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1
Opening of the meeting

18:00 CET on Tuesday 3 February 2015.

2
Approval of the agenda

TD S2‑150002 (AGENDA) Draft Agenda for SA WG2#107E.
Abstract: Draft Agenda for SA WG2#107E.

Discussion:

Delegates were asked to provide comments after the revisions deadline as soon as possible. This agenda was then approved.

Decision:

This initial draft agenda was approved at SA WG2 meeting #107. Updated in TD S2‑150415.

TD S2‑150415 (AGENDA) Draft Agenda for SA WG2#107E. (Source: SA WG2 Chairman). (Revision of TD S2‑150002).
Abstract: Draft Agenda for SA WG2#107E.

Decision:

The document was approved.
2.1
Handling of Postponed Work

TD S2‑150501 [DRAFT] Applicability of MBMS to low complexity UEs. (SA WG2)
Abstract: To: RAN WG1, RAN WG2, TSG GERAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Syed (DoCoMo): provides rev1

Haris (Qualcomm): cannot accept rev1. Provides rev2

Toon (TNO): provides comments on the text and asks feedback

Haris: replies to Toon

Peter: replies to Haris and provides rev3

Haris: replies to Peter and provides rev4

Peter: replies to Haris

Mike (ALU): asks Haris to make further changes.

Mike: believes we still have not agreed on the purpose for sending this LS. Proposes to note the LS for now.

Puneet: provides rev5

Jinsook (LGE): is fine with rev5

Wanqiang (Huawei): provides rev6

Toon: supports rev6

Peter: supports rev6

Jinsook: supports rev6. A typo can be corrected later on.

Haris: supports rev5.

Syed: supports rev5.

Peter: provides rev7 as a compromise between rev5 and rev6.

Haris: supports rev7.

Toon: provides rev8.

Maulik (Cisco): asks a question. Offers to provide rev9 depending on the answer.

Toon: replies to Maulik. Would have no problems with the clarification requested by Maulik.

Peter: replies to Toon with a text proposal.

Peter: provides rev9 reflecting the previous proposal.

Maulik: provides rev10 with two additional changes on top of rev9.

Haris: is fine with the overall content. Provides rev11 with an additional small change.

==rev deadline==

Toon: is fine with rev11.

Peter: is fine with rev11.

Jinsook: is fine rev11.

Wanqiang: is fine with rev11.

Jinsook: thinks that the title should be changed removing the reference to low complexity UEs. Proposed new title: 'MBMS applicability for Message delivery to Group of devices'

Peter: agrees with changing the title.

Haris: agrees with changing the title as proposed by Jinsook.

Toon: has problems with the new title. Proposes the following alternative: 'MBMS for Message delivery to Group of devices'.

Latest version: rev11

Conclusion: rev11 is approved with the title changed to 'MBMS for Message delivery to Group of devices'.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150421.

TD S2‑150421 LS on MBMS for Message delivery to Group of devices. (SA WG2) (Revision 11 of TD S2‑150501).
Abstract: To: RAN WG1, RAN WG2, TSG GERAN.

Decision:

The document was approved.
TD S2‑150589 23.401 CR2840R1 (Rel‑13, 'C'): Paging Priority for Push To Talk. (Revision of TD S2‑150355).
Abstract: Summary of change: The QCI (as received in the DDN from the SGW) is added to the S1 interface Page message.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Chris (Vodafone): provides rev1

Richard (UK Home Office): supports rev1

Antoine (Orange): supports the CR, but provides rev2. This revision adds QCI 66 among the QCIs deserving priority treatment.

Haris (Qualcomm): question on the cover page.

Alessio (ALU): asks questions on the technical content of the CR

Chris: replies to Hairs and Alessio. Prefers not to extend the proposal to QCI 66 and stick to MCPTT QCIs.

Alessio: asks another question.

Chris: replies to Alessio

Alessio: replies to Chris. Still does not understand why usage of ARP is not sufficient. Provides rev3.

Curt: supports Alessio.

Antoine: provides rev4.

Alessio: provides rev5.

Don (ACS): supports rev5.

Chris: does not think rev5 solves the problem.

Alessio: replies to Chris, suggests to agree rev5 as a starting point and then work in Cabo.

Ivano (session chair): asks if people can accept rev5 as a compromise. Otherwise the CR should be NOTED.

Chris: replies to Alessio.

Frank (Motorola Solutions): supports Chris and Richard.

Alessio: replies to Chris and Frank. Still proposes rev5 as an agreeable compromise for now.

==rev deadline==

Ivano (session chair): solicits opinions on whether to agree rev5 or NOTE this CR. Rev1 and rev2 are excluded because they raised technical concerns that cannot be addressed in an e-meeting.

Curt: can accept rev5.

Laurent: prefers to agree rev5.

Don: prefers to agree rev5.

Chris: can accept rev5 for now, though he suspects that rev5 may give problems to countries that want to have independent MPS and Public Safety operations.

Latest version: rev5

Conclusion: rev5 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150422.

TD S2‑150422 23.401 CR2840R2 (Rel‑13, 'C'): Paging Priority for Push To Talk. (Source: Vodafone, Applied Communication Sciences, OEC). (Revision 5 of TD S2‑150589).
Abstract: Summary of change: a) The current 'national' use of Paging Priority level is described. b) Its extension for use with MCPTT is added. c) The description of eNB behaviour is simplified and corrected.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150590 23.468 CR0056R1 (Rel‑13, 'C'): Paging Priority for Push To Talk. (Revision of TD S2‑150356).
Abstract: Summary of change: DDN for the MCPTT bearers is used to generate an appropriate Paging Priority in the S1 interface paging message.
Electronic meeting discussion:

Changes will be needed depending on the outcome of the discussion on TD S2‑150589.

==rev deadline==

Chris: provides rev1 that aligns with rev5 of TD S2‑150589.

Chris: provides rev2 to remove the duplicated first line in the reason for change.

Latest version: rev2

Conclusion: rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150432.

TD S2‑150432 23.468 CR0056R2 (Rel‑13, 'C'): Paging Priority for Push To Talk. (Source: Vodafone). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150590).
Abstract: Summary of change: DDN for the MCPTT bearers is used to generate an appropriate Paging Priority in the S1 interface paging message.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150527 (TR COVER) Cover Sheet for TR 23.789 for Approval at TSG SA. (Revision of TD S2‑150239).
Abstract: This contribution proposes a cover page for submitting TR 23.789 to TSG SA plenary for Approval.

Electronic meeting discussion:

LaeYoung (LGE): provides rev1 with some editorial fixes.

Mike (ALU): supports rev1.

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): confirms that ALU supports rev1.

Latest version: rev1

Conclusion: rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150433.

TD S2‑150433 (TR COVER) Cover Sheet for TR 23.789 for Approval at TSG SA. (Source: Intel). (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150527).
Abstract: This contribution proposes a cover page for submitting TR 23.789 to TSG SA plenary for Approval.

Decision:

The document was approved.
TD S2‑150621 (TR COVER) Cover sheet for TR 23.709 to send to TSG SA for information. (Source: Ericsson).
Abstract: Cover sheet for TR 23.709 to send to TSG SA for information.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Latest version: original

Conclusion: original version is approved.
Decision:

The document was approved.
TD S2‑150272 (TR COVER) Cover Sheet for TR 23.769 for approval at TSG SA. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: This contribution proposes a cover page for submitting TR 23.769 to SA plenary for Approval.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Mike (ALU): suggests to note the cover page because the GROUPE study phase is not concluded.

Puneet (Intel): asks a clarification on Mike’s proposal.

Wangqiang (Huawei): agrees with Mike. TR cover can be noted. At the next meeting the following remaining issue will have to be addressed in the study: “a further delivery mechanism shall be studied for the scenarios where MBMS cannot be used”.

Ivano (session chair): the document is NOTED.

Mike: intends to submit at SA WG2#108 a P-CR for TR 23.279 to propose the usage of existing SMS as an additional group message delivery mechanism. The P-CR will be circulated in advance.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150131 (TR COVER) TR 23.713 coversheet. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated).
Abstract: Coversheet for TR 23.713 for presentation in TSG SA#67.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Latest version: original

Conclusion: original version is approved.
Decision:

The document was approved.
2.2
IPR and Antitrust policy reminder

IPR Call Reminder:

The SA WG2 Chairman sent the following call for IPRs over e-mail, and asked ETSI members to check the latest version of ETSI's policy available on the web server:

The attention of the delegates to the meeting of this Technical Specification Group was drawn to the fact that 3GPP Individual Members have the obligation under the IPR Policies of their respective Organizational Partners to inform their respective Organizational Partners of Essential IPRs they become aware of.

The delegates were asked to take note that they are thereby invited:

-
to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.

-
to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Statement and the Licensing declaration forms (http://webapp.etsi.org/Ipr/).

Antitrust declaration:

The SA WG2 Chairman sent the following Antitrust declaration over e-mail:

The attention of the delegates to the meeting was drawn to the fact that 3GPP activities were subject to antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws was therefore required by any participant of the meeting, including the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen and were invited to seek any clarification needed with their legal counsel. The present meeting would be conducted with strict impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP. Delegates were reminded that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings was important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters.

3
Meeting reports

There were no contributions under this agenda item.

4
Common issues and Incoming LSs

There were no contributions under this agenda item.

