Third Generation Partnership Project (3GPP™)


SUMMARY Report for TSG SA meeting: #90E (Electronic meeting) Conference Call #1


Opened: Tuesday, (2020-12-08) 13:00 UTC


There were ~175 participants on this CC.

[bookmark: _Hlk51163284]Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)
Apple
ASTRID
AT&T
Broadcom
BT
Canon
CATT
Charter
China Telecom
Convida Wireless
Deutsche Telekom
Dolby
Ericsson
Erillisverkot
ETRI
ETSI
Eutelsat
FirstNet
Fraunhofer
Futurewei
HPE
Huawei
IDEMIA
Infoblox
Intel
IPCom
JHU/APL
KDDI
KPN
KT
Kyocera
LGE
Lenovo
LEONARDO
Matrixx
MediaTek
NICT
Nkom
Nokia
Novamint
NTIA
NTT DOCOMO
OPPO
Orange
OTD
Perspecta Labs
Qualcomm
Rakuten Mobile
Samsung
Siemens
SK Telecom
SoftBank
Sony
Spreadtrum
Telefonica 
Telstra
Tencent
TIM
Toyota
TSDSI
T-Mobile USA
UIC
UK Home Office
USDOT
Verizon
Vivo
Vodafone
Xiaomi
ZTE

NOTE: Meeting notes are not exhaustive and may not contain all the comments made during the conference call.
Opening of Meeting, AI 1
The TSG SA Chairman opened this CC at 13.00 UTC.
Intel asked whether the service chaining WI in AI 6.7 can be initially discussed today. This would depend on progress during this call, but discussion over e-mail is encouraged. Nokia commented that they would start the e-mail discussion on this today.
Welcome, IPR & Anti-Trust
IPR call reminder:
	“I draw your attention to your obligations under the 3GPP Partner Organizations’ IPR policies. Every Individual Member organization is obliged to declare to the Partner Organization or Organizations of which it is a member any IPR owned by the Individual Member or any other organization which is or is likely to become essential to the work of 3GPP.
Delegates are asked to take note that they are thereby invited:
1. to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.
1. to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing declaration forms"



Antitrust policy Reminder:
	“I also draw your attention to the fact that 3GPP activities are subject to all applicable antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws is therefore required of any participant of this TSG/WG meeting including the Chairman and Vice Chairman. In case of question I recommend that you contact your legal counsel.
The leadership shall conduct the present meeting with impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP.
Furthermore, I would like to remind you that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings is important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters.”



TD SP‑200891 Agenda & Procedures & Time Schedule for TSG SA#90-e (Source: TSG SA Chair).
Document for: Approval.
Discussion and conclusion:
The meeting agenda was approved.
TD SP‑201118 (AGENDA) TSG SA#90-e GoToMeeting Sessions Agenda & Details. (Source: TSG SA Chair).
Document for: Approval.
Discussion and conclusion:
This was provided for information and may be updated throughout the meeting. 
TD SP‑200892 Draft report of TSG SA meeting #89E (Source: TSG SA Secretary).
Document for: Approval.
Discussion and conclusion:
The meeting report was approved.
Incoming LSs which need online discussions, AI 2.1 / 2.2
2.1	LSs for noting
Samsung asked who was to reply to the LS from ITU-R WP 4B on Satellite in TD SP‑200902. Hughes commented that this is being discussed in TSG RAN and a reply being prepared. This was moved to AI 2.2.
2.2	LSs for action
TD SP‑200893 LS from TSG RAN: LS on Relaxation of mini-WID requirement for Cat.B/C TEI CRs.
Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was noted.
TD SP‑200894 LS from ITU-R WP 5D: LIAISON STATEMENT TO GCS PROPONENT AND TRANSPOSING ORGANIZATIONS OF LTE-ADVANCED ON THE REVISION OF IMT-ADV/31 (SCHEDULE FOR REVISION 5 OF RECOMMENDATION ITU R M.2012).
Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was removed from block approval.
TD SP‑200902
Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was removed from block approval.
TD SP‑200903 LS from CT WG1: LS on stage 3 aspects for Reliable Data Service Serialization Indication.
Discussion and conclusion:
Convida suggested this should be left for A WG2 to respond to. This should be discussed with the CT WG1 representatives and this LS was removed from block approval.
TD SP‑200904
Discussion and conclusion:
This LS was noted.
Release 17 (Timeline), AI 7.3
TD SP‑200923 Release 17 Timeline (Source: TSG SA Chair, TSG CT Chair, TSG RAN Chair)
Proposal:
The TSG RAN, TSG SA and TSG CT chair propose that Release 17 is shifted by 6 months, which would result in the following timeline
-	Rel-17 stage 2 freeze (relevant for SA/CT) - June 2021 (TSGs#92)
-	Rel-17 stage 3 freeze - March 2022 (TSGs#95)
-	Rel-17 protocol coding freeze (ASN.1, OpenAPI, …) - June 2022 (TSGs#96)
It is intended that all TSGs and WGs strive to deliver the already agreed content within this new proposed Rel-17 schedule.

