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Section 2 - FS_MAPN agenda and document allocation

	9.3.1 [bookmark: _Toc371331981]FS_MAPN drafting session information

	AGE
	S1-135205
	Rapporteur/Session chair
	FS_MAPN drafting agenda
	
	

	REP
	S1-135206
	Rapporteur/Session chair
	FS_MAPN drafting report
	
	

	TR
	S1-135030
	Rapporteur
	FS_MAPN - TR skeleton
	Agreed
	

	Cont
	S1-135014
	Telefónica
	Contribution to the Technical Report (TR22.xxx) on Study of Need of Multiple APNs
	Revised to S1-135207
	

	Cont
	S1-135207
	Telefónica
	Contribution to the Technical Report (TR22.xxx) on Study of Need of Multiple APNs
	
	Revision of S1-135014.

	Cont
	S1-135135
	Ericsson
	Study of need for multiple APN - use case automotive
	Revised to S1-135208
	

	Cont
	S1-135208
	Rapporteur
	Study of need for multiple APN - use case automotive
	
	Revision of S1-135135.

	Cont
	S1-135034
	Giesecke & Devrient, Vodafone
	FS_MAPN - Use Case Multiple APNs
	Revised to S1-135208
	

	Cont
	S1-135033
	Giesecke & Devrient, Vodafone
	FS_MAPN - Use Case In-Vehicle UE
	
	Not Handled

	Cont
	S1-135279
	Ericsson
	FS_MAPN – scope
	
	Revision of doc S1-135133
Not Handled

	
	S1-135209
	
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-135210
	
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-135211
	
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	






	[bookmark: _Ref371278767][bookmark: _Toc371331980]FS_MAPN: documents discussed in SA1 plenary (for information)

	S1-135031
	Rapporteur
	FS_MAPN - TR Introduction
	Withdrawn
	Overlap with S1-135132

	S1-135132
	Ericsson
	Study of need for Multiple APN - Introduction
	Revised to S1-135278
	Overlap with S1-135031

	S1-135278
	Ericsson
	Study of need for Multiple APN - Introduction
	Agreed
	Overlap with S1-135031
Revision of S1-135132.

No presentation

	S1-135032
	Rapporteur
	FS_MAPN - TR Scope
	Withdrawn
	Overlap with S1-135133

	S1-135133
	Ericsson
	Study of need for multiple APN - Scope
	Revised to S1-135279
	Overlap with S1-135032

	S1-135042
	Alcatel-Lucent
	Discussion: What is the benefit of the FS_MAPN work study item?
	Noted
	

	S1-135134
	Ericsson
	Study of need for multiple APN - use case In-vehicle
	Revised to S1-135280
	

	S1-135280
	Ericsson
	Study of need for multiple APN - use case In-vehicle
	Approved
	Revision of S1-135134.


No presentation




LEGEND
Doc Type: CR (Change request), TS (Technical Specification), TR (Technical Report), LS OUT(Outgoing Liaison Statement), TO (Incoming Liaison Statement To SA1), CC (Incoming Liaison Statement Copied to SA1), REP (Report), AGE (Agenda), Cont (Contribution)
Conclusion: Agreed, Approved, Revised to S1-13xxxx, Noted, Withdrawn, Moved to section xxx, Rejected, Postponed, Email Approval, Not Handled, Unallocated, Drafting
	Doc
Type
	Tdoc number
	Sourcing company(ies)
	Document Title
	Conclusion
	Comments

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Agreed / Approved
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Revised to S1-13xxxx
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Noted
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Withdrawn
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Moved to section xxx
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Rejected
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Postponed
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Email Approval
	

	CR
	S1-13xxxx
	Source
	Title
	Not Handled
	

	
	S1-13xxxx
	
	
	Unallocated / Drafting
	



Section 3 – Minutes of the drafting session
S1-135030 (TR skeleton)
Agreed with no comments.

S1-135014 (Contribution to the TR)
Giesecke & Devrient asked whether the use case agreed in doc S1-135280 includes the scenario presented by Telefonica.
Telefonica replies that the scenario is included.
Ericsson encouraged to include the text proposed by Telefonica into the TR. Agreed. 

