 

	Closing
	Meeting closed at 16:00 CEST


4
Conclusion
No conclusions or APs for next meeting. There is a list of topics on which the group seems to diverge including at least: The granularity level of the information to be conveyed to the UE, to which PLMN does it pertain and whether there is a need for the UE to signal any capability.
