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1
Opening of the meeting
1.1
Agenda and scheduling
S1-130002 from WG Chairman: Final SA1 ad hoc agenda and schedule with document allocation
The Proximity Services (ProSe) and Group Call Services on LTE (GCSE_LTE) ad-hoc meeting of 3GPP SA1 took place at the Clarion Hotel Congress in Prague, Czech Republic, hosted by the European Friends of 3GPP.
It was chaired by Mrs. Mona Mustapha (Vodafone), who opened the meeting on Wednesday 23rd of January 2013 at 9 AM.

She presented the latest version of the agenda and schedule with document allocation in S1-130002. This document was updated periodically during the meeting to reflect the progress of the meeting and the status of each document handled.
Conclusion: Approved.

1.2
IPR
After this introduction, Mrs. Mona Mustapha reminded delegates of their company's obligations under their SDO's IPR policies:

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 were thereby invited:

-
to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which were, or were 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/).
1.3
Work focus for GCSE_LTE and ProSe

S1-130079 from Rapporteur: ProSe Topics
The ProSe rapporteur propose a list of “key” focus items with input from e.g. the public safety stakeholders. Upon agreement of the list in SA1, it may be used to aid scheduling the agenda for SA1#61 and subsequent meetings.
The topics, sorted by decreasing priority order, are:

Communication – Out of Coverage, PS only

Communication – In Coverage

General – Group communication

General – Broadcast services

General – Security

Discovery – Out of Coverage, PS only

Discovery – In Coverage

General – Relay

General – Presence

General – Charging

EPC support of ProSe communication over WLAN
Discussion: Several delegates do not fully agree with the wording and/or with the order of priority. It was e.g. mentioned that " EPC support of ProSe communication over WLAN" is here classified with a lower priority whereas it seems that SA2 sees it as a main priority.

A new column has to be added to provide the reference, as e.g. the corresponding section in the TR.

Addressing might be missing. However, this was previously discussed but not agreement was found.

This was sent off-line for further refinements.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130145
S1-130145 from Rapporteur: ProSe Topics
Revision of S1-130079
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130149
S1-130149 from Rapporteur: ProSe Topics
Revision of S1-130145
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130188
S1-130188 from Rapporteur: ProSe Topics
Revision of S1-130149.

Now all the features and priority ranking are provided.
Discussion: It is explained that, in the 2nd table ("nice to have" versus "must have"), the 1st column is for networks with commercial and public safety interests, 2nd: commercial only, 3rd one: public safety only.

Intel would like more transparency on how these numbers come from. This is explained to come from the operators and public safety authorities who attended the off-line discussions, as publicly announced.

It is further clarified that all companies prefer to have them all in Rel-12 if possible.

This table is for SA1 purposes only at this stage, not intended to be distributed e.g. to SA.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130194
S1-130194 from Rapporteur: ProSe Topics
Revision of S1-130188
Conclusion: Noted, to be submitted to SA1 as S1-131157
S1-130078 from Rapporteur: List of GCSE Features
This also relates to a list of priority, this time for the GCSE Feature. Here, different GCSE Features and "sub-features" are proposed, and a "present completion level" column is also provided. No priority is proposed: the proposal concerns the template of the table and the list of feature/sub-features.
Discussion: The "reference" column can be added.

Comments should be provided off-line to the rapporteur, Mr. Juergen Merkel.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130146
S1-130146 from Rapporteur: List of GCSE Features
Revision of S1-130078.

A "must have" versus "nice to have" column is added.
Discussion: Revision marks to be accepted in SA1's version.
Conclusion: Noted.

2
Liaison Statements
S1-130100 from S1-122321 / TCCA CCBG (EADS): Postponed LS on Use Cases relevant for the Critical Communication Community
Was S1-123045, also available as S1-131103
Discussion: This was already seen at previous meetings but not completely solved.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130102 from TETRA04(12)000078 (EADS): Postponed LS on Potential Implementation of TETRA services over LTE
Was S1-124253/S1-123050, also available as S1-131102
Discussion: This was already seen at previous meetings but not completely solved.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130103 from TCCA CCBG System Architecture Group (EADS): Postponed LS on General Architecture Considerations for Critical Communication Systems
Was S1-124254/S1-123051, also available as S1-131101
Discussion: This was already seen at previous meetings but not completely solved.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130062 from TETRA WG4 Chair: LS TC TETRA WG4 to SA1 GCSE architecture
The TETRA WG4's view is that the PMR-TETRA application holds the intelligence related to group related functions in a broadband environment. Several advantages are put forward (faster call establishment, VPN possible easily, etc.).
Discussion: Alcatel-Lucent have opposite view, taking with the experience of involvement and building products e.g. on railways with GSMR. They see that 3GPP can handle group call.

For Mr. Chater-Lea (TETRA WG4 Chair), GSMR is a bad example since the requirements are much lower than for emergency.

Qualcomm agree with the split of functionality but disagree that the TETRA Application Protocol is suitable to satisfy all the GCSE requirements.

For NSN, this would imply everybody involved in Emergency business to deploy a TETRA solution, which is not desirable.

For Telefonica O2, the split of functionality is an SA2 discussion.
Conclusion: Noted. See related contributions on this topic.
S1-130104 from S1-131112: Additional Public Safety Use Cases
TCCA CCBG SA asks SA1 to consider some contributions listed in the LS as fully endorsed by the CCBG SA group and asks SA1 to consider them for this meeting.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130101 from SP-120931: LS on Additional Public Safety and Critical Communications requirements in Release 12.
Also available as S1-131110. 

SA asks SA1 to consider whether or not additional Release 12 requirements need to be defined for Public Safety and Critical Communications beyond ProSe and GCSE_LTE. SA encourages SA1 to agree a corresponding WID if necessary.
Discussion: For Renesas, the overall time schedule has to be considered when introducing new requirements, not only the SA1's one.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130080 from Vodafone: Network Resilience for Public Safety Communications
Public Safety Communications users expect near perfect network availability. Such availability was not one of the EPS design goals so it is important to verify whether the EPS can meet this expectation. A first analysis on the failure of each element (eNodeB, MME, etc) is proposed.

An example of related requirement is:" if a node fails, it is acceptable that the first Mobile Terminating call to a UE can fail but it is required that a subsequent MT call shall succeed if it is initiated [30] seconds after the first call was initiated."
Corresponding LSs and Requirements should be produced by SA1.
Discussion: Huawei support the idea of how to handle failures in the network.

NSN has some difficulties with the overall concept, noting that e.g. the MME is in fact nothing else than a server and solutions already exist for server redundancy. They however agree to have network-failure type of requirements, as the ones provided here.
Conclusion: This is to be seen next week by SA1.

3
GCSE_LTE: Group communication system enablers for LTE [SP-120876]

3.1
3GPP and application layer split
S1-130038 from Huawei, TD-Tech: GSCE_LTE Further discussion on functionality split between 3GPP and Application Layer
In the aim to progress the issue on the functionality border between 3GPP Network and application layer (Server), it is proposed that:

• The application layer (Server) could request that P2P communication is used for communication to different group members. In that case the Network cannot optimise radio resources.

• It is FFS whether the application layer could decide on PTM data distribution with no network decision. 

• The 3GPP network shall be able to optimise radio resource efficiency when the same data has to be sent to multiple UEs.
Discussion: For the US Department of Commerce, this split raises a problem with data distribution in case there are multiple applications in different servers and multiple groups.

It seems that there is no disagreement on the proposal that the network decides whether this is PTP or PTM.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130147
S1-130147 from Huawei, TD-Tech: GSCE_LTE Further discussion on functionality split between 3GPP and Application Layer
Revision of S1-130038
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130093 from US Department of Commerce: Annex C additonal rows for 3GPP
New lines (new functionalities) are added to the table providing the split of functionality between 3GPP network and application, e.g. on Group handling or on 3GPP Addressing.
Discussion: Qualcomm's opinion is that if new functions are added to the 3GPP network, this will create problem of compatibility with legacy network. E.g. Group management should stay out of the 3GPP network.

For EADS, the solution cannot be purely 3GPP-centric since there are other ways of accessing the IP wirelessly, and it is not acceptable to have different solutions for different networks.

For NCIS, the argument of legacy systems is too constraining.

Noted, see other contributions on the same topic.
Parts can be integrated in Huawei's revised document in S1-130147.
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
3.2
Priority and pre-emption
S1-130010 from UK Home Office: Priority and Pre-emption Use Cases
This paper proposes a Priority Arbitration Use Case, which describes the requirement for certain Public Safety communications to be given priority over other network users at times of congestion so that bearer establishment and QoS of service data flows for Public Safety users can be protected from pre-emption and degradation.
A set of requirements are derived, on "Priority Arbitration", such as: " The system shall support at least 8 different priority levels."
Discussion: Vodafone support this view.

For NSN, this is a good starting point but this has to be generalised.

What is to be handled by the EPS compared to what is to be handled by the application can be clarified., e.g. queuing is seen to be done by the application, not by the EPS.
Conclusion: Documents S1-130010, S1-130009, S1-130029, S1-130025 and S1-130036 to be merged off-line into S1-130175.
S1-130009 from EADS: GCSE-LTE: Emergency Communication use case and requirements proposal
This paper proposes an Emergency Communication use case, which illustrates a situation where a User is facing a life threatening situation and needs the system to inform the dispatchers of that situation and to ensure that he will be able (get the resources) to communicate with all the necessary first responders, including dispatcher.

It is extracted from the LS in S1-123045 from TCCA CCBG SA.
Discussion: For Cisco and NSN, this is already covered and is anyway up to the operator's policy.

Some rewording is needed, since there are confusions on "emergency", "distress", etc.
Conclusion: Documents S1-130010, S1-130009, S1-130029, S1-130025 and S1-130036 to be merged off-line into S1-130175.

S1-130029 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE-LTE: Distress video call use case and requirements proposal
This is equivalent of S1-13009 for video calls.
Discussion: Same comments as for S1-130009.
Conclusion: Documents S1-130010, S1-130009, S1-130029, S1-130025 and S1-130036 to be merged off-line into S1-130175.