Discussion and conclusion:
The MCC Work Plan manager reported that these dates were already in the draft Work Plan. Ericsson, T-Mobile and Siemens supported this proposal. This was then endorsed.
TD SP‑201094 Support for Public Safety Needs in Release 17 (Source: FirstNet, AT&T ,NTIA , UK Home Office, MINISTERE DE L'INTERIEUR FRANÇAIS, SyncTechno Inc., Suomen Erillisverkot Oy, A.S.T.R.I.D. S.A., Norwegian Communications Authority, Softil.)
Discussion and conclusion:
FirstNet suggested discussion over e-mail and noting the document. Orange commented that they support this document. Motorola Solutions supported the statements made in this document and will make comments over e-mail discussion. This was then noted.
Issues raised for early treatment which need online discussion
Documenting edge computing, AI 3.5
TD SP‑201098 Discussion on documenting Edge Computing in SA WG2 (Source: AT&T, Broadcom, CATT, Charter Communications, Cisco, China Telecom, China Unicom, DT, Ericsson, Futurewei, Huawei, Intel, Interdigital, KDDI, KPN, Telecom Italia, Telefonica, Telia, Tencent, Verizon, Vodafone, ZTE)
It is proposed to SA to agree as following:
A new stage 2 specification on "3GPP Edge Computing support" (see proposal in agenda item 6.4 )
Current support in TSs 23.501, 23.502 and 23.503 is expected to remain, relevant clauses would be referenced in the new TS for:
-	Usage of exposure capabilities (provisioning, policies, etc.)
-	Identities handling
-	Influencing on traffic routing
-	Usage of slicing, policies
-	etc
From Rel-17 conclusions, the following would be described in the new TS:
-	Relation to SA6 architecture
-	Connectivity scenarios - distributed anchor, multiple sessions, breakout
-	EC application hosting options
-	Description of the new LDNSR "NF" and how it's used
-	High level flows and descriptions for:
-	EAS (Edge Application Server) Discovery
-	Edge AS Re-discovery at Edge relocation
-	Support to Edge AS Relocation (leg coexistence, UE-unawareness support, data buffering)
-	Network Exposure to local AF

