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Abstract:
This contribution looks at the MTC-related SA1 requirements that are not included in any of the SA2 MTCe BB WIDs and propose to remove them from TS 22.368.
Introduction

It has been several years since some of the requirements have been specified in TS 22.368. It is important to revisit them to gauge interest and/or see if other solutions have become available. This document provides a list of requirements from TS 22.368 in Rel-11+ that have no planned activity in SA2 and should be considered for removal from TS 22.368 in Rel-12.  The list has been derived from S1-121199. 
Note that S1-110419 provided SA2 with Rel-11 MTC-related feature priority based on SA1 discussions at SA1#53 in Nashville. 
Requirements for which there is no planned activity in SA2. Proposed for removal from TS 22.368 for Rel-12:
1. Time Controlled – allow/reject access requests based on a pre-defined time interval:  requirements in 22.368 clause 7.2.2.
Proposal: OTT solutions or differential billing/tariff can be used to solve this. Therefore no work is needed in 3GPP. Note this was also listed as LOW priority in S1-110419.
2. Time Tolerant – restrict UE access to the network e.g. for certain areas during overload: requirements in 22.368 clause 7.2.3.
Proposal: This requirement should be considered as addressed using low access priority/delay tolerant indicator in Rel-10 and EAB procedure defined as part of Rel-10 (NIMTC) and Rel-11 (SIMTC) work. No further work is needed in 3GPP. Note this was also listed as VERY LOW priority in S1-110419.
3. Mobile originated only – optimise mobility management procedures per UE by e.g. reducing frequency: requirements in 22.368 clause 7.2.6.
Proposal: Does this have to be considered at all? Existing solutions, e.g. the UE could attach to the network only when data need to be sent, use of long Periodic LAU/RAU/TAU timer (Rel-10) can reduce MM signalling. Note this was also listed as NEGLIGIBLE priority in S1-110419.
4. Infrequent mobile terminated – optimise mobility management procedures per UE by e.g. reducing frequency: requirements in 22.368 clause 7.2.7.
Proposal: Does this have to be considered at all? The requirement (reduce the frequency of mobility management procedures per UE, under network control) can already be met e.g. use of long Periodic LAU/RAU/TAU timer (Rel-10). This can also be done via over-the-top methods, e.g. defining at the application level time periods where a UE is reachable for MT. Note this was also listed as NEGLIGIBLE priority in S1-110419.
5. Location specific trigger: requirements in 22.368 clause 7.2.11.
Proposal: Does this have to be considered at all? Propose to remove this including corresponding use case in Annex A from Rel-12. The description is for an application level function, not a 3GPP feature. The service needed/used from 3GPP is broadcast/multicast messaging towards areas/locations requested by an application, which is considered under Group Based Addressing/MTCe-GROUP. Note this was also listed as VERY LOW priority in S1-110419.
Proposal

It is proposed to discuss the above items and agree on the associated CRs.
