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	1
Documents

	1.1
update of WID, scope

	Doc type
	Tdoc no.
	Source
	Title
	Conclusion
	Action items from Plenary

Summary of discussion in Drafting session

<main discussion points>

	WID
	S1-134034
	NTT DOCOMO
	Proposed update of WID for Study on Application specific Congestion control for Data Communication (FS_ACDC)
	Open
	Update of WID.
Administrative changes only: time scale, rapporteur’s name, and a few typos.SA#63, March 2014, is set as TR approval timing.
In the session, there were comments as follows:

- Timing of sending TR to SA should be different for Information and for Approval.
- Co-signers’ names: to add TeliaSonera, Intel, MediaTek, and LGE. to change to NSN, Blackberry.
On the SA1 reflector, there was a proposal to remove the last two sentences of the first paragraph of section3, Justification.

	Cont
	S1-134023
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Scope of ASAC Feasibility Study
	Revised to S1-134107
	Scope.

Proposal for sorting out FS_ACDC discussion. It is proposed to place after the Use Cases clause a new clause for Key Issues and High Level Requirements. Four Key Issues have been analyzed: applicability, control and triggering, effects on existing communication, control range and proportionality.

The session discussed how to incorporate this proposal and agreed to extract a few sentences that would fit to the Scope clause. The session agreed that use cases are needed for (potential) requirements.

	Cont
	S1-134107
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Scope of ASAC Feasibility Study
	Revised to S1-134113
	The session agreed to put the texts after the Scope as “Key issues for consideration.” The texts were further simplified and agreed. The session also agreed to incorporate texts on interworking of ACDC with other access barring mechanisms.

	Cont
	S1-134113
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Scope of ASAC Feasibility Study
	Not handled
	

	1.2
Use cases

	Cont
	S1-134011
	China Telecom
	Controlling ongoing service when ACDC activated
	Noted
	Use case on ongoing service

It is proposed that ongoing service is to be restricted if not-allowed.

The session found there is a case like a voice call that should not be restricted if in progress.

	Cont
	S1-134010
	China Telecom
	ACDC activation for Roaming UE Use Case
	Revised to S1-134068
	Use case on roaming.

Merged to S1-134068 before the session.

	Cont
	S1-134028
	Intel Corporation; Sony Mobile Communication; NTT Docomo
	Regional and Local Differences in Allowed Applications for ACDC – Roaming Scenario
	Revised to S1-134068
	Use case on roaming.

Merged to S1-134068 before the session.

	Cont
	S1-134068
	China Telecom, Intel Corporation; Sony Mobile Communication; NTT Docomo
	Regional and Local Differences in Allowed Applications for ACDC – Roaming Scenario
	Revised to S1-134108
	Use case on roaming.

It is proposed that VPLMN’s policy is to be used and that, in case no ACDC-related provision exists in the roaming agreement, the roaming-in UE behaves like a UE w/o ACDC.
The session found that ACDC should work in the roaming scenario as well, but that the proposed scheme is too complex for an operator to maintain and too restrictive for future work; it is not desirable to use a word “list” and the potential requirements should be kept in high level.

	Cont
	S1-134108
	China Telecom, Intel Corporation; Sony Mobile Communication; NTT Docomo
	Regional and Local Differences in Allowed Applications for ACDC – Roaming Scenario
	Not handled
	

	Cont
	S1-134035
	NTT DOCOMO
	ACDC use case: simplified use cases (pseudo PS barring and preferred handling of DMB)
	Revised to S1-134109
	Basic use case.

Simplified in terms of flexibility of application, focusing on distinction between MMTEL and the others only or on a few disaster related applications. It is proposed that UEs are not to be affected by mechanisms intended to apply to old UEs.
The session understood that agreeing this P-CR does not prevent further enrichment of ACDC features. The session found (1) NOTE6 is not appropriate and should be removed, and (2) “Old UE” in NOTE5 should be rewritten as “UEs without ACDC capability”. The session agreed the revision with those changes (1) and (2), without another look at it.

	Cont
	S1-134109
	NTT DOCOMO
	ACDC use case: simplified use cases (pseudo PS barring and preferred handling of DMB)
	Agreed
	

	Cont
	S1-134027
	Intel Corporation; NTT Docomo; Sony Mobile Communications
	Priority levels in ACDC
	Revised to S1-134110
	Another additional use case.

Regarding different priority levels of ACDC applications.
The session found emergency call should not be subject to ACDC. The session also found there should be another scheme to meet the use case by e.g. having several white lists; the potential requirements should be kept in high level.

	Cont
	S1-134027
	Intel Corporation; NTT Docomo; Sony Mobile Communications
	Priority levels in ACDC
	Not Handled
	

	Cont
	S1-134029
	Intel Corporation; Sony Mobile Communication
	Regional and Local Differences in Allowed Applications in ACDC – Non Roaming Scenario
	Revised to S1-134111
	Another additional use case.

Regarding regional regulation differences in the same network.

The session found the last potential requirement is not appropriate and should be removed. The session agreed the revision with that change, without another look at it.

	Cont
	S1-134111
	Intel Corporation; Sony Mobile Communication
	Regional and Local Differences in Allowed Applications in ACDC – Non Roaming Scenario
	Agreed
	

	Cont
	S1-134036
	NTT DOCOMO
	ACDC use case: relationship to Access Class 11-15
	Revised to S1-134112
	Another additional use case.

AC11-15 is treated in a preferred manner. The same as ACB/SSAC.
The session found having barring status (barred/unbarred) is too complicated; it is better to write ACDC does not apply to AC11-15. The session also found it’s not relevant to mention AC0-9 and “Service Flows” needs to be revised.

	Cont
	S1-134112
	NTT DOCOMO
	ACDC use case: relationship to Access Class 11-15
	Not Handled
	

	2
Tdoc numbers for allocation during drafting session (admin purposes only)

	AGE
	S1-134105
	Rapporteur
	FS_ACDC Drafting Agenda
	
	

	REP
	S1-134106
	Rapporteur
	FS_ACDC Drafting Report
	
	

	
	S1-134107
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-134108
	Intel Corporation
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-134109
	NTT DOCOMO
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-134110
	Intel Corporation
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-134111
	Intel Corporation
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-134112
	NTT DOCOMO
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	
	S1-134113
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Tdoc number for allocation in drafting session
	Drafting
	

	3 Tdoc numbers NOT allocated during drafting session (admin purposes only)

	
	S1-134114
	
	
	
	

	4
Summary of drafting session

	· Texts for scoping purposes were in principle agreed: ACDC is about control of initiation of data communication at times of heavy traffic load in the network, and about from open access to blocking of access with various degrees. (Final check in plenary is needed.)
· Two use case P-CRs were agreed: “ACDC use case: simplified use cases (pseudo PS barring and preferred handling of DMB)” and “Regional and Local Differences in Allowed Applications in ACDC – Non Roaming Scenario.”
· Three use case P-CRs were revised for discussion in plenary: roaming, priority levels, and AC11-15.
· Update of WID is open for discussion in plenary.
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