5
Essential Corrections (except Rel-12 features, these are AI 6)

5.1
SAE; CSFB & SMSoSGs; HENB, LIPA_SIPTO, NIMTC, VCSG, SIMTC, FULL_MOCN-GERAN; GWCN_GERAN, Maintenance

TD S2‑150054 (DISCUSSION) Discussion on Downlink packet delivery failure during mobility event. (Source: LG Electronics, LG Uplus, NEC). (Revision of TD S2‑144077).
Abstract: This is a resubmission of TD S2‑144077 with further updates. In this discussion paper, an issue 'Downlink packet delivery failure during mobility event' is explained. It is proposed to enhance the mobility procedure in order to avoid the loss of incoming VoLTE call in MME/SGSN border area.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Noted.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150055 23.401 CR2824 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Downlink packet delivery failure during mobility event. (Revision of TD S2‑144078).
Abstract: Summary of change: If the Serving GW, while waiting for the user plane to be established, receives a Modify Bearer Request message from MME or SGSN other than the one it sent a Downlink Data Notification message to, the Serving GW re-sends the Downlink Data Notification message only to the new MME or SGSN even if ISR is active. It is also clarified that old MME shall not send DDN Reject (i.e. DDN Failure Ind) to S-GW when the old MME detects inter MME/SGSN idle mode mobility.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Frank (Huawei) identifies an editorial and proposes some updated text.

Iskren (NEC) confirms the editorial and refers to Jinsook for a revision.

Jinsook (LGE) provides a rev1 that adds KDDI as supporting company.

Fenqin (Huawei) asks for clarifications.

Jinsook (LGE) clarifies.

Iskren (NEC) provides further clarifications.

Maulik (Cisco) struggles to understand the scenario and thinks there is no need for the CR as it is a corner case.

Jinsook (LGE) replies and provides rev2.

Iskren (NEC) provides clarifications.

Chris (Vodafone) supports the concept of these CRs.

Fenqin (Huawei) explains what he thinks is missing in rev2.

Roland (Ericsson) sees no need for proposal in rev3; supports rev2 of TD S2‑150055 and TD S2‑150056 but not rev 3 of TD S2‑150056.

Fenqin (Huawei) asks how the signalling case should be solved.

Maulik (Cisco) still believes there isn’t a need to “fix” anything here. In the interest of progress, let’s continue down the path of analysis. NOT okay w/ any revs of this CR thus far

Iskren (NEC) does not support rev.3 of this CR, but support rev.2

Roland (Ericsson) replies to Fenqin.

Fenqin (Huawei) discusses.

Iskren (NEC) asks for keeping the discussion in one thread.

Roland (Ericsson) replies to Fenqin: by introducing this reject message due to e.g. a LAU or RAU our view is that we add not needed complexity for some specific cases.

Fenqin (Huawei) explains the key difference between the option 2) and option 3) is on whether we want to solve the signalling issue now.  If no one care about the signalling issue, to move forward I can live with Rev2. 

Jinsook (LGE): this problematic situation mainly came from User Plane Data case (e.g. incoming SIP signalling) and as Roland indicated if the case is GTP-C, P-GW may retransmit the required Signalling message. The intention of this CR is clarifying the different implementation alternatives of S-GW & MME as depicted in DP TD S2‑150054 in order to minimize missing VOLTE call rate. We think rev2 can solve this issue in more generalized manner so let’s move forward with rev2.

Iskren (NEC) Just to confirm NEC supports rev.2 only of this CR.

Frank (convener): least controversial revision seems rev2. Any issues with agreeing rev2 ?

Rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150434.

TD S2‑150434 23.401 CR2824R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Downlink packet delivery failure during mobility event. (Source: LG Electronics, LG Uplus, NEC, KDDI). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150055).
Abstract: Summary of change: If the Serving GW, while waiting for the user plane to be established, receives a Modify Bearer Request message from MME or SGSN other than the one it sent a Downlink Data Notification message to, the Serving GW re-sends the Downlink Data Notification message only to the new MME or SGSN even if ISR is active. It is also clarified that old MME shall not send DDN Reject (i.e. DDN Failure Ind) to S-GW when the old MME detects inter MME/SGSN idle mode mobility.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150056 23.401 CR2825 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Downlink packet delivery failure during mobility event. (Revision of TD S2‑144079).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: If the Serving GW, while waiting for the user plane to be established, receives a Modify Bearer Request message from MME or SGSN other than the one it sent a Downlink Data Notification message to, the Serving GW re-sends the Downlink Data Notification message only to the new MME or SGSN even if ISR is active. It is also clarified that old MME shall not send DDN Reject (i.e. DDN Failure Ind) to S-GW when the old MME detects inter MME/SGSN idle mode mobility.

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150055.

Rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150435.

TD S2‑150435 23.401 CR2825R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Downlink packet delivery failure during mobility event. (Source: LG Electronics, LG Uplus, NEC, KDDI). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150056).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: If the Serving GW, while waiting for the user plane to be established, receives a Modify Bearer Request message from MME or SGSN other than the one it sent a Downlink Data Notification message to, the Serving GW re-sends the Downlink Data Notification message only to the new MME or SGSN even if ISR is active. It is also clarified that old MME shall not send DDN Reject (i.e. DDN Failure Ind) to S-GW when the old MME detects inter MME/SGSN idle mode mobility.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150004 LS from RAN WG3: Reply LS on MME control for consistence of S1‑U and S1‑MME address type. (RAN WG3) (Revision of TD S2‑143823).
Abstract: RAN WG3 would like to thank SA WG2 for the LS on MME control for consistence of S1-U and S1-MME address type and provide answers below. a. Whether the MME or the eNB/HeNB/HeNB-GW is the right network element responsible for performing the selection of actual transport layer IP address to be used? Answer: RAN WG3 agreed that MME never knows the IP version supported by HeNB if HNB GW is deployment. There is a problem only when the HeNB GW does not terminate UP. Sending IPv4 and IPv6 in same message would be needed to solve the problem for this scenario. HeNB GW is the right network element responsible for performing the selection in this case. For other scenarios, no change to current functionality is needed. c. If the answer to /a/ is the eNB/HeNB/HeNB-GW, then it is SA WG2's expectation that RAN WG3 would kindly consider revising specifications under its remit to clarify how to support such scenarios. Answer: RAN WG3 agreed the attached CRs supporting this function. Action: RAN WG3 kindly asks SA WG2 to take the above information into consideration.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Frank (convener): the action for SA WG2 is to take the reply into account. If there are no comments requiring any other actions the LS In will be noted.

Noted.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150013 LS from CT WG4: LS on Roaming Subscription Corresponding to Specific RAT. (CT WG4)
Abstract: As described in Stage 2 specification, the HSS/HLR needs to do the access restriction for the UE in the serving PLMN based on operator determined subscription. When CT WG4 work on the corresponding Stage 3 protocol definitions, the following question was raised. Question: Does the access restriction requirement per PLMN apply only for the E-UTRAN access or does it applies to all access technologies?. Action: CT WG4 kindly asks SA WG2 to provide an answer to the above question.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Reply in TD S2‑150061rev1

Noted.
Decision:

Response in TD S2‑150436.

TD S2‑150061 Reply LS on Roaming Subscription Corresponding to Specific RAT. (China Mobile)
Abstract: Reply LS on Roaming Subscription Corresponding to Specific RAT.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Nicolas (ALU) doesn’t agree with parts of the proposal and provides a rev1.

Shabnam (Ericsson) refers to specification text regarding the issue mentioned by Nicolas.

Jean-Jacques (ALU) replies to Shabnam and provides other references. ALU is OK to have this new rel-13 feature for E UTRAN, but there is  no justification given to apply it to legacy for which  we should avoid to introduce  new features, especially when this was not perceived as an issue  from rel-6

As the CR drives to potential misinterpretation (see CT WG4 LS), it may be justified to have  another  CR well clarifying that the new text applies  to   E-UTRAN.

Jinguo (ZTE) relays Aihua’s (CMCC) response.  He is ok with rev1, i.e. restrict this feature to EUTRAN only.

Laurent (ALU) cannot accept the original LS out  as it refers to  “access restriction requirement per PLMN” can apply to all the 3GPP RATs" while CR(s) discussed so far were only for E-UTRAN case. We can live with rev1

Frank (convener): any issues with agreeing rev1?

Rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150436.

TD S2‑150436 Reply LS on Roaming Subscription Corresponding to Specific RAT. (SA WG2) (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150061).
Abstract: Reply LS on Roaming Subscription Corresponding to Specific RAT.

Decision:

The document was approved.
TD S2‑150163 23.060 CR1950 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correcting ESM re‑activation attempts at PLMN change when only one IP version is supported by the network. (Source: TeliaSonera, Ericsson).
Abstract: Summary of change: The Stage 3 specification is being changed so that the condition to allow re-activation is instead based on the absence of an active PDP context, i.e. the trigger is when the UE determines that the SM state of the PDP connection is PDP-INACTIVE. This change request aligns the Stage 2 text to the change to the re-activation condition in Stage 3, and also aligns Stage 2 text to subscription or GGSN/PDN GW restrictions in Stage 3.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik (chair) provided rev1 updating the WI code.

Sung (Samsung) propose to note or postpone as there are related discussions during this week’s CT meetings.

Saso (Intel) supports Samsung’s view. Understanding is that the related documents in CT WG1 (C1-150116, C1-150117) are currently under revision in CT WG1 and may end up very different from the original proposal.

Frank (convener): it is assumed that the same as for TD S2‑150165/ TD S2‑150166 applies here.

Frank (convener): the TD is noted

There is agreement to consider it later.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150164 23.060 CR1951 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correcting ESM re‑activation attempts at PLMN change when only one IP version is supported by the network. (Source: TeliaSonera, Ericsson).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: The Stage 3 specification is being changed so that the condition to allow re-activation is instead based on the absence of an active PDP context, i.e. the trigger is when the UE determines that the SM state of the PDP connection is PDP-INACTIVE. This change request aligns the Stage 2 text to the change to the re-activation condition in Stage 3, and also aligns Stage 2 text to subscription or GGSN/PDN GW restrictions in Stage 3.