S1-130025 from EADS: GCSE-LTE: Dispatcher Override use case proposal
This paper proposes a Dispatcher Override use case, which illustrates a situation where the Dispatcher shall deliver an information to the members of a Group that is more urgent than an ongoing transmission from a regular group member.
Discussion: Since there is no related requirement, some companies (e.g. NSN) are not in favour of adding this use case.
Conclusion: Documents S1-130010, S1-130009, S1-130029, S1-130025 and S1-130036 to be merged off-line into S1-130175.

S1-130036 from Qualcomm, Inc.: Functional requirements for TS. 22.468 clause 4
A definition for "Group Class Identifier" is proposed, as well as a requirement for the Support for location based services
Discussion: For EADS, the definition is already covered in 3GPP Specifications. About the requirement, they note that it might generate a lot of traffic for an unclear benefit.
Conclusion: Documents S1-130010, S1-130009, S1-130029, S1-130025 and S1-130036 to be merged off-line into S1-130175.

S1-130175 from NSN: GCSE-LTE: Priority and Pre-emption requirements proposal
This paper combines the requirements on priority and pre-emption from S1-130010, S1-130009, S1-130029, S1-130025 and S1-130036.
Discussion: The last bullet is much more detailed than the other ones. It seems to be going into implementation aspects and has to be completely re-written, or even deleted, since most of it is already covered.

The other points need slight rewording. The concepts are agreed but it has to be double checked if it is not covered already elsewhere. 
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130187
S1-130187 from NSN: GCSE-LTE: Priority and Pre-emption requirements proposal
Revision of S1-130175
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
3.3
Interaction with ProSe
S1-130061 from Rapporteur: GCSE Interworking with ProSe Group Communications
This introduces a new section in the TR on Interaction with ProSe.

This is the outcome of the email discussion on GCSE – ProSe Interworking held between SA1#60 and this ad-hoc on GCSE and ProSe.
Discussion: It is not clear is the "relay" function has to be supported or not by all UEs supporting ProSe and GCSE. For Telecom Italia, this can be requested for the Public Safety UEs only, not for the "classical" UEs.

It is clarified that the functionality needs to be standardised, and whether it is actually supported by a given UE or not will depend on several conditions. However, at least the wording (if not the concept) of the second paragraph of 5.2.2 cannot be agreed as such.

"ProSe" was proposed to be replaced by "ProSe Group Communication", since this is what is meant, but this is obvious from the context of the sentences.

It was proposed to have an explicit statement to tell that the support of GCSE is optional, but this was rejected since it applies to most of what is specified, including ProSe. It is operator's decision to request for such or such feature.

In the end, the only change is on the title of 5.2.2.. to clarify that it applies to GCSE UEs.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130095
S1-130095 from Rapporteur: GCSE Interworking with ProSe Group Communications
Revision of S1-130061
Discussion: The automated part of Service continuity is a "nice-to-have" feature for the UK's Home Office and Cisco and not something absolutely needed. Cisco further clarified that the manual continuity is needed.

The manual switching is already covered elsewhere, so the complete proposed section 5.2.3 on automatic switching can be deleted. This can be re-introduced in a later release.

It was proposed to have a note to state that "service continuity is not supported in Rel-12" but this would open the door to introduce such a statement on different topics in several places.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130176
S1-130176 from Rapporteur: GCSE Interworking with ProSe Group Communications
Revision of S1-130095
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130045 from ETRI: GCSE_LTE: Service Continuity between GCSE and ProSe
A new requirement is proposed for Service Continuity between GCSE and ProSe: "The operator network shall be provided that a public safety UE shall not perceive service degradation due to service continuity between the GCSE and ProSe communication.".
Discussion: For NSN, this is not realistic as such. 

"degradation" is replaced by "interruption".
Conclusion: To be incorporated in the revision of S1-130095.

S1-130096 from Rapporteur (NSN): GCSE Interworking with ProSe Group Communications, including changes from S1-130045
Revision of S1-130045, on the basis of S1-130095, to include the aspects of service continuity between GCSE and ProSe.
Discussion: This was initially allocated for a revision of S1-130045 but this is finally included in S1-130095.
Conclusion: Not needed.
S1-130008 from Harris: GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration [ProSe Interaction part]
In this agenda item, the proposal on "4.X.5
  Relay between GCSE and ProSe" was reviewed.
Discussion: It is clarified that this use case does not address the hybrid mode, where ProSe is used to access the network. Contributions are invited.

The terms "Prose Relay" and "ProSe Hybrid" should be defined. Tdoc S1-130097 is allocated to this.

For Telecom Italia, it has to be clarified that this deals with the ProSe Public Safety case.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130098
S1-130098 from Harris: GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration [ProSe Interaction part]
Revision of S1-130008

Discussion: "E-UTRA" to be changed to "network" to be in line with the definitions.

Document S1-130176 partially overlaps with this one: the second bullet is already covered, and some companies see that the first one is also covered by S1-130176. 

Here, the first point is about restricting, when in S1-130176, it is about supporting.

The document is split in two: S1-130135 for the last bullet, which is not controversial, and S1-130136 for the first bullet, for SA1#61.

Conclusion: Revised to S1-130135
S1-130135 from Harris: GCSE_LTE – Agreed new requirement for 5.2.2
Revision of S1-130098, last bullet.

Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130136 from Harris: GCSE_LTE Relay – Possible new requirement for 5.2.2
Revision of S1-130098, first bullet.

Conclusion: Postponed to next week as S1-131128.
S1-130097 from General Dynamics Broadcast: Definition for Prose Relay and Prose Hybrid
Two definitions are proposed, for ProSe UE-to-UE Relay and ProSe UE-to-E-UTRA Relay.
Discussion: It is explained that the first definition does not prohibit the use of the relay between multiple UEs.

"network" is seen as more appropriate than "E-UTRA", since what is relayed is also the upper layer, not only the radio, so the end point is not in the E-UTRAN.

The relay will apply only to Public Safety, but this is outside the definition. Three companies are however objecting to these definitions if "Public Safety" is not added, so it is added.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130134
S1-130134 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Definitions for ProSe relay types (on 22.803, CR 0061, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130097 in the form of a CR.
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130026 from EADS: GCSE-LTE / GCSE-ProSe Dual Watch use case and requirements proposal
This paper proposes a ProSe – GCSE dual watch use case, which illustrates two situations where users need to monitor/scan simultaneously a ProSe mode communication and an GCSE Network mode group communication. A set of requirements are derived from this use case:

- The UE shall be able to switch between GCSE_LTE and ProSe modes via user interaction with the radio

- The UE shall be able to listen simultaneously to a set of GCSE_LTE and ProSe communications 

- All UE shall be able to detect a pre-defined Emergency ProSe call while engaged into GSCE or ProSe mode of communications

- There should be a security mechanism to prevent spoofing on the Emergency ProSe calls
Discussion: For NSN, the three first ones are already covered. This is not EADS' view, in particular for point 3.

This misunderstanding has to be solved off-line.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130099
S1-130099 from EADS: GCSE-LTE / GCSE-ProSe Dual Watch use case and requirements proposal
Revision of S1-130026
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130119 from EADS: GCSE-LTE / GCSE-ProSe Tactical Operation use case and requirements proposal
Replaces S1-130028.

This paper proposes a ProSe – GCSE tactical operation use case, which illustrates a situation where a group of users are working in an area that has partial coverage by GCSE_LTE services, but will need to use ProSe when operating in certain locations. Tactical use of both services is employed to ensure that the group of users working together maintain communications as a group in a predictable and managed way.
The derived requirements are:

- 3GPP network shall provide UE mobility information, to allow the UE to understand if network coverage is available and the quality of the signal to the group communication application.

- The UE shall be able to switch between GCSE_LTE and ProSE modes via user interaction with the radio 

- The UE shall be able to inform the user that coverage in their selected network mode is poor (audibly and visibly).
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
3.4
High level requirements and group communication setup
S1-130043 from ITRI: Information for setting up GCSE_LTE communication
The following requirement is proposed to be added: " The EPS shall be able to distinguish group communications from non-group communications.".

A note is added to clarify that " The differentiation of various GCSE groups is outside the scope of 3GPP."
Discussion: About the note, it is clarified that a UE might be involved in different groups, and each one might have different characteristics. There is no agreement, so the note has to be deleted.

About the group/non-group by EPS, this is obvious to NSN and should be deleted.

Other part on priority discussed during the priority session and also noted.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130073 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: General Clean up
Some rewording is proposed.
Discussion: Agreed, but one typo found afterwards.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130158
S1-130158 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: General Clean up
Revision of S1-130073
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130074 from Alcatel-Lucent, ETRI: GCSE_LTE: High Level Group Requirements
This contribution proposes group communication requirements related to system and UE functionality necessary to send and receive group communications.  One additional requirement provides support for UEs that are members of groups to be able to subscribe to additional services both on a group and individual basis.
Discussion: "Notes" cannot have "shall".

The word "group" is used for 2 different meanings: 1. at the application layer, 2. at the transport layer. Using one word for two concepts is confusing, according to EADS. These two concepts should be clearly defined.

For Alcatel-Lucent, this difference should not be visible at the SA1 level.

For NSN, this is the term "system" which causes troubles. It can be replaced by "EPS". Alcatel-Lucent tried to avoid "architecture words" but using "system" might be actually be confusing for SA2, so it is agreed to change it.

By changing System" to "EPS", this also solves this other concern: it is now clear that the new requirements are referring to a group at the EPS level.

Alcatel-Lucent clarified that the essence of their contribution is that services can be subscribed on a group-basis rather than at the individual-basis.

For NSN, there is no need for a standardised mechanism for this.

Renesas think that the first requirement is useless (implicit), but it is kept since nobody really objects. 

The third one is also seen as not needed.

Same for the 5th one, and for the note.

The second one has to be deleted or a definition of "group communication" has to be provided.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130150
S1-130150 from Alcatel-Lucent, ETRI: GCSE_LTE: High Level Group Requirements
Revision of S1-130074
Discussion: The definition of Group Communication was edited while projecting.

Same for the two proposed requirements.