Discussion and conclusion:
Apple agreed with the motivations in this proposal but questioned whether a new TS was appropriate, as it was originally planned for a TR, which was removed during Rel‑17 prioritization exercise. Nokia commented that they did not see the need for a TS, but an informative document showing how to implement for Edge computing, such as a TR or Informative Annex would be sufficient. Qualcomm commented that the justification to make it easier for external audiences to understand the requirements and provisions was not correct as the suggested method may make it more difficult. Huawei commented that the WID is about normative impacts and cannot be covered by a TR. New functionality dedicated to Edge Computing is being developed and therefore a TS would be the best way of handling this. Ericsson commented that this can be done properly by referencing specifications. Xiaomi commented that the Edge computing features have already been documented in various TSs and preferred not to move this out into a new TS. Intel commented that there are a number of procedures in 23.502 which are not identified as Edge computing items and simple referencing to TSs would not be the best way. Futurewei commented that other features have been documented by referencing and suggested this would be worthwhile for Edge computing too. Telecom Italia supported having a new separate TS to allow further development in the Edge computing field and also to keep visibility and faster enhancements for the Feature. Telefonica supported creating a new TS for this. Apple asked whether if there is a TR for this, whether it should cover more than just SA WG2 work, but all 3GPP edge computing work.
Options: Use existing TSs, Create a new TS or create a new TR. This should be discussed over e-mail. If there is no agreement, aa show of hands can be held at another CC.
General Cross-TSG Issues, AI 5.1
TD SP‑201042 Inclusive Language in 3GPP Specifications (Source: TSG SA Chair, TSG RAN Chair, TSG CT Chair, SA WG1 Chair, SA WG2 Chair, SA WG3 Chair, SA WG4 Chair, SA WG5 Chair, SA WG6 Chair, RAN WG1 Chair, RAN WG2 Chair, RAN WG3 Chair, RAN WG4 Chair, RAN WG5 Chair, CT WG1 Chair, CT WG3 Chair, CT WG4 Chair, CT WG6 Chair)
The MCC of a WG together with the specification rapporteurs should come up with related CRs to the affected specifications. The CRs should be issued under TEI17 and the CR title should start with "Inclusive language review". If terms are used in multiple specifications (possibly in different working groups), then the related rapporteurs and MCCs should coordinate to align the replacement terms.
An MCC CR will introduce an Annex into the TR 21.801 "Specification drafting rules" that lists all offensive terminology to be replaced. (TD SP‑201002).
Discussion and conclusion:
This activity should be done for Rel-17 and later Releases and then may be extended back to previous Releases later. Vodafone commented that these should be editorial CRs and can then be easily done in Rel-16, producing 16.x.1 versions of the TSs and TRs. The TSG SA Chair commented that the MCC and Rapporteurs can draft Rel-17 CRs for March 2021, leaving earlier Releases for future decision. Vodafone commented that many of the RAN TSs may not be produced for March 2021. The SA WG2 Chairman reported that there had been some resistance to doing this immediately on Rel-16 TSs so preferred to start with Rel-17 onwards at this point.
This proposal was then endorsed.
TD SP‑201002 21.801 CR0056: Use of inclusive terminology (Source: MCC Specifications manager).
Abstract: Summary of change: Addition of clause and annex to introduce above-mentioned requirement and provide examples of alternative terms.
Discussion and conclusion:
Vodafone suggested 'insensitive' instead of sensitive. Intel commented that insensitive may convey 'not caring' about something. BT commented that greylist is not really offensive and tracklist terminology is confusing and suggested reconsidering these entries. It was explained that greylist does not have any meaning when not using black/white list terms. MCC suggested also including 'white list', 'white-list', etc. This was left for e-mail discussion and the MCC Specifications manager undertook to provide a revision of this over the e-mail list.
An LS was created to all 3GPP WGs to report this undertaking in TD SP‑201120. An LS to external bodies was also created to inform them of this initiative in TD SP‑201121.
Release 18 Planning, AI 7.4
TD SP‑201024 SA WG1 chair's view on Rel-18 Timeline and SIDs (Source: SA WG1 Chair).
Discussion and conclusion:
It was reported that RAN had assumed a 6 month shift in Rel-17. The on slide 5 '2nd scenario : Rel-17 + 6' was suggested as the timeline.  AT&T asked for confirmation from the TSG RAN Chairman. Qualcomm commented that the confirmation should not be needed in order to decide on the holding of a Workshop.