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150163
Frank (convener): the TD is noted

There is agreement to consider it later.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150165 23.401 CR2830 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correcting ESM re‑activation attempts at PLMN change when only one IP version is supported by the network. (Source: TeliaSonera, Ericsson).
Abstract: Summary of change: The Stage 3 specification is being changed so that the condition to allow re-activation is instead based on the absence of an active EPS bearer context, i.e. the trigger is when the UE determines that the ESM state of the EPS bearer contexts is BEARER CONTEXT-INACTIVE. This change request aligns the Stage 2 text to the Stage 3 change to the re-activation condition.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik (chair) provided rev1 updating the WI code.

Sung (Samsung) propose to note or postpone as there are related discussions during this week’s CT meetings. The same comment applies to TD S2‑150163/TD S2‑150164.

Saso (Intel) supports Samsung’s view. Understanding is that the related documents in CT WG1 (C1-150116, C1-150117) are currently under revision in CT WG1 and may end up very different from the original proposal.

Nicolas (ALU) also supports to note these CRs as it is clearly an alignment to a stage 3 CR that is not agreed yet.

Ulf (TeliaSonera) would be ok with postponing the CRs related to this topic until the next SA WG2 meeting, unless we get confirmation that CT WG1 has decided on the actual solution as supported by the submitted SA WG2 CRs before the close of the redrafting part of the SA WG2 e-meeting (basically that the CT WG1 CRs are agreed as is). 

Peter (Ericsson) supports TeliaSonera’s proposal.

Ulf (TeliaSonera) proposed to postpone all related TDs since it is getting closer to the document deadline.

Frank (convener): the TD is noted

There is agreement to consider it later.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150166 23.401 CR2831 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correcting ESM re‑activation attempts at PLMN change when only one IP version is supported by the network. (Source: TeliaSonera, Ericsson).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: The Stage 3 specification is being changed so that the condition to allow re-activation is instead based on the absence of an active EPS bearer context, i.e. the trigger is when the UE determines that the ESM state of the EPS bearer contexts is BEARER CONTEXT-INACTIVE. This change request aligns the Stage 2 text to the Stage 3 change to the re-activation condition.

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150165
Frank (convener): the TD is noted

There is agreement to consider it later.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150206 23.246 CR0389 (Rel‑11, 'F'): Correction to BM‑SC initiated Session Update procedure. (Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell).
Abstract: Summary of change: Transport network IP Multicast Address, IP address of the multicast source, C TEID are removed from the MBMS Session Update Request in step 7.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Any issues with agreeing the CR?

Approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150207 23.246 CR0390 (Rel‑12, 'A'): Correction to BM‑SC initiated Session Update procedure. (Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell).
Abstract: Rel‑12 mirror CR: Summary of change: Transport network IP Multicast Address, IP address of the multicast source, C TEID are removed from the MBMS Session Update Request in step 3.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Any issues with agreeing the CR?

Approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
5.2
SAE: QoS and PCC aspects; PEST, eVocoder, policy related aspects of other WIs, etc. Rel-11 PCC/QoS: SAPP, QoS_SSL, SIRIG, Maintenance

There were no contributions under this agenda item.

5.3
SAE: 23.402 (including eANDSF, MUPSAP, MAPCON, FlowMob, SMOG), DIDA, LOBSTER, SaMOG_WLAN, BBAI I, II, Maintenance

TD S2‑150084 23.139 CR0046 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Corrections to BBF related references. (Source: Ericsson, ZTE).
Abstract: Summary of change: Updates to now approved BBF specifications.

Electronic meeting discussion:

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): confirms that ALU supports this CR.

Latest version: original

Conclusion: original version is approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
5.4
Other + IMS Related: (including Emergency, eMBMS, eMPS, SRVCC etc.), rSRVCC, NOVES-IMSESOM, NetLoc, RAVEL, vSRVCC, eMPS_SRVCC, Maintenance

There were no contributions under this agenda item.

5.5
IMS: 23.228, 23.237, 23.292 (e.g. IMS, Service continuity, Centralized Services), Maintenance

There were no contributions under this agenda item.

6
Release 12 Maintenance, Alignment and Exceptions

6.1
Release 12 Feature Maintenance

6.1.1
3GPP Packet Access: LIMONET, MTCe-SDDTE and MTCe-UEPCOP, CNO, TEI12, LTE_SC_enh_dualC, Rel-12 ProSe, GCSE_LTE

6.1.1PS
3GPP Packet Access: Public Safety

TD S2‑150006 LS from SA WG5: Reply LS on ProSe Lawful Interception ‑ UICC based charging. (SA WG5) (Revision of TD S2‑144327).
Abstract: SA WG5 would like to thank SA WG3 for the LS S3-142308. SA WG5 was requested to provide information about the intended charging model for public safety ProSe. SA WG5 would like to inform SA WG3 that ProSe Direct Communication for Public Safety is required to support offline charging based on usage information recorded by the UE and reported to the network. SA WG5 would like to inform SA WG3 that, when the UE is out of E-UTRAN coverage, the storage of the usage information and the execution of the reporting procedure shall be in a secure environment in the UE that is trusted by the operator. However, it is assumed that the recording of usage information cannot always be trusted, based on feedback from LS S3-142308. This is captured in clause 5.3.1 of the attached TR 32.844, as the below Note: NOTE: The secured storage and execution of the reporting procedure do not guarantee that the recording of the usage information is trusted.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik: Can we NOTE this?
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150022 LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on availability of ProSe Direct Communication in limited service state. (SA WG1)
Abstract: SA WG1 thanks RAN WG2 for their liaison and have discussed the specific action requested by RAN WG2; 'RAN WG2 respectfully asks SA WG1 to clarify the requirement in CR S1-143628 with respect to the scenario described above.' SA WG1 agrees with RAN WG2's agreement that '… the UE using UE preconfigured resource must not cause interference to a cell even if the UE considers the cell as an acceptable cell (hence limited service state)'. SA WG1 has agreed the attached CRs to add this restriction to the service requirements in TS 22.278. SA WG1 endorses the following assumptions in RAN WG2: 'RAN WG2 assumes that: - For REL-12 a UE will be preconfigured (in UE) with only one radio frequency (i.e. F2) per operating region. - Upper layer checks if use of preconfigured radio frequency is valid in an operating region. '. Action: SA WG1 asks RAN WG2 to take this response into account.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik: Can we NOTE this?
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150023 LS from SA WG1: Reply LS on ProSe Lawful Interception. (SA WG1)
Abstract: SA WG1 thanks SA WG5 for their liaisons in S1-144414. SA WG5 asked SA WG1 'SA WG5 would like clarification from SA WG1 on the service requirement for the 'UICC swap' scenario identified by CT WG6. In particular, whether the UE needs to report the usage information associated with the original UICC while the connection is using credentials of the new UICC after the swap. SA WG1 has concluded that there are no Rel‑12 requirements related to the UICC swap scenario. SA WG1 does not want to add such requirements to Rel‑12 at this late stage.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik: Can we NOTE this?
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150059 23.303 CR0150 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Further clarification on the equivilent PLMN.
Abstract: Summary of change: It is proposed to add an additional note to clarify that if the selected PLMN is different with the registered PLMN, additional to the conditions above, the MME shall depend on operator policy to indicate 'ProSe authorised' to E-UTRAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

04.02 

09:46 Antoine: find problems

10:16 Mario: proposes rewording

11:01 Mario: supplies rev1

11:02 Jinguo: agrees with rev1

12:33 Haris: asks for clarification

12:58 Mario: explains, rewords

13:07 Haris: suggests rewording

13:46 Mario: discusses


16:48 Haris: discusses

05.02

02:11 Shabnam: stick with Rel-12 function, no rewording proposed

02:22 Jinguo: OK with Mario's rewording, discusses with Haris

02:22 Jinguo: @Shabnam - not an enhancement

10:09 Fenqin: explores alternatives

06.02

02:59 Jinguo: explains, motivates his text

11:08 Jinguo: provides rev2 (new NOTE), provides rev3 (modified existing NOTE)

13:37 Fenqin: agrees with rev3

13:45 Shabnam: agrees with rev3

15:51 Antoine: a clarification is not FASMO.

16:07 Mario: agrees with rev3

---after revision deadline---

17:28 Antoine: no objection to rev3

rev03 APPROVED.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150416.

TD S2‑150416 23.303 CR0150R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Further clarification on the equivilent PLMN. (Source: ZTE). (Revision 3 of TD S2‑150059).
Abstract: Summary of change: The ProSe authorization for equivalent PLMNs of the registered PLMN is not addressed in this release of specification.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150147 23.468 CR0049R2 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarification on Service Continuity from MBMS delivery to Unicast delivery. (Source: LG Electronics).
Abstract: Summary of change: 1. Clarifing eMBMS to MBMS in figure 4.1-1 2. UE behaviour for 'make-before-break' has been clarified to monitor SIB message in order to detect if the UE moves to MBMS area again. 3. Make-before-make is clarified as make-before-break.

Electronic meeting discussion:

05.02

20:15 Mike: supports CR

06.02

07:55 Jinsook: appreciates confirmation

--- revision deadline passed ---

09.02 

11:34 Laurent: supports approval of CR.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150148 23.303 CR0152 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarification on Discovery filter definition. (Source: LG Electronics).
Abstract: Summary of change: - Definition of discovery filter is corrected to have one or more ProSe Application Mask(s) not zero or more. - Adding missed definition of 'Open ProSe Discovery'.