EADS pointed out some confusions due to the inaccurate use of "Group", "group" and "GCSE". 
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130189
S1-130189 from Alcatel-Lucent, ETRI: GCSE_LTE: High Level Group Requirements
Revision of S1-130150
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130008 from Harris: GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration [3.4 High level reqs part]
Some new High Level Requirements are proposed for the TS 22.468 on "Group Communication System Enablers for LTE".
Discussion: The first bullet is seen as redundant with the 3rd one and should be deleted. The 3rd one did not find agreement neither, since the mechanism of how to authorize or not UE (and at which level) has to be further defined.

All items related to "authorized UEs" are proposed for deletion.

"resource efficiency with a large number of UEs" is seen too vague, and should be replaced by "2 or more UEs".

Some further editing was performed while projecting.

About the 6th bullet, the concept of "acknowledge receipt" might be clear for data but has to be clarified for speech. The requirement has to be made more explicit, as e.g. "resource should be released when there will be no more use of it". What has to be acknowledge is also unclear (e.g. each voice packet?, joining the group call?). The bullet has to be clarified.

7th bullet: "must" to be replaced by "shall". Similar requirement already in there anyway, so to be deleted.

8th bullet: this duplicates an existing requirement, and the wording is confusing: what about a "medium" number of UEs in a cell? To be deleted.

9th bullet: How can the EPS ensure that a group transmission is received by all UEs, e.g. there can be UEs switched off, with no more battery, out of coverage, etc. The requirement itself is not agreeable/understood by several companies. It is explained that the intention is that if there are several snipers receiving the command to shoot at the different hostage takers, then it is essential that either all or none of the snipers receive the order. This is a valid scenario but the requirement has to be rephrased or split in two cases.

10th, 11th and 12th bullets: there is no definition yet of "group communication". This has to be reviewed again when the definition is available.

13th and 14th bullet:: it is wondered if this is visible by 3GPP or if it is just that the UE sends the information to a server and then the server transmit it to several users. It has to be checked is f there is no similar requirement in the TS.

Last bullet: the technical implication of such a requirement versus other possible solutions (e.g. to block at the application level) has to be considered.
Conclusion: The first part is revised to S1-130151

S1-130151 from Harris: GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration 
Revision of first part of S1-130008.

The requirements have been rewritten to take into account the comments received off-line.
Discussion: "group communication" should have capital letters.
Some requirements are already covered and have to be deleted.

Some rewording is needed for the first one.

All the other ones are not agreeable as such at this time. The concept of "receiver only group" has to be further discussed.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130190
S1-130190 from Harris: GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration 
Revision of S1-130151
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130014 from Motorola Solutions UK Ltd: GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal
This paper proposes a speech group call use where Users join groups for the purpose of speech group call, and the actions involved in making a group call and the associated functions of late entry, talker changeover, priority interruption.
Derived requirements are also proposed. 
Discussion: About the proposed requirements in 4.x:

1st one: the establishment time is addressed in other contributions. " talkgroup" should be replaced by "group communication", more general (not only speech).

2nd one: " does not fail" to be replaced by "succeeds". Same comment on "talkgroup". Examples to be deleted.

3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th ones: already covered, to be deleted.

7th one: all the numbers provided here are explained to be coming from TETRA's capacity. It is however commented that it depends on the technology used to support the TETRA network: 36 simultaneous group calls are supported in London while this is 56 in Paris. It would however be beneficial to have a rough idea of the order of magnitude of simultaneous group calls to be supported by certain area, so this has to be reworded.

8th one: there is no impact on the 3GPP network, this is to be handled at the application level, so to be deleted.

Last one: seen as not needed.

About the use case, if the requirements are covered, then there is no need for it. If it is kept, then all the Stage 2 related text should be removed.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130152
S1-130152 from Motorola Solutions UK Ltd: GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal
Revision of S1-130014.
Discussion: The last two requirements are not agreed and will be revised separately.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130191
S1-130191 from Motorola Solutions UK Ltd: GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal
Revision of S1-130152 (agreed part)
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130192 from Motorola Solutions UK Ltd: GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal
Revision of S1-130152.

First two billets, not agreed.
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130030 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE-LTE: See what i see" use case proposal for Annex <B> of 22.468"
This paper proposes a ”see what I see” use case, which is a situation where a first responder is authorized to share a video with members of a pre-defined group.
Discussion: This is informative only: there is no corresponding requirement proposed.

For NSN, the use cases are a starting point, and there is no much value to introduce at this stage a use case partially overlapping with other ones and not proposing any requirement. They do no object however to this one.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130034 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: GCSE_LTE: Analysis of possible interactions between 3GPP and application layer entities
This paper studies the interactions/possible reuse of GCSE_LTE with OMA's Push-to-talk Over Cellular (PoC).

A set of interactions are illustrated such as "UE Initialisation Procedures", "Pre-established PoC Group Call Setup" or "Multicast PoC Channel Establishment".
Discussion: See S1-130075 on the same topic.
Conclusion: Noted.

S1-130075 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: GCSE_LTE: Proposed new 'Group Communication Setup' and 'Performance' requirements [all parts except on set-up time]
Following the study in S1-130034, this contribution proposes to introduce, for the "Group communication setup requirements" clause, the following requirement: " The EPS shall provide the means for the application to request the establishment and/or configuration of Multipoint Services separately from (e.g. in anticipation of) future group call setup instances.". The related Performance requirements is improved.

Discussion: For EADS and Intel, this does not add much, since all this is handled by the application and is transparent for the EPS. For NSN, this is more for SA2 to decide how to reach the 300 ms for call set-up, not for SA1 to decide.

There is no support for the proposed requirement.

The part on time set-up is handled separately.

Conclusion: Noted.
3.5
Performance aspects
S1-130040 from Huawei, TD-Tech: GSCE_LTE proposed text to clarify definition of performance requirements
This paper clarifies the concepts of " Setup time", " Resume time" and " End-to-end delay".
Discussion: See S1-130063 on the same topic.

After discussing S1-130075, the proposals in S1-130040 were reviewed. 

On "Setup time", in addition of the total set-up time, the specific time for the EPS bearer establishment has to be provided. The right balance has to be found between "what is realistic to achieve" and "putting some pressure on the groups designing the system".

For end-to-end data, NSN propose to distinguish between the different media type, since e.g. 150 ms might not be realistic for video. "end-to-end" has to be clarified, e.g. to state if it includes the codec time

These three definitions will be handled off-line.
Conclusion: Handled off-line with S1-130040, S1-130063, S1-130070 and S1-130075 resulting into S1-130173.
S1-130063 from Nokia Siemens Networks: Clarification on 'Performance Requirements'
Also here, some proposals are made to improve the wording of the performance requirements.
Discussion: See S1-130070 on the same topic.
Conclusion: Handled off-line with S1-130040, S1-130063, S1-130070 and S1-130075 resulting into S1-130173.
S1-130070 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: Clarification on performance recommendations
The "performance requirements" are proposed to be changed to "performance recommendations", stating that the value for call set-up etc are given " for consideration in the development of detailed RAN/CN requirements".
Discussion: A part S1-130075 is also on this topic.
Conclusion: Handled off-line with S1-130040, S1-130063, S1-130070 and S1-130075 resulting into S1-130173.
S1-130075 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: GCSE_LTE: Proposed new 'Group Communication Setup' and 'Performance' requirements [part on set-up time]
It is proposed to be added that " The EPS shall be able to support the establishment of a multipoint service with a total delay of less than or equal to (TBD)ms. This delay performance relates to the time between receipt of a request from the application layer at the EPC and the availability of the multipoint service for acquisition by a UE.".
Discussion: For EADS, considering the total time includes the reaction time of the application and the interactions between the EPS and the application. What is more useful to define is the time to establish multi point bearers. Having 300 ms for the total time would mean e.g. 100-150 ms to establish the multipoint bearer, and this might not be realistic (to be confirmed). It is explained that with current systems, it might take up to 1.5 seconds in total. For UK's Home Office, whatever is defined cannot be worse than the previous system.

For NSN, SA1 should define the requirements from a user point of view, not from what is anticipated to be the solution from SA2 and the RAN groups.

For several delegations, the proposed new requirement on the multipoint bearer service is too specific and SA1 should stick to the requirement for the set-up time of the overall service.

Intel explained that e.g. in PoC, the bearers are established in anticipation, so there is no bearer establishment time needed when the session starts.
Conclusion: Handled off-line with S1-130040, S1-130063, S1-130070 and S1-130075 resulting into S1-130173.
S1-130173 from Alcattel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: Clarification on performance recommendations
Handled off-line with S1-130040, S1-130063, S1-130070 and S1-130075 resulting into S1-130173.
Two references are added.

"Performance requirements" is changed to " Performance  recommendations".

The recommendations are reworded.
Discussion: This was further edited while displayed.

It was clarified whether the delay introduced by the application layer is counted or not.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130193
S1-130193 from Alcattel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: Clarification on performance recommendations
Revision of S1-130173
Conclusion: Noted. submitted to SA1 as S1-131155.
3.6
Geographical area
S1-130072 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: Clarification on group service area
This contribution proposes to remove the geographical considerations for the QoS. Some clarifications are also proposed on "Groups with limited geographical scope".
Discussion: About the first modification, EADS has concerns, since unicast or multicast will be chosen per cell according to the number of users in the cell (e.g. it will be more efficient to use 3 times unicast if there are 3 users, but use multicast for 200 users). This is a valid comment for Alcatel-Lucent but is not linked to the proposed change. This can be covered in another document: S1-130174 is provided for this.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130174 from Alcatel-Lucent: Use of multipoint versus unicast in a given area
Results from the discussion in S1-130072
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
3.7
Other aspects
S1-130013 from Motorola Solutions UK Ltd: GCSE-LTE: Network Preference use case and requirements proposal
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130105 from EADS: GCSE-LTE: Public Safety Definitions for use cases
Replaces S1-130027.

Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
3.8
Other use cases
S1-130016 from China Unicom: Enhancement to operational requirements in GCSE_LTE
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130024 from Motorola Solutions: Resource Management for GCSE
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130031 from UK Home Office: GCSE_LTE Fallback to 2G or 3G
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130033 from UK Home Office: GCSE_LTE Support for TETRA Codec
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130071 from Alcatel-Lucent: GCSE_LTE: Clarification on radio resource efficiency
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130076 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: GCSE_LTE: Proposed new 'Service Continuity' requirements
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130077 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: GCSE_LTE: Proposed new 'User Perception of Group Communication' requirements
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130082 from Motorola Solutions: Security requirements for GCSE
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
S1-130086 from Motorola Solutions: Dynamic control of the setup and hang timers for Group Call
Conclusion: Not handled because of lack of time.
4
FS_ProSe: Study on Proximity-based Services [SP-110638]

4.1
Definitions
S1-130044 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Clarification of the definition of ‘Proximity’ and clarification of other definitions used in the definition of ‘Proximity’ (on 22.803, CR 0015, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The CR refines the  definition of ‘proximity’ and adds definitions for ‘radio range’, ‘geographic range’, ‘communications range’, ‘transmission range’. In all cases replace the word ‘range’ with the word ‘proximity’: in light of this change add the word ‘communications’ to the definitions of ‘ProSe Group Communication’ and ‘ProSe Broadcast Communication’.
Discussion: Renesas has concerns about changing the definitions in particular on proximity. 
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130022 from Motorola Solutions: Range class setting by the discoveree (on 22.803, CR 0012, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

The following requirements are proposed:

- When roaming, the range classes set by the UE for ProSe Discovery should be mapped to the range classes defined by the serving network.

- The ProSe Discovery process shall enable authorized applications to request and to use a certain range class when performing ProSe Discovery.

- A UE that enables the ability to be discovered by other UEs, should also be able to convey a preference on its visibility relative to those UEs performing ProSe Discovery, by specifying a certain range class..
Discussion: It was wondered why a discoverable UE want to limit the range of discoverability. It is explained that there might be cases related to social network, or to save battery power, etc.

The requirements on the mapping cannot be agree and the rest has to be revised.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130153
S1-130153 from Motorola Solutions: Range class setting by the discoveree (on 22.803, CR 0012r1, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

Revision of S1-130022
Discussion: Still some mistake on the cover page.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130197
S1-130197 from Motorola Solutions: Range class setting by the discoveree (on 22.803, CR 0012r2, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

Revision of S1-130153
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130023 from Motorola Solutions, Research In Motion UK Ltd: Use of “proximity class” in lieu of “range class” (on 22.803, CR 0013, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

The CR adds a definition for Proximity Classes and replaces references to “Range Classes” with “Proximity Classes”, as appropriate.
Discussion: 5 companies are in favour to replace "range" by "proximity" when about 7 are against.
"range" then has to be defined. This will be defined in S1-130154.
Conclusion: Noted. See S1-130154
S1-130154 from Telecom Italia: Definition of "Range class" (on 22.803, CR 0048, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

From the discussion on S1-130023.

The following definition is proposed: " Range Class: General indication of distance. Values of the parameter and their exact meaning, can differ between deployments, and are specified by the operator for the users, to allow them to set a preference."
Discussion: " the operator" is explained to be the serving operator.

"general" to be replaced by "rough". It is not clear though if "Rough" refers to accuracy or granularity, which might be a significant difference e.g. for the charging.

8 people think that a definition is needed, in particular because of PR4, 5 and 6, while 2 companies think this is not needed, including the author of PR6 (T-Mobile)…

This was entirely rewritten off-line to: "Range Class: rough indication of distance for use in ProSe Discovery, e.g. based on geographical distance, radio conditions".

There is no consensus yet on this definition, so send again to off-line discussions.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130178
S1-130178 from Telecom Italia: Definition of "Range class" (on 22.803, CR 0048r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

Revision of S1-130154
Conclusion: Agreed.
4.2
Public safety aspects
S1-130126 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Public Safety end-user visibility of path switch (on 22.803, CR 0040r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130087.

It is proposed to replace “when it is triggered by the network” by “except if the switching is triggered by the public safety end-user”
Discussion: "public safety" to be replaced by "authorised" as to be more generic. "triggered" to be replaced by "manually triggered".

It would be clearer to have two requirements.

A global rewording will be performed off-line.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130155
S1-130155 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Public Safety end-user visibility of path switch (on 22.803, CR 0040r2, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130126

Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130021 from Motorola Solutions: Update to “implicit discovery” requirements (on 22.803, CR 0011, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

Successfully discovering a UE before attempting communication does not guarantee successful communication, especially when direct D2D is used. All can one hope for is a reasonable expectation of success.

Moreover, current text does not explicitly require a successful ProSe Communication to logically imply proximity, despite the name of the use case.

This CR adds a requirement to allow this.
Discussion: This might have impact on the privacy, for Telecom Italia and T-Mobile.

Renesas do not see the need for this proposal.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130059 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: On the use of the qualifying language 'Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe' in TR 22.803
This is an introduction to the CR in S1-130060.
Conclusion: See related CR in S1-130060.
S1-130060 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Change Request related to the qualifying language “Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe” in TR 22.803 (on 22.803, CR 0029, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

For the Public Safety use of ProSe, it is proposed to add the following:

Any given block of Public Safety spectrum can be either:

- Dedicated to ProSe Communication (ProSe out-of-band operation);

- Dedicated to E-UTRAN network communication;

- Shared between ProSe and E-UTRAN network communication (ProSe in-band operation).
Discussion: The Reason for Change has to be provided (not put a reference to S1-130059).

The wording is confusing because " Public Safety" is seen as using ProSe, so the 2nd bullet (or the complete paragraph) has to be rewritten, since the 2nd bullet is not part of ProSe.

The important information for RAN groups is to tell them that the frequency bands have to be shared between ProSe and E-UTRAN, but to several companies, this is already sufficiently covered in the TR.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130056 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: On the use of the term ‘Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe’ in the use cases in sections 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 (on 22.803, CR 0026, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

In sections 5.2.5, 5.2.6 and 6.2, it is proposed to delete all references to ‘public safety spectrum’ and ‘public safety spectrum dedicated to ProSe services’. This will align the language in the use cases in 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 with the language in the other Public Safety use cases
Discussion: Huawei and Telecom Italia prefer to keep the current text.

"dedicated to ProSe" still has to be deleted.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130156
S1-130156 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: On the use of the term ‘Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe’ in the use cases in sections 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 (on 22.803, CR 0052, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130056
Discussion: Since the title is changed, a new CR number is allocated.

Problem in the section numbering.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130198
S1-130198 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: On the use of the term ‘Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe’ in the use cases in sections 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 (on 22.803, CR 0052r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130156
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130055 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: On missing statements pertaining to Network coverage (or otherwise) of UEs in the Public Safety use cases (on 22.803, CR 0025, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

It is proposed to add statements about network coverage or otherwise in the pre-conditions sections of each of these use cases. Add a subsequent coverage clarification to [PR.58] and [PR.59].
Discussion: There is some overlap with document S1-130007/148. This was solved when reviewing S1-130148.

At least one of the boxes on "impacted part" should be ticked in the CR coverpage.

Since 22.803 is under change control, the title of sections cannot be modified, so a section has to be marked as "void" and a new one created.

The added last sentence of PR.59.stating " An operator shall be able to configure separate permissions which apply when network coverage is available and when network coverage is not available." could not be agreed, in particular by Telecom Italia.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130157
S1-130157 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: On missing statements pertaining to Network coverage (or otherwise) of UEs in the Public Safety use cases (on 22.803, CR 0053, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130055

Discussion: Since the title is changed, a new CR number is allocated.

Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130148 from US Department of Commerce: Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements (on 22.803, CR 0006r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130007.

This CR provides additional text for public safety potential requirements in several clauses.
Discussion: No disagreement in principle but some minor corrections needed.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130159
S1-130159 from US Department of Commerce: Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements (on 22.803, CR 0054, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130148
Discussion: Since the title is changed, a new CR number is allocated.

"network coverage" to be changed to "E-UTRAN coverage", some problems of format (changes over changes, etc), re-wording needed in several places
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130186
S1-130186 from US Department of Commerce: Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements (on 22.803, CR 0054r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130159.

The rewording was performed as asked for.
Discussion: Some further rewording was done at the time of the presentation.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130195
S1-130195 from US Department of Commerce: Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements (on 22.803, CR 0054r2, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130186
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130128 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Clarify what “configured” stands for (on 22.803, CR 0041r1, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130088.

For last bullet of [PR.53]: it is proposed to clarify the requirement as following:

- Remove “configured” 

- Clarify that discovery can take place with no network interaction

It is then proposed to remove last bullet of [PR.120] which can be included within [PR.53]
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130050 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: UE with Multiple One-to-One Direct User Traffic Sessions in Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe - use case potential requirement clarification (on 22.803, CR 0020, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The Potential Requirement in section 5.2.6.5 is not clear and potentially ambiguous, so it is rewritten.
Discussion: Several contributions deal with the same section, so this change will have to be taken into account.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130160
S1-130160 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: UE with Multiple One-to-One Direct User Traffic Sessions in Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe - use case potential requirement clarification (on 22.803, CR 0051, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130050
Discussion: Since the title is changed, a new CR number is allocated.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130129 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Merge of Group and Broadcast Communication definitions (on 22.803, CR 0042r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130089.

Some solution-oriented requirements are rephrased. In particular, the CR

- removes the “Broadcast Communication” definition as included in “Group Communication” definition

- Clarifies that a “Group Communication” can be to any UEs in range.

- removes limitation to “public safety” UEs in [PR.64]

- removes “single transmission” in 5.2.7.5 and 5.2.8.5
Discussion: Intel expressed the view that Broadcast and group communications are quite different matters, so there is no reason why to modify the broadcast because of changes on Group communications.

Only the addition of "E-UTRAN" is kept in the definition of ProSe Communication.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130161
S1-130161 from Huawei, Hisilicon: The ProSe Communication path is a E-UTRAN path (on 22.803, CR 0050r2, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130129
Discussion: Since the title is changed, a new CR number is allocated.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130051 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: ProSe Group - use case has orphaned text in the potential requirements section (on 22.803, CR 0021, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

This is an editorial change to have one sentence preceded by the word "Note".
Discussion: It is not needed to state what is not part of ProSe.

So the sentence can be simply deleted.