S1-135135 (Use case automotive- by Ericsson)
The document is based on an input contribution by G&D with some additional comments and considerations by Ericsson. G&D decided to withdraw its original contribution because the Ericsson document is sufficient as an input paper for the discussion.
G&D pointed out that the use case section, the pre-conditions section, the last sentence in the service flow section and the post-conditions section are all not controversial and propose to agree these parts into the TR, and then have a separate discussion on the other sections.
Agreement to proceed in this way. A new document number has been allocated for this purpose (S1-135208).
The chairman proposed to open also the S1-135034 (by G&D) and discuss the two documents in parallel for the other sections. 
Two proposals:
i) to agree two different use case sections with the same “use case description” but different “service flows” sections;
ii) to agree a single use case section and point out two (or more) service flows under the “service flows” section, depending on the specific technical solution to fulfill the use case;
Agreement to have a single use case section and two (or more) descriptions under the “service flows” section. The chairman proposed to merge the Ericsson contribution (S1-135135) and the G&D contribution (S1-135034) into a single document (S1-135208).
G&D commented the “service flow” description by Ericsson suggesting to send an LS to other 3GPP groups asking whether the proposed existing technical solution is able to fulfill the use case. Some companies objected this approach. Agreement to consider the proposed technical solution as suitable for the described use case, and agreement to include the text by Ericsson into the revised document.
Telecom Italia commented that, although the proposed technical solution is fine, some of the requested features (like the QCI) are not implemented and deployed in the real life, so the suggested technical solution is not (easily) applicable in the market. Agreement to include this consideration in the TR conclusions. An input paper with a text proposal is expected at the next SA1 meeting.
S1-135034 (by G&D)
Telia Sonera commented that the Ericsson contribution is based on the assumption that QoS is included in the use case, while the original G&D contribution did not deal with any QoS on the UE - GGSN interface. G&D confirms that QoS was not considered as part of the use case in its contribution because the main topic is the need for multiple APNs.
Telia Sonera asked whether it is possible to remove the QoS by the Ericsson use case but the proposal has been rejected.
Ericsson stated that if QoS has not to be considered in the G&D use case, then the access policy to the network resources is “best effort” and consequently there is no need of multiple APNs because a single APN is sufficient in this case.
Telia Sonera disagreed with the Ericsson conclusion (no need of multiple APN) but agrees that the SLA concept (as mentioned in the G&D contribution) should be clarified better.
KPN agrees with Telia Sonera and proposed to clarify the SLA concept by adding some new sentences in the service flow to indicate that the SLA is referred to the interface between the gateway and the application server (and not to the access network), because different APNs can be used for instance to interconnect the gateway to different application servers dedicated to different applications (for instance the VPN connection can use a different APN respect to the consumer APN, with a different SLA).
Agreement to clarify the “best effort” / QoS / SLA concepts for the two distinct service flows.
Agreement to delete the first operational scenario (“only one application…”) and keep the second scenario (“all the applications can be active at the same time”) because it is more generic than the first one.
BlackBerry commented that the “potential new requirement” section should include an additional requirement to allow the UICC to restrict the list of applications that can retrieve the APN list. Agreement to add this in the revised document.
BlackBerry also commented that the section should be reworded. The section should contain a description of the new technical solution rather than a set of requirements for a Change Request. Agreement to change the section title from “potential new requirements” into “potential new solution” and have a description of the new solution rather than a list of requirements.
BlackBerry also proposed to introduce an additional section dealing with a potential new ME-based solution. Agreement to do that. The rapporteur will add this section with no description, then companies interested in this solution have been welcomed to input contributions (because all the work is contribution-driven).
Ericsson asked to G&D to provide details about the mechanism to allow an application to be linked with its APN in the APN list. G&D replied that such a new mechanism would be identified by the technical bodies if and when they will start working on technical solutions. SA1 work can be restricted to highlight the need of such mechanism, in G&D opinion.

Section 4 – Overall summary
During the drafting session, the companies agreed the following:
· the technical report skeleton;
· the contribution by Telefonica;
· the common parts of the G&D and Ericsson contributions (use case description, pre-conditions and post-conditions);
· the Service Flow and the existing technical solution section in the Ericsson contribution (an additional note about the QCI deployment in the market will be added at the next meeting);
· to reword the “potential new requirement” section in the G&D doc;
· to add an ME-based solution;
· to clarify the QoS / SLA concept;
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