Electronic meeting discussion:

04.02

17:07 Haris: asserts CR is not needed

05.02

02:44 Jinsook: discusses Haris' points

09:33 Jinsook: supplies rev1

14:51 Haris: unconvinced, asks other opinions

15:03 Shabnam: agrees with Haris, specs are clear, a reference could be added though

06.02

03:33 Jinsook: OK to NOTE 0148. Still feels stage 2 has too much info as stage 1 is ambiguous.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150251 23.303 CR0153 (Rel‑12, 'D'): Clarification on out‑of‑coverage direct discovery.
Abstract: Summary of change: Add the following text to Scope clause: In this Release of the specification, there is no support for ProSe Direct Discovery for ProSe-enabled UEs not served by E-UTRAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

04.02

17:17 Haris: as Cat C - supplies rev1

17:26 Saso: suggests rewording

17:49 LaeYoung: rewords, sends rev2

06.02

08:15 Fenqin: agrees with Saso

rev2 APPROVED.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150417.

TD S2‑150417 23.303 CR0153R1 (Rel‑12, 'C'): Clarification on out‑of‑coverage direct discovery. (Source: LG Electronics). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150251).
Abstract: Summary of change: Add the following text to Scope clause: In this Release of the specification, there is no support for ProSe Direct Discovery for ProSe-enabled Public Safety UEs not served by E-UTRAN. Editorial change to align with the definition: Public Safety ProSe-enabled UE to ProSe-enabled Public Safety UE.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150252 23.468 CR0048R2 (Rel‑12, 'D'): Abbreviations ‑ addition and correction. (Source: LG Electronics).
Abstract: Summary of change: In clause 3.2, GCSE_LTE is fixed and some abbreviations are added.

Electronic meeting discussion:

--- revision deadline passed ---

09.02 

11:34 Laurent: supports approval of CR.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150297 23.303 CR0156 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction of TTL related to the Discovery filter.
Abstract: Summary of change: 1. The TTL is defined for the validity of discovery filter but not for the validity of the ProSe application code or ProSe application mask. 2. Change the consistence of discovery filter.

Electronic meeting discussion:

04.02

10:42 Antoine: supplies rev1 w/ fixes

21:00 Shabnam: requests more deltas

05.02

02:25 Juan: supplies rev2 as above

08:45 Juan: resends the above.

18:30 Phil: proposes further rewording, no rev

06.02

02:48 Juan: disagrees with Phil's rewording

03:41 Ouyang: argues & suggests text change

04:01 Juan: supplies rev3. supports rev2 & rev3

16:47 Phil: agrees with rev3

16:58 Hong: the cover page becomes inconsistent if NOTE2 is removed (Erik: is rev3 not acceptable to Qualcomm?)

rev03 APPROVED.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150418.

TD S2‑150418 23.303 CR0156R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction of TTL related to the Discovery filter. (Source: CATT). (Revision 3 of TD S2‑150297).
Abstract: Summary of change: 1. Change the 'Time to live value(s)' to 'Time to live' in the definition of Discovery filter. 2. The TTL is defined for the validity of discovery filter but not for the validity of the ProSe application code or ProSe application mask. 3. Noted 2 in clause 4.6.4.2a is removed.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150331 23.468 CR0053R2 (Rel‑12, 'F'): TMGI renewal. (Source: Nokia Networks).
Abstract: Summary of change: It is proposed that BMSC should either postpone the session stop or perform session update in order to notify the MCE regarding TMGI renewal.

Electronic meeting discussion:

04.02

11:08 Antoine: finds problems

13:25 Rainer: supplies rev1 in answer

16:42 Antoine: dislikes rev1, asks more

16:47 Mike: suggests new text

17:31 Antoine: likes Mike's text

18:10 Shabnam: identifies misalignment & impacts

18:47 Rainer: replies to Antoine

19:08 Rainer: elucidates current status

19:24 Shabnam: identifies specific impact

19:29 Rainer: OK with Mike's text

20:09 Mike: other specs affected?

23:04 Shabnam: focus on 23.246 now. Suggests text.

23:57 Mike: provides rev2 in response

23:57 Val: explains status, suggests

05.02

00:21 Val: asks questions 

01:45 Shabnam: rebuts a claim by Mike

01:55 Shabnam: replies to Val's query

07:03 Rainer: sees only one potential impact & it might be handled by the BMSC implementation

15:35 Shabnam: agrees with Rainer

16:59 Mike: considers broader implications, if multiple BMSCs. Postpone to SA2 108?

18:02 Rainer: proposes to NOTE 0331 

18:30 Shabnam: supports to NOTE 0331

19:04 Phil: asks if one aspect of CR is needed

19:30 Erik: The WG will discuss whether to handle it in the context of MBMS_enh or whether clarification is needed in Rel-12.

06.02

16:54 Phil: Agrees to NOTE the CR.
Decision:

The document was noted.
6.1.1O
3GPP Packet Access: Other

TD S2‑150294 (DISCUSSION) Problems and solutions for Co‑existing of 'SMSoverSGs', 'SMSinSGSN', 'SMSinMME'. (Source: CATT).
Abstract: This DP analyse problem of the co-existing of SMSoverSG, SMSinMME and SMSinSGSN, and propose some solutions.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Frank (convener): the TD is noted.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150295 23.060 CR1893R3 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Enable ISR for PS‑only UE. (Source: CATT).
Abstract: Summary of change: 1. It is proposed that in such case the SGSN should activate ISR if 'SMS in SGSN' is used. 2. In such case, it is further proposed that SGSN forward received MT short message to MME.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Mike (ALU) asks for clarifications.

Ming (CATT) provides an answer.

Antoine (Orange) asks for clarifications and thinks that these CRs don’t qualify as a FASMO correction.

Curt (Samsung) agrees with Antoine that this is not a FASMO but a new enhancement. So I think it does not fit into this e-meeting.  Curt would agree that if UE is not doing a IMSI attach or LAU then keeping the ISR is still possible. However, the solution is not addressing these pre-conditions.

Magnus (Ericsson) agrees with Antoine and Curt that the CRs are not FASMO but rather Cat B/C enhancements. The solution has grown in complexity (since the solution was first presented a few meetings back) and at this stage I do not believe that benefits of the solution justifies the added complexity.

Antoine (Orange) clarifies that his comments apply also to TD S2‑150296.

Ming (CATT) removes parts that “add complexity” and cause lots of concerns (e.g. rather Cat B/C) and thinks that remaining changes fit for this e-meeting. Further clarifications are provided. A rev1 is proposed.

Nicolas (ALU) has still questions and comments and thinks this is not FASMO, not category F and so not for the e-meeting.

Ming (CATT) provides rev2.

Magnus (Ericsson) is afraid that the CRs still falls under category B/C since they aim to enhance the system rather than correcting a FASMO.

Ming (CATT): those CR do not add any new features [Cat B]. If people think those CRs are enhancements, I propose to move those CRs (rev2) to TEI13, where improvements is allowed. Provides rev3.

Frank (convener): please note, the e-meeting is for corrections, i.e. it may be TEI13 for issues that are fixed in Rel13 and not in the original Release of the related feature. Not to mix up with “TEI13” as an agenda item for Technical Enhancements, which is not scheduled for the e-meeting.

Frank (convener): the TD is noted

All comments consider it not a correction.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150296 23.272 CR0939R3 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Enable ISR for PS‑only UE. (Source: CATT).
Abstract: Summary of change: 1. It is proposed that in such case the SGSN should activate ISR in Combined RAU procedure if 'SMS in SGSN' is used. 2. If 'SMS in MME' is used, the MME should activated ISR, as well. 3. If 'SMS in SGSN' is used for a UE, the SGSN does not send CS PAGING received from S3 interface; 4. For 'SMS in MME', the MME forward received MT-SMS from SGd to SGSN, if ISR is activated.

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150295.

Frank (convener): the TD is noted

All comments consider it not a correction.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150032 23.401 CR2820 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE.
Abstract: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik (chair) provided rev1 with corrected WI code.

Frank (Huawei) asks for updating the wording and for clarification.

Laurent (ALU) provides a rev2.

Laurent (ALU) provides a rev3.

Nirav (Cisco) proposes further updates.

Laurent (ALU) comments on those.

Laurent (ALU) provides a rev4.

Frank (convener): 

Any issues with agreeing rev4 ?

Rev4 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150543.

TD S2‑150543 23.401 CR2820R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE. (Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell). (Revision 4 of TD S2‑150032).
Abstract: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN). This applies only to S4_SGSN as there is no transfer of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' between serving Nodes over Gn. Upon inter-RAT mobility, if the target MME/SGSN supports location information change reporting, the target MME/SGSN shall include the User Location Information in the Create Session Request / Modify Bearer Request, regardless of whether ULI change reporting had been requested in the previous RAT by the PGW.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150033 23.401 CR2821 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE.
Abstract: Rel-13 mirror CR: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150032
Erik (chair) provided rev1 with corrected WI code.

Laurent (ALU) provides a rev1ALU.

Frank (convener): 

Any issues with agreeing rev1ALU ?

Rev1ALU is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150544.

TD S2‑150544 23.401 CR2821R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE. (Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell). (Revision 1ALU of TD S2‑150033).
Abstract: Rel-13 mirror CR: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150134 23.060 CR1947 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE.
Abstract: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Electronic meeting discussion:

Discussion as for TD S2‑150032
Erik (chair) provided rev1 with corrected WI code.