Since the title will have to be changed
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130162
S1-130162 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: ProSe Group - use case has orphaned text in the potential requirements section (on 22.803, CR 0049, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130051
Discussion: Since the title is changed, a new CR number is allocated.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130052 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: ProSe Broadcast - use case requires addition of a missing potential requirement (on 22.803, CR 0022, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

A Potential Requirement is added to the use case on ProSe Broadcast  to state that "An authorized public safety UE shall be capable of becoming a member of multiple ProSe communication groups."
Discussion: This has been discussed already in a different context.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130127 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Clarification on the relay functionality of public safety UE (on 22.803, CR 0043r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Replaces S1-130090.

The CR proposes to clarify the requirement about relay for public safety UE.
Discussion: " under network coverage" has to be deleted (already covered in other section).

This triggers the question of having a chain of relays, which is covered in another contribution.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130057 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Addition of a UE power consumption potential requirement for use cases in sections 5.2.9, 5.2.10 and 5.2.11 in which UEs are used as relays (on 22.803, CR 0027, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

In three sections, the following potential requirement is added: The user of a ProSe-enable public safety UE acting as a relay should experience minimal battery longevity reduction due to its use as a relay.
Discussion: " longevity reduction" to be replaced by "consumption".

It is enough to have the PR at one single place and not at three.

The requirement in general is seen as rather strange by some delegates, who do not see how for a UE to perform a relay task will not take some power consumption. It is wondered how such a requirement will help in designing the system.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130053 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Unclear potential requirements in Public Safety Implicit Discovery use case (on 22.803, CR 0023, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The CR proposes to rephrase potential requirements [PR.75] and [PR.76] for clarity purposes.
Discussion: These two PRs are proposed to be rephrased and merged in S1-130006, and this covers this present change.
Conclusion: Noted/withdrawn.
S1-130054 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Remaining details of the Co-existence of ProSe Communication and E-UTRAN communication Public Safety use case (on 22.803, CR 0024, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

A new potential requirement is added to the use case on " Co-existence of ProSe Communication and E-UTRAN communication " to state : "ProSe-enabled public safety UEs when using ProSe Communications should not be impacted by communications between UEs communicating via E-UTRAN."
Discussion: This is explained to be the opposite of the PR just above, PR 123. It can be covered by just adding "and vice-versa" to the PR 123.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130163
S1-130163 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Remaining details of the Co-existence of ProSe Communication and E-UTRAN communication Public Safety use case (on 22.803, CR 0055, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130054
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130047 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Clarification of Public Safety use of ProSe in section 4.3 (on 22.803, CR 0017, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

A new use case is proposed on " ProSe Communication when E-UTRAN communication is no longer available". The corresponding proposed PR is that "ProSe-enabled public safety UEs in the event of an absence of established communications via E-UTRAN shall be capable of automatically attempting to establish ProSe Communications."
Discussion: PR in tdoc S1-130055 seems to be covering this Use Case already.

There are some strong relationship with other contributions being merged, so this has to be considered all together off-line. This PR can be included in the existing use case on "public safety implicit discovery"
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130164
S1-130164 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Withdrawn (on 22.803, CR 0056, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130047
Discussion: About which boxes to tick on the cover page, Telecom Italia noticed that, from a strict service-requirement perspective, this is in theory wrong to tick any of them, because this would mean that some architectural solutions are envisaged. 
Conclusion: Withdrawn.
S1-130081 from LG Electronics, Inc.: Further discussion on GCSE_LTE and ProSe Interworking
It is proposed to add the following statements:" If EPC and E-UTRAN support ProSe, the EPC and E-UTRAN shall be able to dynamically configure the maximum number of hops for relaying." and " If a ProSe-enabled UE attempts to request relaying to another UE, the UE shall be able to indicate the cause of the request and the relaying UE shall be able to deliver the cause to the EPC, if appropriate."
Discussion: All the complexity handled by IETF's MANET is added by this statements, for EADS.

This was seen earlier and not agreed.

The "maximum number of hops for relaying" has to be discussed under ProSe.
Conclusion: Noted. It is decided that, due to complexity reasons, only one hop is allowed in Rel-12 for Prose UE-to-network and UE-to-UE.
4.3
New use cases
S1-130106 from Institute for Information Industry (III), ITRI: Discussion paper for Directional ProSe Discovery Use Case
Introduction paper for S1-130107.
Discussion: See actual proposal in S1-130107.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130107 from Institute for Information Industry (III), ITRI: Directional ProSe Discovery Use Case (on 22.803, CR 0001r1, cat B, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of part of S1-130011.

A new Use case is proposed on Directional ProSe Discovery Use Case
Discussion: Already seen as previous meeting and not agreed.
Conclusion: Noted.
4.4
Security
S1-130110 from Interdigital, Intel, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Inc.: FS_ProSe additional clarifying text for security related requirements
Revision of S1-130015.

Introduction paper for the CR in S1-130111.
Conclusion: Noted. See S1-130111.
S1-130111 from Interdigital, Qualcomm, Alcatel-Lucent, Intel: FS_ProSe additional clarifying text for security related requirements (on 22.803, CR 0003r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The following PR is proposed: " The system shall provide ProSe identifying information to an application in a manner that ensures the user’s identity and privacy are protected."
Discussion: The concept is agreeable but the wording needs to be refined. 

Some alignment with PR 85 is needed.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130165
S1-130165 from Interdigital, Qualcomm, Alcatel-Lucent, Intel: FS_ProSe additional clarifying text for security related requirements (on 22.803, CR 0003r2, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130111
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130122 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Allow Application layer encryption (on 22.803, CR 0045r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130092.

The CR removes the requirement for the 3GPP system to ensure confidentiality and integrity of data sent of ProSe communication
Discussion: Several companies object to this removal.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130123 from Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile: Rewording of “direct link” into proSe Communication (on 22.803, CR 0044r1, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130091.

This CR proposes some rewording of “direct link” in [PR.111] and [PR.112] into “ProSe communication path”.
Discussion: Qualcomm and Intel think that WiFi is not covered anymore by the proposed change, so they disagree with it.

Some rewording is proposed in the revision to take into account this concern.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130166
S1-130166 from Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile: Rewording of “direct link” into proSe Communication (on 22.803, CR 0044r2, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130123
Conclusion: Agreed.
4.5
WLAN aspects.
S1-130112 from China Mobile, ITRI: New WLAN Requirement: Accounting Data Collection (on 22.803, CR 0031r1, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130065.

The CR adds a new ProSe requirement telling what types of accounting data shall be collected by operator’s network for ProSe-assisted WLAN direct communications.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130121 from Intel: Charging Requirement for Service Continuity for ProSe-assisted WiFi Direct (on 22.803, CR 0047, cat B, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of part of S1-130094.

This CR adds a requirement for service continuity for ProSe-assisted WiFi Direct.
Discussion: The discussions on Service continuity earlier at this meeting on were on another topic: Service continuity between ProSe and GCSE.

The PR number has to be corrected.

Some off-line discussions are asked for by Telecom Italia and T-Mobile.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130185
S1-130185 from Intel: Charging Requirement for Service Continuity for ProSe-assisted WiFi Direct (on 22.803, CR 0047r1, cat B, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130121
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130113 from China Mobile, ITRI: New WLAN Requirement: Continuous Control (on 22.803, CR 0032r1, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130066.

A new WLAN requirement is proposed to state: " The operator network shall be able to continuously control the connection for ProSe-assisted WLAN direct communications between ProSe-enabled UEs, as long as at least one of these ProSe-enabled UEs is connected to operator’s own WLAN network."
Discussion: Not the same level of control can be expected from the WLAN as for the UTRAN. 

4 companies are against, no support.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130114 from China Mobile: New WLAN Requirement: Lawful Interception (on 22.803, CR 0033r1, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130067.

The following requirement is proposed: " The operator network shall be able to support regional or national regulatory requirements, (e.g. lawful interception) for ProSe-assisted WLAN direct communications between ProSe-enabled UEs, as long as at least one of these ProSe-enabled UEs is connected to operator’s own WLAN network."
Discussion: Same comment applies as for S1-130113.

The last part of the sentence is not clear.

NSN explained that this is illegal in many countries to intercept all the UEs in a WLAN, and it is also illegal to provide information on which UE to intercept to a non-trusted element, as the WLAN.

A number of companies think that this is not needed.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130115 from China Mobile, ITRI: New WLAN Requirement: No Adverse Impact on Other Services (on 22.803, CR 0034r1, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130068.

The new requirement states: " ProSe-assisted WLAN direct communications between ProSe-enabled UEs shall not adversely impact on other E-UTRAN services."
Discussion: Several companies think that this is not needed.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130116 from China Mobile, ITRI: New WLAN Requirement: No Adverse Impact on UEs (on 22.803, CR 0035r1, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130069.

This is a new requirement stating: " ProSe-assisted WLAN direct communications between ProSe-enabled UEs shall not adversely impact on ProSe-enabled UEs (e.g. power consumption).".
Discussion: Same comment as for the other ones.
Conclusion: Noted.
4.6
Other changes
S1-130058 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: A block of editorial corrections to TR 22.803 (on 22.803, CR 0028, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

This CR reviews the complete TR and proposes a significant number of editorial corrections.
Discussion: The contributions S1-130004 and S1-130006 are also general corrections.

The changes to the references are not covered in S1-130004 and S1-130006.

Some corrections are not only editorial, according to RIM.

The contribution should be split into several document to cover the different topics addressed here (control Path, to section 5.1, to section 6, etc)
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130167 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Section 4 (Control Path) (on 22.803, CR 0057)
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130168 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Section 5.1  (on 22.803, CR 0058)
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130169 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Section 5.2 (Public Safety) (on 22.803, CR 0059)
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130170 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: Section 6 (on 22.803, CR 0060)
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130108 from Institute for Information Industry (III), ITRI: Control paths for ProSe Communication
Revision of S1-130012.

This is an introduction to the CR in S1-130109.
Conclusion: Noted, see S1-130109.
S1-130109 from Institute for Information Industry (III), ITRI: Control paths for ProSe Communication (on 22.803, CR 0002r1, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The figure 5 is modified to show two ways eNB to eNB interactions for example of control path for network supported ProSe Communication for UEs served by different eNBs.
Discussion: This is covered by S1-130041.
Conclusion: Noted, see S1-130041.
S1-130041 from ETRI: Editorial corrections (on 22.803, CR 0036, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Same change as in S1-130109.
Discussion: The second set of changes has to be deleted.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130171
S1-130171 from ETRI, ITRI: Editorial corrections (on 22.803, CR 0036r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130041
Discussion: About giving a new CR number or not, MCC clarified, after some checks, that when the change is not significant (which is a subjective decision), the same CR number can be kept. E.g. if only the title is modified then there is no need for a new CR number.

