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Abstract: This pCR provides the 14.1.10-1 for continued consolidation discussions.
1. Introduction
The remaining potential requirements need to be consolidated prior to sending to SA for approval and publication. This pCR provides the latest version of the CPR table as the basis for discussions at this meeting.
2. Reason for Change
S1-260113 was the final end of discussion status during SA1 #112 Ad Hoc-2. It is provided here for continued discussions.
· Green indicates there was consensus in SA1 #112 to include the CPR for inclusion into the TR. 
· Yellow indicates that there the CPR was discussed, and some additional work is needed.
· Red indicates that this proposal was discussed, and it was decided to not pursue.
NOTE: below the proposed consolidation table, is the table of the removed CPRs (with reasons). It is provided here for information & convenience.
From S1-250113, original PRs were added (shaded in grey) for information and rapporteur notes added to provide additional information.
Differences from the latest draft version:
· Removed initial CPRs if alternative(s) were proposed
· Removed CPRs if company proposing them requested them to be removed/withdrawn.
· Removed comments no longer needed (Table moved, alignment notes)
· Cleaned up CPR numbering 
· Moved PR 7.5.6-1 from Table 14.1.5-3: Data Collection and Consumption
· Removed PR 7.12.6-2 as it is in Table 14.1.2-1: Security and Privacy and will be addressed there.
· Added proposed PR (Interdigital pCR S1-261036 change 2/S1-261118) – pending agreement on EN removal.
· Corrected PR # that was agreed in CPR 14.1.10-1-3 (from PR 7.5.6-3 to PR 7.7.6-1). 
· Added Ericsson update from reflector email on 3 Feb.

This revision captures the latest status of the CPR discussions. Changes from the last version include:
· Revising the CPR numbers, removing change marks and comments from “green” CPRs (e.g., preparing them to final form for agreement). Removing “gray” (orig PRs provided in Table for info).
· Removed text after “end of changes”
· Removed PRs 7.27.6-1 and PR 7.2.6-1 as it was decidedthey are discussed in KPI discussions.
· Removed PR 7.5.6-3 as it was decided that this is included in existing CPR 14.1.10-1-3.
This is the latest status of the ISAC consolidation discussions as of the end of the Thursday meeting. Agreed CPRs were moved to TDOC 1375.

3. Proposal
It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 22.870 v1.1.0.
* * * First Change * * *
Table 14.1.10-1: ISAC
	CPR #
	Consolidated Potential Requirement
	Original PR #
	Comment

	CPR 14.1.10-1-8
	Subject to operator’s policy and subscriber permission, the 6G system shall provide exposure mechanism(s) to activate and deactivate the delivery of sensing results of a given area to an authorized 3rd party application on UE (e.g. AI applications running on a neighbouring, AMR) based on the request of an authorized 3rd party application.

NOTE 1: The exposed sensing results can be used for prediction in a given area an authorized 3rd party is interested in. 




	PR 7.8.6-1
	Exposure
Third party support
Delivery synchronization

[Ericsson: First of all, should it not be “an application on a UE” ? the AMR is not a UE, there is a UE on the AMR. If my understanding is correct this is about exposure sensing result by a request from a trusted third party. The second part of the sentence is not needed, it is about what the application should use the sensing result?

As a reminder we have two requirements in 22.137 about exposure:

Subject to operator’s policy, the 5G network shall be able to provide secure means to report sensing result to a trusted third-party requesting information about a target object when specific requested conditions are met.
NOTE: These conditions could be e.g., the target object distance from the restricted area border or entering restricted area.

Subject to operator’s policy, the 5G network shall provide secure means for a trusted third-party to request 5G wireless sensing service based on specific parameters (e.g., refresh rate, period of time, sensing KPIs, geographical location) and to receive the corresponding sensing results.]

[Huawei]:  6G network -> 6G core network
Is UE also included in this PR? 
Is subscriber permission needed?

[LGE:proposed changes considering the comments received.]
[Philips Int BV: I am ok with your proposal. My main point was to improve the readability. Your proposal address that.]
Mario: This CPR really made various modifications from initial PR wording to now and got a bit clearer. And as discussed in the past, as BMWE, we have a concern with respect to some security consideration in using “6G system” for authorization/exposure and our preference would be to avoid it. So we propose a small change here from 6G System to 6G Network.

[Xiaomi: Then this CPR requires the 3rd party to indicate to the 6G system sensing service to activate or deactivate the exposure of the sensing results to nearby UEs for predictive purposes? And this predictive use by nearby UEs is specific, but can this be guaranteed by the 3rd party/6G system?

Regarding “nearby UEs” then this means UEs in the sensing target area (not necessarily UEs engaged in the sensing service?) or another area?
Is it a feature of this exposure indication (by the 3rd party) to indicate which UEs these are, or something for the 6G system to work out, based on the “sensing target area”? How are these UEs authorised to be able to receive these results, are they a subscriber to the sensing service at the third party? (maybe this addresses the concern raised by Mario in the other thread? [SA1#112-ad-hoc], [S1-260016], [ Table 14.1.10-1・ ISAC])

I’m assuming here that the UE supports an app to perform the prediction locally (i.e. acts on its own volition) and based on the predicted output slows the AMR down or takes evasive action and alters course/stops/sounds an alarm etc. 
Presumably this is the prediction of detected objects e.g. humans, other UEs/AMRs. If there is no detected object, is there a need by the nearby UEs to perform prediction? Or is it still preferable to send as a nearby UE can confirm prediction that no object is detected? I assume it is useful regardless of whether or not an object is detected.
But is it also intended to report all object types and label/classify them in the sensing results so that the nearby UE prediction can make a reasonable prediction regarding the object future location/movement?

-	Maybe covered by QC CPR elsewhere but could be useful to confirm?

[Xiaomi – based on the CPR provided by LGE in revision of table r4.
Exposure of sensing results are based on 3rd party to UEs in the sensing target area, to enable the nearby UEs to predict detected objects in order to carryout further actions based on the predicted result]



* * * End of Changes* * *