Frank (Huawei) asks for updating the wording and for clarification.

Laurent (ALU) provides a rev2.

Frank (convener): 

Any issues with agreeing rev2 ?

Rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150545.

TD S2‑150545 23.060 CR1947R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE. (Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150134).
Abstract: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150135 23.060 CR1948 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE.
Abstract: Rel-13 mirror CR: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150134
Erik (chair) provided rev1 with corrected WI code.

Laurent (ALU) provides a rev1ALU.

Frank (convener): 

Any issues with agreeing rev1ALU ?

Rev1ALU is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150546.

TD S2‑150546 23.060 CR1948R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Clarify handling of 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' at change of Serving Node for an UE. (Source: Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell). (Revision 1ALU of TD S2‑150135).
Abstract: Rel-13 mirror CR: Summary of change: The new Serving Node takes the Location reporting requirements received from the old Serving Node immediately into account with the exception that, at mobility between a MME and a SGSN, a MME (respectively a SGSN) does not take into account 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' requirements received from a SGSN (respectively a MME). At a change of RAT type between LTE and legacy 3GPP radio, to ensure that ULI reporting goes-on, the PGW shall issue 'MS Info Change Reporting Action' towards the new Serving Node (MME or SGSN).

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150243 23.682 CR0091 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction to the scope. (Source: Intel).
Abstract: Summary of change: Scope of TS 23.682 contains the description of the features that were defined in Rel-11. In Rel-12 new features (e.g. UE Power Saving Mode, CN assisted RAN parameter Tuning, Device Trigger Replace/Recall) were added. It is not efficient to keep updating the scope of the TS with all new features that gets added in every release. Therefore it is proposed correct the scope of the TS by removing text related to feature description for specific release from the scope clause.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Laurent (ALU) is ok with the CR.

Any issues with agreeing the CR?

Approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150244 23.682 CR0092 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correction to the scope. (Source: Intel).
Abstract: Rel-13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Scope of TS 23.682 contains the description of the features that were defined in Rel-11. In Rel-12 new features (e.g. UE Power Saving Mode, CN assisted RAN parameter Tuning, Device Trigger Replace/Recall) were added. It is not efficient to keep updating the scope of the TS with all new features that gets added in every release. Therefore it is proposed correct the scope of the TS by removing text related to feature description for specific release from the scope clause.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Laurent (ALU) is ok with the CR.

Any issues with agreeing the CR?

Approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150021 LS from RAN WG3: LS on E‑RAB(s) failed to modify in E‑RAB Modification Confirm. (RAN WG3)
Abstract: RAN WG3 discussed the handling regarding E-RAB(s) failed to modify with the E-RAB Modification procedure, RAN WG3 agreed that the eNB either releases all resource for the concerned E-RABs or keeps the previous transport unchanged. Attached the proposed text which was endorsed in RAN WG3#86. Action: RAN WG3 asks SA WG2 and CT WG4 to take this information into account and provide feedback if needed.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Reply in TD S2‑150263rev5.
Decision:

Response in TD S2‑150547.

TD S2‑150261 23.401 CR2833 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Dual connectivity handling for the failed E‑RAB(s) in the E‑RAB Modification procedure. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: Summary of change: Add the Dual connectivity handling for the failed E-RAB(s) in the E-RAB Modification procedure.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Frank (convener): the TD is noted

Following the discussions only an LS out may be the result of the e-meeting.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150262 23.401 CR2834 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Dual connectivity handling for the failed E‑RAB(s) in the E‑RAB Modification procedure. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Add the Dual connectivity handling for the failed E-RAB(s) in the E-RAB Modification procedure.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Frank (convener): the TD is noted

Following the discussions only an LS out may be the result of the e-meeting.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150263 [DRAFT] LS on E‑RAB(s) failed to modify in E‑RAB Modification Confirm. (Huawei, Hisilicon)
Abstract: LS response to RAN WG3 on E-RAB(s) failed to modify in E-RAB Modification Confirm.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Maulik (Cisco) provides background on why for him: neither of the docs (TD S2‑150261, TD S2‑150262, TD S2‑150263) are acceptable. Any revision of TD S2‑150261, TD S2‑150262 is also not acceptable.

A rev1 is provided.

Roland (Ericsson) largely shares Cisco’s view and provides an update proposal for the related CR.

Frank (Huawei) asks for verification of the reason that Maulik describes for the issues with the proposed CR. Further it is asked for clarification of the CR update proposal from Roland.

Roland (Ericsson) explains the issue with keeping the previous transport based in a list of failed bearers is that the status of the indicated failed bearers are not know i.e. not changed or removed in CN.

A separate indication can be needed if the previous transport shall be kept.

Nicolas (ALU) agrees that it is not always possible to retain the previous bearers. But it is not in all the cases.

He proposes to study the alternatives at next SA WG2 meeting. A rev2 is proposed.

Maulik (Cisco) provides a rev3 and is NOT OK with approving TD S2‑150261/TD S2‑150262 CRs in this mtg

NOT OK with TD S2‑150263 original, rev1 (provided by us), rev2 (provided by ALU) of LS OUT

Nicolas (ALU) provides a rev4 and clarifies that he cannot agree the related CRs.

Maulik (Cisco) provides an editorial rev5.

Laurent (ALU): OK with Rev5 but the “DocNumber(s)” in the attachment should be removed and replaced by the fact there is no attachment (CR(s) are note)

Sung (Samsung) asks for clarifications.

Frank (Huawei) provides some answer.

Frank (convener): latest revision is rev5. Any issues with agreeing rev5 ?

Rev5 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150547.

TD S2‑150547 LS on E‑RAB(s) failed to modify in E‑RAB Modification Confirm. (SA WG2) (Revision 5 of TD S2‑150263).
Abstract: LS response to RAN WG3 on E-RAB(s) failed to modify in E-RAB Modification Confirm.

Decision:

The document was approved.
TD S2‑150328 23.401 CR2811R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Paging priority setting in the MME.
Abstract: Summary of change: Clarify that the ARP value used for paging priority setting is the ARP priority level.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Nirav (Cisco) provides a rev1.

Laurent (ALU) agrees with changes of rev1 and revises it further to rev2.

Laurent (ALU) supports rev2.

Don (ACS) prefers rev 1 of TD S2‑150328 over rev 2, since he feels that the sentence in step 2 (as referenced by Laurent) helps to clarify how the SGW populates the ARP IE in the DDN. He agrees to this CR and would be willing to co-sign it.

Laurent (ALU): To me step 2 refers to the behaviour of the SGW when sending the DDN and to my understanding the DDN does not carry a “priority indicator” but an Allocation/Retention Priority and an EPS Bearer ID.

Now I agree that  ...

Don (ACS): I have the same understanding as you – that step 2 refers to the behaviour of the SGW when sending the DDN, and that the DDN includes the ARP and EBI. I suggest that this sentence is simplified.

Frank (Huawei) there are more details on setting the ARP in DDN in the procedure intro. The sentence in question is just a rough summery of it. Removing it seems better, i.e. rev2.

Don (ACS): Although we prefer rev 1, we feel that TD S2‑150328 rev 2 is an acceptable compromise, given that the introductory material already includes a more complete description of this SGW processing.

Applied Communication Sciences and OEC would like to co-sign the final versions of these CRs.

Any issues with agreeing rev2 ?

Rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150548.

TD S2‑150548 23.401 CR2811R2 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Paging priority setting in the MME. (Source: Nokia Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, Applied Communication Sciences, OEC). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150328).
Abstract: Summary of change: Clarify that the ARP value used for paging priority setting is the ARP priority level.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Rel-13 mirror CR created in TD S2‑150549.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150329 23.401 CR2812R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Paging priority setting in the MME.
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Clarify that the ARP value used for paging priority setting is the ARP priority level.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Devaki (NN) wrongly provides a TD S2‑150394rev3 under the subject of this CR.

-- Deadline for revisions --

Devaki (NN) provides a revNN.

Laurent (ALU) supports rev mirror based on 328rev2 [which should be revNN?]

Frank (convener): as it is an exact mirror it should be acceptable also after deadline for revisions.

Any issues with agreeing revNN?

Frank (convenor) revNN is no exact mirror of TD S2‑150328rev2. An exact mirror needs to be generated, which is then approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150549.

TD S2‑150549 23.401 CR2812R2 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Paging priority setting in the MME. (Source: Nokia Networks, Applied Communication Sciences, OEC). (Revision (corrected to exact mirror CR) of TD S2‑150329).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Clarify that the ARP value used for paging priority setting is the ARP priority level.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Rel-13 mirror created after e-meeting.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150330 23.272 CR0941R2 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Paging without LAI. (Source: Nokia Networks, Samsung).
Abstract: Summary of change: When the UE is in connected mode, state the MME shall not send service request as it would normally do but instead request the UE to perform re-attach for non-EPS services.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Any issues with agreeing the CR?

Approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150334 23.401 CR2839 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Clarification on sending PGW address to HSS. (Source: Nokia Networks).
Abstract: Summary of change: In step 25 of clause 5.3.2.1 and step 15 of 5.10.2 it is clarified that MME shall send the notification when the MME selects a new PDN GW or when IP address is used as PDN GW identity and the selected PDN GW sends a new PDN GW control plane address in step 16 (Create Session Response message).

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik (chair) provided rev1 updating the WI code.

Stefan (Ericsson) asks for clarification of the reason for change.

Nirav (Cisco) ask for clarification and thinks the change is not needed.

Laurent (ALU) shares Stefan’s and Nirav’s view and thinks it causes backwards compatibility issues.