In this case, the Chair judged that the change is not significant, so the same CR number is kept.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130046 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Clarification in discussion of control paths for ProSe Communications in section 4.2 (on 22.803, CR 0016, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

As to remove uncertainty in requirements concerning the control plane for direct UE-to-UE communications, the word ‘support’ is replaced with the word ‘control’ in two places, and the words ‘border cell’ are deleted with the text concerning macro/micro cells enhanced.
Discussion: The full text in parenthesis is confused and has to be removed.

Some new wording is made for the support/control part.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130172
S1-130172 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Clarification in discussion of control paths for ProSe Communications in section 4.2 (on 22.803, CR 0016r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130046
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130018 from Vodafone, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd: Clarify "network coverage" means "E-UTRAN coverage" (on 22.803, CR 0005, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Each time the term "network coverage" is used, this CR clarifies whether this means "E-UTRAN coverage" (most cases) or if it means UTRAN and GERAN coverage should be considered (one instance).
Discussion: T-Mobile prefer to stick to "network coverage" since this is the terminology used in the WID.

For Renesas, Telecom Italia, Telefonica and RIM, this applies to LTE, so it should be clarified. Qualcomm support T-Mobile's view.

Renesas would object to all requirements which do not apply to LTE.

18 companies support the change, 5 do not support it, but nobody really object.

Agreed then a mistake was found in the cover page (PR54->PR53).
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130179
S1-130179 from Vodafone, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd: Clarify "network coverage" means "E-UTRAN coverage" (on 22.803, CR 0005r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130018
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130019 from Motorola Solutions: “Stabilty of link” requirement for ProSE (on 22.803, CR 0009, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

The CR reformulates the requirement on “Stability of link” in terms of user visible behaviour. 

The Note stating "ProSe specifications should take into account the relative speed of ProSe-enabled UEs" is replaced by the following PR: "The system shall be capable of avoiding unstable behaviour and of gracefully handling (including ignoring, if necessary) extraneous and/or very short term lived proximity situations (e.g. as arising from high relative speed between UEs)."
Discussion: See S1-130084 on the same note.

For Intel, this formulation is more appropriate, since it leaves the solution more open.

For Telecom Italia, the first part ("capable of avoiding unstable behaviour and of gracefully handling") is on another topic and should be deleted.

"very short term" is commented to be quite vague. It can be clarified later on. For Renesas, this has to be done at the time the CR is introduced.

A very short term session can still bring lot of information, so the complete PR might not be appropriate.

For NSN, this is up to e.g. the chipset manufacturer to decide if this is worth or not, so this is a way of differentiation on the market.

4 companies want to have some kind of text on this point, whereas 11 companies think it is better not to have anything, and leave either the market or the other groups to decide.

As a compromise, a note will s

Other changes from S1-1300019: "radio range, communication" agreed to be deleted, and "range" immediately after should also be deleted.
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130084 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Move the requirement of UEs’ relative speed to a normative text (on 22.803, CR 0038, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

This is to change the note "ProSe specifications should take into account the relative speed of ProSe-enabled UEs." into a proper PR.
Discussion: For Telecom Italia, this is not a Requirement, and it was more appropriate as a note.

For Renesas, the network does not easily have means to estimate the speed of the UEs. They support to keep the present text as a note.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130048 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Service Continuity between Infrastructure and E-UTRA ProSe Communication paths - use case is missing a description section (on 22.803, CR 0018, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The CR adds a missing description for the use case on Service Continuity between Infrastructure and E-UTRA ProSe Communication paths.
Discussion: The text was reworded while projecting.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130180
S1-130180 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Service Continuity between Infrastructure and E-UTRA ProSe Communication paths - use case is missing a description section (on 22.803, CR 0018r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130048
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130125 from Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile: Merge similar Potential requirement (on 22.803, CR 0039r1, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130085.

The requirements in PR.27 and PR.78 are overlapping so this CR proposes to merge them.
Discussion: Some editing was performed online.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130181
S1-130181 from Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile: Merge similar Potential requirement (on 22.803, CR 0039r2, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130125
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130049 from General Dynamics Broadband UK: FS_ProSe: Operator A uses ProSe to Enhance Location and Presence Services - use case description in 5.1.7.1 is incorrectly phrased (on 22.803, CR 0019, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

This description is rephrased to fit the style of the other use case descriptions.
Discussion: "FS_Prose" to be removed in the title before submission to the Plenary.
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130020 from Motorola Solutions: Updates to 3rd party applications requirements (on 22.803, CR 0010, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

The CR fixes a set of errors and omissions.
Discussion: There are problem of understanding of the wording in particular for PR xx.

There is no convergence when trying to solve it on display, so this is not agreed.

The changes in PR 50 are agreed. The 2 new bullets proposed in PR 52 are seen by certain companies as linked to PRXX so cannot be agreed. For Cisco, the list in PR 52 is not exhaustive anyway, so there is no much value added in introducing new bullets.

The two last changes (removing "shall") are covered by another document so should be skipped in the revision.

Some problems on the cover page have to be corrected and the title has to be changed.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130182
S1-130182 from Motorola Solutions: Updates to 3rd party applications requirements (on 22.803, CR 0010r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

Revision of S1-130020
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130124 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Clarification that ProSe capability features are Prose Discovery and ProSe Communication (on 22.803, CR 0037r1, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130083.

The CR clarifies that the “ProSe capability feature” may be Proximity Discovery feature and ProSe Communication features and removes the announce and monitor descriptions that are solutions.
Discussion: Part of S1-130120 is related to PR52 too.

See the discussions on S1-130120.

No agreement but Huawei wanted to try to draft off-line a new proposal.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130183
S1-130183 from Huawei, Hisilicon: Clarification that ProSe capability features are Prose Discovery and ProSe Communication (on 22.803, CR 0037r2, cat F, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130124

Conclusion: To be seen at SA1 as S1-131159
S1-130118 from Intel: Editorial Updates to Requirements Throughout TR 22.803 (on 22.803, CR 0046r1, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of part of S1-130094.

This CR improves numerous requirements that are vague or poorly written.  
Discussion: All changes are agreed except the following ones:

- PR63 is already included in the Editor's CR, so this has to be skipped from here.

- PR73 (resulting from a hard-to-achieve compromise), 

- section 5.2.13.5 ("when" has to be kept)

- in PR124, "and" to be deleted before E-UTRAN

- PR82 (Original text to be kept)

- PR115 (Original text to be kept)

- PR87 (Original text to be kept), already being modified by S1-130155

- PR 48, to be rephrased as: "there shall be no impact upon RAN from service continuity…"

Cover page to be updated.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130184
S1-130184 from Intel: Editorial Updates to Requirements Throughout TR 22.803 (on 22.803, CR 0046r2, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130118
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130037 from Motorola Solutions: ProSe Discovery of busy UEs (on 22.803, CR 0014, cat C, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: ProSE)

The CR proposes to clarify that the "discoveree" (discovered user) should provide an indication on how to be contacted next and, for some period of time, the discoverer should respect that indication.
Discussion: For Intel, PR xz is not necessary, and rewording is needed for the two first ones, e.g. to replace "busy" by "active".

There is no support and several companies think that these changes are not needed.
Conclusion: Noted.
4.7
Consolidation of potential requirements
S1-130003 from Qualcomm Inc: FS_ProSe discussion of 'potential requirements consolidation: editorial updates only'
Discussion: This is a discussion paper to introduce S1-130004.
Conclusion: Noted.
S1-130004 from Qualcomm: FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation: editorial updates only (on 22.803, CR 0007, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

The CR consolidates all the potential requirements from various parts of the TR into a single section.
Discussion: This is a copy-paste of all the PR into one section. Several of them were updated at this meeting.

The CPR were reviewed one by one (all the ones being modified/being discussed in other contributions have to be removed from this list, and re-introduced as consolidated PR once stable):

CPR101: the example was proposed to be removed, but this was said to provide nice explanation, so it should be kept. It was remarked that the definition of ProSe discovery mentions E-UTRA as the only way to perform discovery, apparently "forgetting" the use of direct UE-to-UE link. However, "E-UTRA" is a radio technology, not necessarily between the UE and the eNodeB (it can be used between UEs).

No change in the end (agreed as proposed)

CPR102: agreed.

CPR105: agreed, "in a VPLMN" to be added in the end.

(CPR106 being modified)

CPR107: agreed.

(CPR108 being modified)
CPR109: agreed , "which range classes" to be changed into "the maximum class"

CPR111: agreed, "Services" to be deleted, "Discovery and Communication" to be changed into "Discovery, ProSe communications and ProSe assisted WLAN Communication", "E-UTRA" to be added before "radio"

CPR112: agreed, "3GPP System" to be changed to "3GPP Operator".

CPR113: agreed, "network" to be changed to "EPC" (2 instances)

CPR114 being modified

CPR116: covered elsewhere, to be removed

CPR117: agreed.

CPR118: agreed,

CPR119: removed, covered elsewhere

120, 121: being discussed

122: agreed

123: agreed

124 not modified at this meeting

125: being modified

126, 127, 128, 131: being discussed 

135: agreed

WLAN section:

136 to 143 included: agreed

144: being discussed

145 to 149 included: agreed

150: being modified by 118

Public Safety Specific Requirements:

151: being modified
21: agreed

152: agreed

155: being modified

25 to 32: agreed

156: agreed, new terminology to be used

34: agreed with modifications

157, 158: being modified

36: agreed with modifications

159,162: being modified

38: agreed with adding "ProSe enabled".

On Security, Authorization and Privacy:

164, 165: agreed

42: agreed

44: agreed with modifications ("and 115" to be added)

166, 167, 168: agreed

170, 171, 172: being discussed

45: agreed

174 to 179: agreed

181: this needs clarifications according to Telecom Italia, but being modified anyway.