The '2nd scenario timeline on slide 5: Rel-17 + 6' was endorsed.
It was agreed to close Rel-18 Stage 1 requirements in SA WG1 now. New Stage 1 proposal should go to Rel‑19. Huawei commented that this should not be a formal decision, as any new proposals can be taken on a case by case basis following the normal procedures. AT&T agreed and added that if further work is agreed in SA WG1 they can always do a prioritization exercise. LGE commented that there were some SIDs at the previous SA WG1 meetings which did not progress and the door should be left open to determine which requirements to move into Rel‑18 requirements. Sony supported freezing Rel‑18 requirements and not have further study items added, but did not know how prioritisation can be done in SA WG1. Vivo also supported the freezing of Stage 1 Rel‑18 requirements and did not think prioritization in SA WG1 would be an efficient way of working.
It was clarified that any new work would need consensus to add it to Rel-18 and disputes can be brought to TSG SA for discussion. The discussion on closing of Rel-18 should be continued over e-mail.
TD SP‑201097 Inputs to the Release 18 Prioritization (Source: Reliance Jio)
Discussion and conclusion:
This was not available and was withdrawn.
Rel-15 CRs, AI 15
TD SP‑201100 23.502 CR2439R2: Removal of SMSF registration notification flag(Source: NTT DOCOMO, Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Huawei)
Abstract: Proposed revision of 23.502 CR2439R1 in CR Pack SP-200945.
Discussion and conclusion:
This CR was approved.
TD SP‑200945 CRs to 23.501, 23.502 (5GS_Ph1, Rel-15, Rel-16) (Source: SA WG2)
Abstract: 23.501 CR2473R1; 23.501 CR2474R1; 23.502 CR2404R1; 23.502 CR2405R1; 23.502 CR2441R1; 23.502 CR2442R1; 23.502 CR2443R1; 23.502 CR2444R1; 23.502 CR2445R1; 23.502 CR2446R1; 23.502 CR2402R1; 23.502 CR2439R1
Proposed revision of 23.502 CR2439R1 in SP-201100
Discussion and conclusion:
23.502 CR2439R1 was considered revised and the other CRs in this CR pack were approved. This CR Pack was partially approved.
Rel-16 SA2 CRs, AI 16.2
TD SP‑201105 Discussion on URLLC QoS Monitoring (Source: Huawei, HiSilicon, China Mobile, China Unicom, China Telecom, Lenovo, Motorola Mobility)
Abstract: Proposes returning a CR from SP-200952 to SA WG2
Discussion and conclusion:
Ericsson commented that did not agree to send this back to SA WG2, as they believed this change was necessary, but would continue the discussion the issue over e-mail. Qualcomm also suggested that resolution should be sought over e-mail discussion. Nokia also did not want to return this CR, but could accept some clarification in a note to resolve this. Huawei commented that they have differences to the Ericsson view on the RAN reporting on the CN part. This contribution was then noted.
TD SP‑200952 CR to 23.502 (5G_URLLC, Rel-16) (Source: SA WG2)
Abstract: 23.502 CR2413R1
SP-201105 proposes returning TS 23.502 CR2413R1 to SA WG2
Discussion and conclusion:
Removed from e-mail approval.
TD SP‑201091 QoS parameter handling for PDU session transfer between 3GPP and non-3GPP access (Source: Nokia, Nokia Shanghai Bell, Apple, Huawei, HiSilicon)
Abstract: Proposed replacement of 23.502 CR2453 in SP-200960.
Discussion and conclusion:
Left open for further checking (Ericsson).
TD SP‑200960 CR to 23.502 (TEI16, Rel-16): 23.502 CR2453 (Source: SA WG2)
Abstract: Proposed replacement of 23.502 CR2453 in SP-201091
Discussion and conclusion:
Await discussion on proposed replacement in TD SP‑201091.
TD SP‑201108 Discussion on Redirection for EPS Fallback correction: Source(Huawei, HiSilicon)
Abstract: Proposes returning a CR from SP-200946 to SA WG2
Discussion and conclusion:
Nokia commented that they would prefer to make a clarification to the note in order to resolve the issue. Huawei commented that the 'Otherwise' statement was unclear as to what this was an alternative to and needed further consideration on it. Ericsson suggested that minor clarifications can be discussed at the next SA WG2 meeting. AT&T agreed that any clarification can be made with a subsequent CR. Qualcomm suggested approving the CR, or at least endorsing the general direction of the CR at this meeting. This was left for off-line discussion. This contribution was then noted.
TD SP‑200946 CRs, which received objections in SA WG2, to 23.501, 23.502 (eNS, TEI16, Rel-16) (Source: SA WG2)
Abstract: 23.501 CR2389R1; 23.502 CR2332; 23.502 CR2450R1
Objections were received at SA WG2 on the CRs in this CR Pack. SP-201108 proposes returning TS 23.502 CR2450R1 to SA WG2
Discussion and conclusion:
OPEN.
Rel-16 SA3 CRs, AI 16.3
Not handled at this CC due to lack of time.
Rel-17 SA1 issues, AI 17.1
Not handled at this CC due to lack of time.
Any Other Business, AI 21
Not handled at this CC due to lack of time.
Block Noting of BA-Group 1
Documents remaining in Block Group 1 were block noted.
22	Close of CC
The TSG SA Chairman closed this CC at 15.00 UTC.