Gyuri (NN) explains the scenario where the MME establishes the PDN connection with a PGW IP adr that is still stored in subscription, but the PGW returns a different IP adr to the MME.

Laurent (ALU) thinks it is not clarifying.

Gyuri (NN) adds that the problem is with a handover after the situation that he described before.

Stefan (Ericsson) asks how it works with the FQDN in this case.

Nirav (Cisco) thinks the case of a PGW with multiple IP adr does not need this CR and so doesn’t agree with it.

Gyuri (NN) thinks the problem is not just for a PGW with multiple IP adr that could solve the issue within the PGW. PGWs may redirect to other PGWs.

Nirav (Cisco) asks Gyuri to provide a reference and refers to the load control mechanisms he is aware of. 

Nicolas (ALU) shares a CT WG4 CR for explaining what the standard supports.

Gyuri (NN) thanks for the detailed technical comments and thinks it is best to note these papers for this e-meeting.

Frank (convener): following the discussions the TD is noted.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150335 23.060 CR1954 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Clarification on sending PGW address to HSS. (Source: Nokia Networks).
Abstract: Summary of change: In step C of Figure 64b in clause 9.2.2.1A it is clarified that S4-SGSN shall send the notification when the S4-SGSN selects a new PDN GW or when IP address is used as PDN GW identity and the selected PDN GW sends a new PDN GW control plane address in step C (Create Session Response message).

Electronic meeting discussion:

As for TD S2‑150334
Frank (convener): following the discussions the TD is noted.
Decision:

The document was noted.
6.1.2
PCC/QoS Aspects: UMONC, ABC, CNO-ULI, P4C-F

TD S2‑150383 23.203 CR0940R2 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Clarifications for QoS change of default bearer. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: Summary of change: It is proposed to clarify the requirements for the PCRF and the PCEF/BBERF related to the default bearer QoS change due to a PCRF provisioning of the Authorized Default EPS Bearer QoS parameter. In section 6.1.1.4 (Bearer Binding) it is clarified that the re-evaluation of the binding takes only place when the QoS authorization of a PCC rule changes. A sentence is added to section 6.2.2.1 to reflect in Stage 2 the existing Gx capability to inform the PCRF about the removal of PCC rules whenever their corresponding IP-CAN bearer is terminated. Sections A.4.3.2.2 and A.5.3.2.3 are extended with a clarification of the PCEF/BBERF functionality to inform the PCRF about any PCC/QoS rule (previously bound to the default EPS Bearer) for which the bearer binding is no longer satisfied due to the change of the default EPS Bearer QoS. In section A.4.4.4.2, a statement is removed which could be misinterpreted as requirement to the PCEF to trigger a bearer establishment for PCC rules that were previously bound to the default bearer. In section A.5.4.4.4, the requirement for the PCRF is added, to modify the QoS of at least one PCC/QoS rule (with the same QCI and ARP as the default bearer before the modification took place) in the same way the Authorized Default EPS Bearer QoS is changed.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Belen (Ericsson): provides rev1

Nirav (Cisco): supports rev1

Mirko (Huawei): replies to Belen. Asks to agree on a general way forward before attempting other revisions. 

Nirav: does not think there is the need to define any new behaviour of PCEF to handle this corner case.

Belen: supports Nirav.

Joseph (Oracle): supports Belen and Nirav.

Mirko: can accept the main concept in rev1, but proposes further changes on top of that. Provides rev2.

Belen: provides rev3, but she can of course accept also rev1 (but not rev2).

Mirko: cannot accept rev3, but offered to include one of the changes in there into rev2.

Nirav: replies to Mirko.

Mirko: replies to Nirav.

Laurent: supports Mirko on the point that changing the QoS of the default bearer is a very specific procedure that is very different from the change of a QoS of a PCC rule.

Shabnam: replies to Laurent.

Mike (ALU): replies to Shabnam

Shabnam: replies to Mike.

Belen: repeats that she believes this CR is not needed buy can accept rev3.

Laurent: provides a rev3 clashing with Belen’s rev3. Laurent’s rev3 should be ignored.

Mirko: replies to Belen.

Laurent: supports Mirko.

Laurent: provides rev4-ALU. This replaces the clashing rev3 previously distributed by Laurent.

Belen: provides rev4.

Nirav: supports rev4.

Laurent: provides rev5-ALU to try to find some common ground.

Laurent: provides rev6-ALU with one additional change.

Belen: provides rev7.

Laurent: replies to Belen. Cannot accept rev7. Provides rev8-ALU as a compromise.

Belen: cannot accept rev8-ALU but believes it is just a question of wording, She does not think we are far from each other.

Nirav: proposes a different wording for a sentence.

Laurent: provides rev9-ALU capturing the proposal from Nirav

==rev deadline==

Belen: cannot accept rev9. Prefers rev7.

Laurent: cannot accept rev7. Replies to Belen’s concerns and pushes for rev9.

Belen: replies to Laurent.

Laurent: proposes to NOTE the CR and continue the discussion till the next SA WG2 meeting.

Ivano (session chair): proposes to NOTE the CR and the related mirror

Nirav: is fine with noting the CR for now.

Mirko: replies to Belen.

Ivano (session chair): proposes to NOTE this CR.

Joseph (Oracle): prefers to NOTE the CR for now.

Mirko: agrees to note the CR for now with the understanding that rev9 will be the baseline for further offline work.

Ivano (session chair): this CR and the related mirror are NOTED.

Latest version: rev9-ALU

Conclusion: NOTED. Rev9 will be used as the baseline for further offline work.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150384 23.203 CR0941R2 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Clarifications for QoS change of default bearer. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: It is proposed to clarify the requirements for the PCRF and the PCEF/BBERF related to the default bearer QoS change due to a PCRF provisioning of the Authorized Default EPS Bearer QoS parameter. In section 6.1.1.4 (Bearer Binding) it is clarified that the re-evaluation of the binding takes only place when the QoS authorization of a PCC rule changes. A sentence is added to section 6.2.2.1 to reflect in Stage 2 the existing Gx capability to inform the PCRF about the removal of PCC rules whenever their corresponding IP-CAN bearer is terminated. Sections A.4.3.2.2 and A.5.3.2.3 are extended with a clarification of the PCEF/BBERF functionality to inform the PCRF about any PCC/QoS rule (previously bound to the default EPS Bearer) for which the bearer binding is no longer satisfied due to the change of the default EPS Bearer QoS. In section A.4.4.4.2, a statement is removed which could be misinterpreted as requirement to the PCEF to trigger a bearer establishment for PCC rules that were previously bound to the default bearer. In section A.5.4.4.4, the requirement for the PCRF is added, to modify the QoS of at least one PCC/QoS rule (with the same QCI and ARP as the default bearer before the modification took place) in the same way the Authorized Default EPS Bearer QoS is changed.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Latest version: original

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150385 23.203 CR0890R6 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Priority of Default Bearer. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: Summary of change: It is proposed to extend section 6.1.1.3 (PCC rule authorization and QoS rule generation) with a general requirement for the PCRF to ensure that the ARP of the default bearer needs to be permanently aligned with the highest ARP used by any authorized PCC rules of the IP-CAN session. The ARP of the PCC rules having the same QCI and ARP as the default bearer should be modified accordingly. The Priority EPS Bearer Service section 6.1.11.3 is corrected and aligned by adding a reference to the description in 6.1.1.3. In addition, it is clarified that only PCC/QoS Rules with a lower QCI or ARP than what is required for the Priority EPS Bearer Service are modified. The IMS Multimedia Priority Services section 6.1.11.4 is corrected and aligned by adding a reference to the description in 6.1.1.3.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Don (ACS): provides rev1 and would like to co-sign.

Belen (Ericsson): she can accept only the editorial changes in this CR. Provides rev2 removing interactions between GCSE and MPS.

Mirko (Huawei): supports Don and does not agree with Belen.

Curt (Samsung): agrees with Mirko/Don and supports some clarifications in TS 23.203 which reflect the linkage with TS 23.468. But asks some questions on the proposed text.

Belen (Ericsson): suggests to work on this when MCPTT is ready.

Shabnam (Ericsson): replies to Curt. 

Curt: replies to Shabnam and provides rev3 as a compromise.

Shabnam: replies to Curt. Does not see the need for NOTE 5 proposed by Curt in rev3 and would like to leave it out of Rel-12. This can be re-discussed in Rel-13 once we determine if and how MCPTT may use GCS.

Shabnam: provides rev4 capturing her previous proposal (removal of NOTE 5).

==rev deadline==

Curt: can accept rev4 and rev3.

Ivano: asks if rev4 can be agreed. rev3 is excluded  because the discussion on NOTE 5 cannot be resolved in this e-meeting.

Joseph (Oracle): thinks these changes are not needed. Would like to NOTE this CR.

Mirko: agrees that is probably best to NOTE this CR for now.

Ivano (session chair): this CR and the related mirror are NOTED.