On Charging Aspects:

184: agreed

185: being discussed

186: agreed
RIM commented that a lot of SA1 time was spent to "fine tune" the TR, when SA2 need the TS.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130196
S1-130196 from Qualcomm: FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation: editorial updates only (on 22.803, CR 0007r1, cat D, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Revision of S1-130004

Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130005 from Qualcomm Inc: FS_ProSe discussion of 'potential requirements consolidation with some clarification'
This is a discussion paper to present the CR in S1-130006.

Conclusion: Noted, see actual proposal in S1-130006.
S1-130006 from Qualcomm Inc: FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation with some clarification (on 22.803, CR 0008)

This pseudo CR consolidates the potential requirements that needed clarification from various parts of the TR into a single section..
Discussion: This is not a proper CR, so the template will have to be changed.

The new proposals were reviewed one by one, and the following ones were agreed:

110, 103, 104 (updated to merge the bullets), 180, 183, 129, 132, 133, 182, 163, 169 ("ProSe system" is not defined so a new wording was done: "when offering ProSe, the 3GPP system shall…"), 134 (taking into account the change from S1-130128), 153

Not yet agreed: 161 (need to see first the modification from S1-130007).
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130130
S1-130130 from Qualcomm Inc: FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation with some clarification (on 22.803, CR 0008r1)

Revision of S1-130006

Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130017 from Intel: FS_ProSe potential security requirements consolidation (on 22.803, CR 0004)
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130117 from Intel: Clarifying Text for ProSe Requirements (on 22.803, CR 0046r1)

Revision of part of S1-130094
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130199 from General Dynamics Broadband: Maximum number of hops for relaying
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
S1-130120 from Telecom Italia: Requirements clarification, and to ensure ProSe does not impact existing infrastructure services (on 22.803, CR 0030r1, cat B, v.12.0.0, Rel-12, WID: FS_ProSe)

Replaces S1-130064.

Discussion: The change on PR52 was reviewed first. It is now proposed to state " The Prose UE shall be able to expose to the upper layer applications a minimum set of capability features (e.g. announce, monitoring…..)".

This was already lengthy discussed in previous meetings and the compromise in the TR could be found. Now there is no real new arguments and the discussions are not converging. 

A majority of companies prefer the current text. 

On PR44, this will be handled separately.

Conclusion: postponed.
5
ProSe: Proximity-based Services [SP-120935]
There was no document for this agenda item.
6
Report conclusion to SA1
S1-130132 from Rapporteur: GCSE Status Report
The Status Update for GCSE_LTE is provided:

Progress made at this meeting:

- High Level requirements
Several updates on participating in group
Definition of Group Communication

- Identification of groups
Clarification of group setup

Interaction with ProSe
Defined capabilities for EPC E-UTRAN and UE
No service continuity in Rel-12

- UE using Relay

Introduced Informative Annex on Usage of GCSE for Public Safety


Work/Study Item Completion: 33%

Draft TS 22.468 Completion: 33%

Controversial issues:

Priority and Pre-emption

Performance Requirements

Call Setup Requirements

Relay Requirements

Current target completion date:

03/2013 SA#59

Asked to be changed to :

06/2013 SA#60
Discussion: The Rapporteur thinks that another ad-hoc meeting will be needed in addition of the SA1 meetings to reach the completion date.

An exception will be requested to keep it in Rel-12.

The dates have to be corrected (typos).
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130137
S1-130137 from Rapporteur: GCSE Status Report
Revision of S1-130132
Conclusion: Agreed. Submitted to SA1 as S1-131156.
S1-130131 from Rapporteur: ProSe Status Report
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130201

S1-130201 from Rapporteur: ProSe Status Report
Revision of S1-130131
Conclusion: Agreed.
S1-130200 from MCC: Draft LS to SA1 on results from the ad-hoc.
Conclusion: Revised to S1-130202.

S1-130202 from MCC: Draft LS to SA1 on results from the ad-hoc.
Conclusion: Agreed.

S1-130133 from Rapporteur: TS 22.468 Output version
Conclusion: Not handled due to lack of time
7
Any other business
About having an extra ad-hoc meeting, it was discussed to have it on the week of 8th of April in San Diego.

The ad-hoc recommends to have another ad-hoc meeting, for GCSE and LTE.

Telecom Italia is not in favour.

The Chair reminded that this has been discussed from November last year.

8
Close

The meeting ended up at 5 PM on Friday 25th of January.
The SA1 chairman thanked all the delegates attending the ad-hoc for their hard work and willingness to compromise. 

The chair and all the delegates thanked the European Friends of 3GPP for the excellent facilities provided.
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	GCSE-LTE: Priority and Pre-emption requirements proposal
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	S1-130176
	Rapporteur
	GCSE Interworking with ProSe Group Communications
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	S1-130177
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	S1-130178
	Telecom Italia
	Definition of "Range class"
	22.803
	0048r1
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	ProSE

	4
	S1-130179
	Vodafone, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	Clarify "network coverage" means "E-UTRAN coverage"
	22.803
	0005r1
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130180
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	FS_ProSe: Service Continuity between Infrastructure and E-UTRA ProSe Communication paths - use case is missing a description section
	22.803
	0018r1
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130181
	Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile
	Merge similar Potential requirement
	22.803
	0039r2
	D
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130182
	Motorola Solutions
	Updates to 3rd party applications requirements
	22.803
	0010r1
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	ProSE

	4
	S1-130183
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Clarification that ProSe capability features are Prose Discovery and ProSe Communication
	22.803
	0037r2
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130184
	Intel
	Editorial Updates to Requirements Throughout TR 22.803
	22.803
	0046r2
	D
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130185
	Intel
	Charging Requirement for Service Continuity for ProSe-assisted WiFi Direct
	22.803
	0047r1
	B
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130186
	US Department of Commerce
	Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements
	22.803
	0054r1
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	3.2
	S1-130187
	NSN
	GCSE-LTE: Priority and Pre-emption requirements proposal
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2
	S1-130188
	Rapporteur
	ProSe Topics
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	S1-130189
	Alcatel-Lucent, ETRI
	GCSE_LTE: High Level Group Requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	S1-130190
	Harris
	GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	S1-130191
	Motorola Solutions UK Ltd
	GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	S1-130192
	Motorola Solutions UK Ltd
	GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	S1-130193
	Alcattel-Lucent
	GCSE_LTE: Clarification on performance recommendations
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2
	S1-130194
	Rapporteur
	ProSe Topics
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	S1-130195
	US Department of Commerce
	Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements
	22.803
	0054r2
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130196
	Qualcomm
	FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation: editorial updates only
	22.803
	0007r1
	D
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	4
	S1-130197
	Motorola Solutions
	Range class setting by the discoveree
	22.803
	0012r2
	C
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	ProSE

	4
	S1-130198
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	On the use of the term ‘Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe’ in the use cases in sections 5.2.5 and 5.2.6
	22.803
	0052r1
	F
	12.0.0
	Rel-12
	FS_ProSe

	
	S1-130199
	General Dynamics Broadband
	Maximum number of hops for relaying
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	S1-130200
	MCC
	Draft LS to SA1 on results from the ad-hoc.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	S1-130201
	Rapporteur
	ProSe Status Report
	
	
	
	
	
	


Annex 1.1: TDocs not appearing in the minutes
	Ag.Item
	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title
	Spec
	CR#
	Conclusion

	1.1
	S1-130000
	WG Chairman
	Draft SA1 ad hoc agenda and schedule
	
	
	Replaced by S1-130001

	1.1
	S1-130001
	WG Chairman
	Draft SA1 ad hoc agenda and schedule with document allocation
	
	
	Replaced by S1-130002

	4
	S1-130007
	U.S. Department of Commerce
	Additional clarifying text for ProSe public safety potential requirements in TR22.803
	22.803
	0006
	Revised to S1-130148

	4
	S1-130011
	Institute for Information Industry (III), ITRI
	Directional ProSe Discovery Use Case
	22.803
	0001
	Revised to S1-130106 and S1-130107.

	4
	S1-130012
	Institute for Information Industry (III), ITRI
	Control paths for ProSe Communication
	22.803
	0002
	Revised to S1-130108

	4
	S1-130015
	Interdigital, Intel, Alcatel-Lucent, Qualcomm Inc.
	FS_ProSe additional clarifying text for security related requirements
	22.803
	0003
	Revised to S1-130110

	3
	S1-130027
	EADS
	GCSE-LTE: Public Safety Definitions for use cases
	
	
	Revised to S1-130105

	3
	S1-130028
	EADS
	GCSE-LTE / GCSE-ProSe Tactical Operation use case and requirements proposal
	
	
	Revised to S1-130119

	3
	S1-130032
	UK Home Office
	Prioritisation of PPDR best efforts data
	
	
	Withdrawn

	3
	S1-130035
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	GCSE_LTE: Proposed service requirements derived from an analysis of possible interactions between 3GPP and application layer entities
	
	
	Withdrawn

	3
	S1-130039
	Huawei, TD-Tech
	GSCE_LTE proposed text to clarify radio resource efficiency requirement
	
	
	Withdrawn

	3
	S1-130042
	ETRI
	GCSE_LTE: Additional High Level Requirement
	
	
	Withdrawn

	4
	S1-130064
	Telecom Italia
	FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation review
	22.803
	0030
	Revised to S1-130120

	4
	S1-130065
	China Mobile
	FS_ProSe-New WLAN Requirement-Accounting Data Collection
	22.803
	0031
	Revised to S1-130112

	4
	S1-130066
	China Mobile
	FS_ProSe-New WLAN Requirement-Continuous Control
	22.803
	0032
	Revised to S1-130113

	4
	S1-130067
	China Mobile
	FS_ProSe-New WLAN Requirement-Lawful Interception
	22.803
	0033
	Revised to S1-130114

	4
	S1-130068
	China Mobile
	FS_ProSe-New WLAN Requirement-No Adverse Imact on Other Services
	22.803
	0034
	Revised to S1-130115

	4
	S1-130069
	China Mobile
	FS_ProSe-New WLAN Requirement-No Adverse Imact on UEs
	22.803
	0035
	Revised to S1-130116

	
	S1-130177
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	4
	S1-130083
	Huawei
	[PR.52] Clarification that ProSe capability features are Prose Discovery and ProSe Communication
	22.803
	0037
	Revised to S1-130124