Latest version: rev4

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150386 23.203 CR0905R4 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Priority of Default Bearer. (Source: Huawei, Hisilicon).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: It is proposed to extend section 6.1.1.3 (PCC rule authorization and QoS rule generation) with a general requirement for the PCRF to ensure that the ARP of the default bearer needs to be permanently aligned with the highest ARP used by any authorized PCC rules of the IP-CAN session. The ARP of the PCC rules having the same QCI and ARP as the default bearer should be modified accordingly. The Priority EPS Bearer Service section 6.1.11.3 is corrected and aligned by adding a reference to the description in 6.1.1.3. In addition, it is clarified that only PCC/QoS Rules with a lower QCI or ARP than what is required for the Priority EPS Bearer Service are modified. The IMS Multimedia Priority Services section 6.1.11.4 is corrected and aligned by adding a reference to the description in 6.1.1.3.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Latest version: original

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
6.1.3
Non-3GPP Packet Access Maintenance: OPIIS, WLAN_NS, WORM, eSaMOG, NETLOC_TWAN, UTRA_LTE_WLAN_interw-SA2

TD S2‑150015 LS from CT WG4: Reply LS on Maintenance of I‑WLAN Solution. (CT WG4)
Abstract: CT WG4 thanks TSG SA for their LS on stopping the maintenance of I-WLAN Interworking. CT WG4 has analysed the impacts for stopping the maintenance of I-WLAN Interworking in our CT WG4 specifications and has taken the following decisions: - TS 29.234 is discontinued from Rel 12 onwards, Rel 11 version is the latest version which can be referenced. - References to the specifications which are no longer maintained were removed and the Information Element, defined in TS 29.234 and which is still reused by other features, is copied into another specification TS 29.273 and the related references are updated to this specification (CR: 29.273 0381, 29.273 0382, 29.002 1182, 29.173 0016). - TS 29.230 which lists diameter codes and identifiers is aligned with the decision for AVPs on stopping the maintenance of I-WLAN Interworking (CR 29.230 0407, 29.230 0428). - the clauses on I-WLAN Interworking in TS 23.003 and TS 23.008 are clearly marked as no longer maintained (no further changes have been done in those sections) and definitions in the section which are referenced by other clauses are repeated in the related clauses from where they are referenced for maintenance purposes (CR: 23.003 0399, 23.008 0433). From a CT WG4 perspective the task to capture stopping the maintenance of I-WLAN Interworking feature in Rel 12 in CT WG4 specifications is now completed providing the above CRs are approved. Action: CT WG4 asks TSG SA and TSG CT to take the above information into account.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Propose to note

==rev deadline==

No objections to noting this incoming LS were raised before the deadline for revisions.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150016 LS from TSG CT: Reply LS on discontinuance of I‑WLAN related TS 29.161. (TSG CT)
Abstract: TSG CT Plenary thanks CT WG3 for their LS on discontinuance of I-WLAN related TS 29.161. TSG CT Plenary has discussed this issue and decided to discontinue the I-WLAN related TS 29.161 from Rel‑12 onwards. Consequently, any references to TS 29.161 in other Rel‑12 onwards specifications need to be updated accordingly.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Propose to note

==rev deadline==

No objections to noting this incoming LS were raised before the deadline for revisions.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150020 LS from RAN WG2: LS on provision of WLAN identifiers for RAN rule. (RAN WG2)
Abstract: The current RAN WG2 agreement regarding provision of WLAN identifiers for RAN rule is that only a single type of identifier among SSID, BSSID and HESSID for each entry of the WLAN identifier list (not any combination of them) for RAN rule is provided from (E-)UTRAN to the UE. And the upper layer in the UE is notified the part of the list satisfying RAN rule. The agreement conflicts with the following sentence in TS 24.302 (section 6.10.4). 1) move-traffic-to-WLAN indication, along with list of WLAN identifiers. An entry in the list of the WLAN identifiers consists of SSID, BSSID, HESSID, or any combination of them. Thus, RAN WG2 respectfully asks CT WG1 to consider the following sentence as a possible way to fix the above sentence. 1) move-traffic-to-WLAN indication, along with list of WLAN identifiers. An entry in the list of the WLAN identifiers consists of a single type of identifier among SSID, BSSID and HESSID.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Propose to note

==rev deadline==

No objections to noting this incoming LS were raised before the deadline for revisions.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150012 LS from CT WG3: LS on Discontinuance of I‑WLAN related TS 29.161. (CT WG3)
Abstract: Due to the SA plenary guidance to remove I-WLAN from Rel‑13, CT WG3 decided to discontinue the I-WLAN related TS 29.161 in Rel‑13. Thus, any references to TS 29.161 from other specifications need to be removed in Rel‑13. Action: CT WG3 asks CT WG1, CT WG4, SA WG2 and SA WG5 to kindly do any possibly required updates to specifications under their remit due to the discontinuance of TS 29.161 in Rel‑13.

Electronic meeting discussion:

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports noting this incoming LS.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150234 23.203 CR0970 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.203.
Abstract: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Laurent (ALU): provides rev1-ALU. ALU added as supporting company plus other changes.

Stefan (Ericsson): provides rev2

Stefano (Qualcomm): can accept rev2.

Krizstian (Apple): supports rev2.

==rev deadline==

Laurent: supports rev2.

Latest version: rev2

Conclusion: rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150550.

TD S2‑150550 23.203 CR0970R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.203. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated, Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150234).
Abstract: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150235 23.203 CR0971 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.203.
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Stefano (Qualcomm): provides rev1 (aligned with rev2 of TD S2‑150234).

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev1.

Latest version: rev1 

Conclusion: rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150551.

TD S2‑150551 23.203 CR0971R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.203. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated). (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150235).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150236 23.167 CR0275 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.167.
Abstract: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Huan (Huawei): proposes text change and asks a question.

Adrian (Blackberry): supports text change suggested by Huan, but raises other issues. Proposes to postpone the paper (and the related mirror).

Apostolis (Motorola Mobility) and Gyuri (NSN): agrees that Huan’s comment should be addressed but support the CRs (Rel-12 and 13).

Keith (ALU): replies to Adrian on WLAN support for emergency services

Adrian: replies to Keith and to Gyuri.

Apostolis: replies to Adrian.

Stefano (Qualcomm): provides rev1 of both Rel-12 and Rel-13 CRs to address Huan’s comments.

Krizstian (Apple): supports rev1.

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev1.

Latest version: rev1

Conclusion: rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150559.

TD S2‑150559 23.167 CR0275R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.167. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated). (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150236).
Abstract: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150237 23.167 CR0276 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.167.
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Electronic meeting discussion:

See the comments on TD S2‑150236
==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev1.

Latest version: rev1

Conclusion: rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150560.

TD S2‑150560 23.167 CR0276R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): Correction to support of I‑WLAN in TS 23.167. (Source: Qualcomm Incorporated). (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150237).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Eliminated references to I-WLAN as an IP CAN.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
6.1.4
IMS-Related Maintenance: SMSMI, BusTI, IMS_WebRTC

TD S2‑150017 LS from TSG CT: LS on support for non‑3GPP codecs in IMS‑WebRTC. (TSG CT)
Abstract: TSG CT Plenary thanks CT WG1 for their LS on codec support in IMS-WebRTC. TSG CT Plenary has discussed the fact that CT WG1 TS 24.371 references draft-ietf-rtcweb-overview-12, which indirectly (by further reference) mandates support for codecs which are not supported by 3GPP. TSG CT Plenary also is aware that there are technical issues related to these codecs which are relevant for CT WG1 specifications in Rel‑12. These technical codec issues need to be discussed in SA WG4. Therefore TSG CT Plenary kindly asks SA WG4 to address the issue at their next meeting and give a response to CT WG1 from that meeting, summarizing any decisions taken. CT Plenary kindly asks CT WG1 to not address these codec related issues in any way in their specifications until CT WG1 have received clear guidance from SA WG4 on this issue. CT WG1 is also asked to take care, that neither TS 24.371 nor any other CT WG1 specification includes material which could be read as mandating the related codecs.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Propose to note

==rev deadline==

No objections to noting this incoming LS were raised before the deadline for revisions.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150011 LS from CT WG1: LS on codec support in IMS‑WebRTC. (CT WG1)
Abstract: CT WG1 intend to include a requirement to conform to draft-ietf-rtcweb-overview and draft-alvestrand-rtcweb-gateway in their specification 3GPP TS 24.371 for WebRTC. CT WG1 wish to draw SA WG4s attention to a normative reference from draft-ietf-rtcweb-overview that mandates the support from the WebRTC UE of certain audio and video codecs not specified by SA WG4specifications for any access technology (OPUS, VP8, G.711 (only for certain access technologies)). H.264 will now be mandatory to support but use of this codec is not understood to be an issue. It should be noted that these are the mandatory to support codecs and this does not preclude use of any other codec. In the past, the common procedure of CT WG1 is that in accordance with previous agreements with IETF that 3GPP should only profile IETF specifications, and in any case that IETF conformant devices for WebRTC should be supported on IMS. Note there is expected to be other material in this clause of draft-ietf-rtcweb-overview that is within the scope of CT WG1 and that CT WG1 would therefore have to reference. In release 12, it is understood that any non-3GPP codec usage would be terminated at the eP-CSCF/WebRTC gateway and transcoded to an appropriate 3GPP codec, and indeed CT WG4 specifications are already dealing with OPUS codec usage in this regard. If any SDP offer includes 3GPP specified codecs as well, then these can obviously be selected instead. Some of the above codecs may not be suitable for use on all access technologies, and it needs to be understood where restrictions are appropriate. Considerations of power usage may also be relevant. The overall reference to draft-ietf-rtcweb-overview is within in TS 24.371 excluding codec aspects, but this issue is covered by an editor's note, which CT WG1 would like to address in a subsequent meeting.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Propose to note

==rev deadline==

No objections to noting this incoming LS were raised before the deadline for revisions.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150014 LS from CT WG4: LS on Status of IMS WebRTC CT4 work. (CT WG4)
Abstract: During the November meeting of CT WG4 (CT WG4#67) CT WG4 could not complete the specification of the H.248 control of IMS WebRTC data channels for Release 12 due to the dependency on the work that is needed in other standardisation bodies (ITU-T and IETF). These outstanding issues have no impact on the work done already in other WGs on IMS WebRTC data channels in Release 12 but just leaves the H.248 control aspect as non-standardised. C4-142483 (attached) provides an overview of the IMS WebRTC functionalities for which the H.248 control definition has been completed in Release 12, and a high level summary of the open issues regarding H.248 control of IMS WebRTC data channels which will be worked on in conjunction with the other standardisation bodies (ITU-T and IETF).

Electronic meeting discussion:

Propose to note

==rev deadline==

No objections to noting this incoming LS were raised before the deadline for revisions.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150666 [DRAFT] LS on alignment of IMS_WebRTC information. (SA WG2)
Abstract: To: SA WG3, CT WG1.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Antoine (Orange): asks to improve text

George (Ericsson): replies to Antoine

Sung (Samsung): replies to Antoine. Wonders whether question 3 is needed

George: asks Sung to remove question 3.

Laurent (ALU): asks to remove questions 1 and 2.

Ivano (session chair): asks if we can NOTE this LS.

Sung: replies to Ivano and Laurent.

Jiang Yi (CMCC): thinks the LS focuses on aspects that SA WG3 has already decided not to specify. Asks not to move forward with the LS.

Laurent: supports not to send the LS.

Sung: agrees that the LS should be NOTED.

Ivano (session chair): the document is NOTED.

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150072 23.228 CR1102 (Rel‑12, 'F'): MSRP Clarification.
Abstract: Summary of change: Reflect the usage of MSRP over the data channel in the protocol architecture.

Electronic meeting discussion:

LaeYoung (LGE): provides rev1 with editorial fixes.

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev1.

Latest version: rev1

Conclusion: rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150561.

TD S2‑150561 23.228 CR1102R1 (Rel‑12, 'F'): MSRP Clarification. (Source: Ericsson). (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150072).
Abstract: Summary of change: Reflect the usage of MSRP over the data channel in the protocol architecture.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150073 23.228 CR1103 (Rel‑13, 'A'): MSRP Clarification.
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Reflect the usage of MSRP over the data channel in the protocol architecture.

Electronic meeting discussion:

LaeYoung (LGE): provides rev1 with editorial fixes.

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev1.

Latest version: rev1

Conclusion: rev1 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150562.

TD S2‑150562 23.228 CR1103R1 (Rel‑13, 'A'): MSRP Clarification. (Source: Ericsson). (Revision 1 of TD S2‑150073).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Reflect the usage of MSRP over the data channel in the protocol architecture.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150074 23.228 CR1104 (Rel‑12, 'F'): BFCP Clarification. (Source: Ericsson).
Abstract: Summary of change: Reflect the usage of BFCP over the data channel in the protocol architecture.

Electronic meeting discussion:

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports agreeing the original version.

Latest version: original

Conclusion: original version is approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150075 23.228 CR1105 (Rel‑13, 'A'): BFCP Clarification. (Source: Ericsson).
Abstract: Rel‑13 mirror CR: Summary of change: Reflect the usage of BFCP over the data channel in the protocol architecture.

Electronic meeting discussion:

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports agreeing the original version.

Latest version: original

Conclusion: original version is approved.
Decision:

The document was agreed.
7
Release 13

7.1
Release 13 Maintenance

7.1.1
Rel-13 3GPP Pkt Access Maintenence: CSPS_Coord, voE_UTRAN_PPD, TEI13 (23.401CR2723R1, 23.682 CR0089R1)

TD S2‑150253 23.251 CR0105R2 (Rel‑13, 'C'): CSPS Coordination Annex A.1 and A.3 updates.
Abstract: Summary of change: In the conclusion of the WI CSPS_COORD the solution #5 in TR 23.704 v1.1.0 was selected for normative work. The annexes in A.1 and A.3 is updated to describe the new solution.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Fenqin (Huawei) provides a rev1.

Roland (Ericsson) provides a rev2.

Ulf (TeliaSonera) provides a rev3.

Roland (Ericsson) is ok with rev3.

Fenqin (Huawei) is ok with all revs.

Frank (convener): 

Any issues with agreeing rev3 ?

Rev3 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150563.

TD S2‑150563 23.251 CR0105R3 (Rel‑13, 'C'): CSPS Coordination Annex A.1 and A.3 updates. (Source: Ericsson, TeliaSonera). (Revision 3 of TD S2‑150253).
Abstract: Summary of change: In the conclusion of the WI CSPS_COORD the solution #5 in TR 23.704 v1.1.0 was selected for normative work. The annexes in A.1 and A.3 is updated to describe the new solution.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
TD S2‑150394 23.401 CR2842 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Fixing the MME behaviour for NAS message transfer.
Abstract: Summary of change: Clarify that the MME may re-transmit NAS transport messages if it failed due to HO.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Erik (chair) provided rev1 updating the WI code.

Frank (Huawei) asks whether the CR introduces some ambiguity.

Devaki (NN) provides a rev2.

Frank (Huawei) thinks it is still ambiguous and proposes a wording update.

Devaki (NN) provides a rev3.

Nicolas (ALU) thinks the proposed new text should be at a different place and provides a rev4.

Antoine (Orange) asks for clarifications.

Devaki (NN) answers.

Devaki (NN) provides a rev5.

Frank (convenor): as rev5 is provided still before closure for revisions by the chair, let’s accept it as a revision for the e-meeting.

-- deadline for revisions –

Antoine (Orange) asks for an update.

Nicolas (ALU) proposes other words.

Devaki (NN) provides a rev6.

Devaki (NN) responds.

Nicolas (ALU) provides a rev7.

Antoine (Orange) is fine with rev7.

Frank (convener): rev6/7 are editorial updates for fixing the English without changing the content of rev5. So I would exceptionally accept these late revisions as the rev5 would likely be noted due to wording issues and we would need to repeat all the effort in a later meeting.

Any issues with agreeing rev7 ?

Rev7 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150612.

TD S2‑150612 23.401 CR2842R1 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Fixing the MME behaviour for NAS message transfer. (Source: Nokia Networks). (Revision 7 of TD S2‑150394).
Abstract: Summary of change: Clarify that the MME may re-transmit NAS transport messages if it failed due to HO.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
7.1.2
Rel-13 PCC/QoS Maintenance: UPCON, eUMONC, TEI13 (23.203 CR0953, 23.203 CR0958)

TD S2‑150040 23.203 CR0965 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Additional CR for eUMONC. (Source: China Telecom, Allot communications, Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell, NSN, ZTE, Orange, CATT).
Abstract: Summary of change: Adding some supplementary description to clarify the function of excluding Usage of a Service/Application from IP-CAN session/TDF session Usage.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Jinyan Li (China Telecom): provides rev1 with KDDI as additional co-signer

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev1.

Joseph (Oracles): asks a question.

Jinyan: replies to Joseph.

Joseph: replies to Jinyan. He would like to see some text changes.

Jinyan: replies to Joseph.

Laurent: asks to agree rev1.

Alla: supports Laurent.

Joseph: asks to NOTE this CR because a) added note has no purpose as CT3 has already agreed on a CR; b) added text tries to do stage 3 work; c) added text creates more confusion.

Ivano (session chair): proposes to NOTE this CR for now.

Latest version: rev1

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
TD S2‑150183 23.203 CR0969 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Clarification of the condition where the RCAF reports the RUCI. (Source: ZTE).
Abstract: Summary of change: 1) In order to enable the PCRF to report the RUCI when the location is changed, that RCAF shall store the previously reported location information 2) S4-SGSN is changed to SGSN because it has been agreed that Gn SGSN shall also be supported.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Tricci (ZTE): provides rev2.

Nirav (Cisco): is fine with rev2 but asks for a further correction in the cover page.

Tricci: provides rev3.

Paul (Ericsson): disagrees with the addition of the previously reported location information to the RCAF.

Laurent (ALU): supports Paul.

Martin (NSN): supports Paul and Laurent.

Nirav: replies to paul and Laurent.

Laurent: replies to Martin.

==rev deadline==

Laurent: cannot accept this CR (UPCON is not another location retrieval mechanism)

Ivano (session chair): proposes to NOTE this CR.

Tricci: agrees with noting the CR for now.

Ivano (session chair): this CR is NOTED.

Latest version: rev3

Conclusion: NOTED.
Decision:

The document was noted.
7.1.3
Rel-13 Non-3GPP Access Maintenance: TEI13 (23.402 CR1329, 23.203 CR0963)

TD S2‑150336 23.402 CR1355 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Removing incorrect references to I‑WLAN specifications.
Abstract: Summary of change: The incorrect and unnecessary references to TS 23.234 are removed.

Electronic meeting discussion:

Laurent (ALU): provides rev1-ALU. ALU added as supporting company plus other changes.

Gyuri (NSN): agrees with the changes from Laurent. Provides rev2 with an additional text enhancement.

==rev deadline==

Laurent (ALU): supports rev2.

Latest version: rev2

Conclusion: rev2 is approved.
Decision:

Revised in TD S2‑150613.

TD S2‑150613 23.402 CR1355R1 (Rel‑13, 'F'): Removing incorrect references to I‑WLAN specifications. (Source: Nokia Networks, Alcatel-Lucent, Alcatel-Lucent Shanghai Bell). (Revision 2 of TD S2‑150336).
Abstract: Summary of change: The incorrect and unnecessary references to TS 23.234 are removed.

Decision:

The document was agreed.
7.1.4
Rel-13 IMS-Related: DRuMS, (voE_UTRAN_PPD, TEI13 (23.221CR0163R2, 23.292CR0213R2, 23.228 CR1099)

There were no contributions under this agenda item.
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Close of the Meeting

16:00 on Wednesday 11 February 2015.