	4
	S1-130085
	Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile
	Merge similar Potential requirement of PR.78 into PR.27
	22.803
	0039
	Revised to S1-130125

	4
	S1-130087
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	[PR.31] Public Safety end-user visibility of path switch
	22.803
	0040
	Revised to S1-130126

	4
	S1-130088
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	[PR.53] and [PR.120] Clarify what configured stands for
	22.803
	0041
	Revised to S1-130128

	4
	S1-130089
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	[PR.61] [PR.64] with merge of Group and Broadcast Communication definitions
	22.803
	0042
	Revised to S1-130129

	4
	S1-130090
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	[PR.65] [PR.71] Clarification on the relay functionality of public safety UE
	22.803
	0043
	Revised to S1-130127

	4
	S1-130091
	Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile
	Rewording of direct link into ProSe Communication in [PR.111] and [PR.112]
	22.803
	0044
	Revised to S1-130123

	4
	S1-130092
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	[PR.111] [PR.112] allow Application layer encryption
	22.803
	0045
	Revised to S1-130122

	4
	S1-130094
	Intel
	Clarifying Text for ProSe Requirements
	22.803
	0046
	Revised to S1-130117, 0118 and 0121.

	
	S1-130138
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	
	S1-130139
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	
	S1-130140
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	
	S1-130141
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	
	S1-130142
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	
	S1-130143
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated

	
	S1-130144
	
	Not allocated
	
	
	Not allocated


Annex 2: Agreed material, asked to be endorsed by SA1#61

The following CRs were agreed by the ad-hoc (all apply to TR 22.803 v.12.0.0, Release 12, Work Item "FS_ProSE"):

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title
	Spec
	CR#
	cat

	S1-130049
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	FS_ProSe: Operator A uses ProSe to Enhance Location and Presence Services - use case description in 5.1.7.1 is incorrectly phrased
	22.803
	0019
	F

	S1-130112
	China Mobile, ITRI
	New WLAN Requirement: Accounting Data Collection
	22.803
	0031r1
	C

	S1-130128
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Clarify what “configured” stands for
	22.803
	0041r1
	D

	S1-130155
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	Public Safety end-user visibility of path switch
	22.803
	0040r2
	F

	S1-130157
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	On missing statements pertaining to Network coverage (or otherwise) of UEs in the Public Safety use cases
	22.803
	0053
	F

	S1-130160
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	UE with Multiple One-to-One Direct User Traffic Sessions in Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe - use case potential requirement clarification
	22.803
	0051
	F

	S1-130161
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	The ProSe Communication path is a E-UTRAN path
	22.803
	0050r2
	F

	S1-130162
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	ProSe Group - use case has orphaned text in the potential requirements section
	22.803
	0049
	D

	S1-130163
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	Remaining details of the Co-existence of ProSe Communication and E-UTRAN communication Public Safety use case
	22.803
	0055
	F

	S1-130166
	Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile
	Rewording of “direct link” into proSe Communication
	22.803
	0044r2
	F

	S1-130171
	ETRI, ITRI
	Correction to Control paths for ProSe Communication
	22.803
	0036r1
	F

	S1-130172
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	FS_ProSe: Clarification in discussion of control paths for ProSe Communications in section 4.2
	22.803
	0016r1
	F

	S1-130178
	Telecom Italia
	Definition of "Range class"
	22.803
	0048r1
	F

	S1-130179
	Vodafone, Renesas Mobile Europe Ltd
	Clarify "network coverage" means "E-UTRAN coverage"
	22.803
	0005r1
	F

	S1-130180
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	Service Continuity between Infrastructure and E-UTRA ProSe Communication paths - use case is missing a description section
	22.803
	0018r1
	F

	S1-130181
	Huawei, Hisilicon, China Mobile
	Merge similar Potential requirement
	22.803
	0039r2
	D

	S1-130184
	Intel
	Editorial Updates to Requirements
	22.803
	0046r2
	D

	S1-130195
	US Department of Commerce
	Additional clarifying text for public safety potential requirements
	22.803
	0054r2
	F

	S1-130196
	Qualcomm
	Potential requirements consolidation: editorial updates only
	22.803
	0007r1
	D

	S1-130197
	Motorola Solutions
	Range class setting by the discoveree
	22.803
	0012r2
	C

	S1-130198
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	On the use of the term ‘Public Safety Spectrum Dedicated to ProSe’ in the use cases in sections 5.2.5 and 5.2.6
	22.803
	0052r1
	F


GCSE Agreed documents:

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title

	S1-130030
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GCSE-LTE: See what i see" use case proposal for Annex <B> of 22.468"

	S1-130072
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GCSE_LTE: Clarification on group service area

	S1-130135
	Harris
	GCSE_LTE – Agreed new requirement for 5.2.2

	S1-130158
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GCSE_LTE: General Clean up

	S1-130176
	Rapporteur
	GCSE Interworking with ProSe Group Communications

	S1-130189
	Alcatel-Lucent, ETRI
	GCSE_LTE: High Level Group Requirements

	S1-130190
	Harris
	GCSE_LTE - Potential Requirements for Consideration 

	S1-130191
	Motorola Solutions UK Ltd
	GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal


Annex 3: CRs not handled at the ad-hoc, asked to be handled by SA1

The following CRs were not handled by the ad-hoc due to lack of time (all apply to TR 22.803 v.12.0.0, Release 12, Work Item "FS_ProSE"):

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title
	Spec
	CR#
	cat
	Comment

	S1-130017
	Intel
	FS_ProSe potential security requirements consolidation
	22.803
	0004
	
	

	S1-130019
	Motorola Solutions
	“Stabilty of link” requirement for ProSE
	22.803
	0009
	F
	

	S1-130117
	Intel
	FS_ProSe Discussion on Revised Section Headings and Re-categorization of Requirements
	
	
	
	Revision of part of S1-130094

	S1-130130
	Qualcomm Inc
	FS_ProSe potential requirements consolidation with some clarification
	22.803
	0008r1
	
	Revision of S1-130006

	S1-130134
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	Definitions for ProSe relay types
	22.803
	0061
	F
	Revision of S1-130097 in the form of a CR.

	S1-130165
	Interdigital, Qualcomm, Alcatel-Lucent, Intel
	FS_ProSe additional clarifying text for security related requirements
	22.803
	0003r2
	F
	Revision of S1-130111

	S1-130167
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	General corrections to sections 1, 2, and 4
	22.803
	0057
	
	Revision of part of S1-130058

	S1-130168
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	General corrections to section 5.1
	22.803
	0058
	
	Revision of part of S1-130058

	S1-130169
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	General corrections to section 5.2
	22.803
	0059
	
	Revision of part of S1-130058

	S1-130170
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	General corrections to section 6
	22.803
	0060
	
	Revision of part of S1-130058

	S1-130182
	Motorola Solutions
	Remove requirement that the id of the 3rd party applications developer needs to be stored
	22.803
	0010r1
	F
	Revision of S1-130020

	S1-130185
	Intel
	Charging Requirement for Service Continuity for ProSe-assisted WiFi Direct
	22.803
	0047r1
	B
	Revision of S1-130121

	S1-130120
	Telecom Italia

	Requirements clarification, and to ensure ProSe does not impact existing infrastructure services
	22.803
	0030
	D
	Revision of S1-130064

	S1-131159/ S1-130183
	Huawei, Hisilicon
	22.803 v12.0.0: Clarification that ProSe capability features are Prose Discovery and ProSe Communication
	22.803
	0037R2
	F
	Revision of S1-130124


GCSE documents not handled due to lack of time:

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title

	S1-130013
	Motorola Solutions UK Ltd
	GCSE-LTE: Network Preference use case and requirements proposal

	S1-130016
	China Unicom
	Enhancement to operational requirements in GCSE_LTE

	S1-130024
	Motorola Solutions
	Resource Management for GCSE

	S1-130031
	UK Home Office
	GCSE_LTE Fallback to 2G or 3G

	S1-130033
	UK Home Office
	GCSE_LTE Support for TETRA Codec

	S1-130071
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GCSE_LTE: Clarification on radio resource efficiency

	S1-130076
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	GCSE_LTE: Proposed new 'Service Continuity' requirements

	S1-130077
	General Dynamics Broadband UK
	GCSE_LTE: Proposed new 'User Perception of Group Communication' requirements

	S1-130082
	Motorola Solutions
	Security requirements for GCSE

	S1-130086
	Motorola Solutions
	Dynamic control of the setup and hang timers for Group Call

	S1-130093
	US Department of Commerce
	Annex C additonal rows for 3GPP

	S1-130099
	EADS
	GCSE-LTE / GCSE-ProSe Dual Watch use case and requirements proposal

	S1-130105
	EADS
	GCSE-LTE: Public Safety Definitions for use cases

	S1-130119
	EADS
	GCSE-LTE / GCSE-ProSe Tactical Operation use case and requirements proposal

	S1-130147
	Huawei, TD-Tech
	GSCE_LTE Further discussion on functionality split between 3GPP and Application Layer

	S1-130174
	Alcatel-Lucent
	New requirement to establish a group communication within a specific area

	S1-130192/S1-131129
	Motorola Solutions UK Ltd
	GCSE-LTE: Speech Group Call use case and requirements proposal

	S1-130136/S1-131128
	Harris Corporation
	GCSE_LTE Relay – Possible new requirement for 5.2.2

	S1-130193/ S1-131155
	Alcatel-Lucent
	GCSE_LTE: Clarification on performance recommendations

	S1-130133
	Rapporteur (NSN)
	TS 22.468 output of ad hoc


Other documents not handled due to lack of time:

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title

	S1-130080
	Vodafone
	Network Resilience for Public Safety Communications


Other documents for consideration:

	Tdoc #
	Source
	Title

	S1-131157
	Rapporteur (Qualcomm)
	ProSe Work Focus

	S1-131158
	Rapporteur (Nokia Siemens Networks)
	List of GCSE Features

	S1-130201
	Rapporteur (Qualcomm)
	ProSe/FS_ProSe Status update

	S1-130137
	Rapporteur (NSN)
	GCSE_LTE Status update


Annex 4 - Participants list
To be provided
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