Notes of SA2#160AHE_CC#1
Version 1


Opened: 22 January 2024, 14.00 UTC

~ 260 people attended the conference call

Attendees: The following companies were recorded as present (list not exhaustive or verified)
Apple
AT&T
b-com
BT
CableLabs
CATT
Charter
China Mobile
China Telecom
China Unicom
CMCC
Comcast
Deutsche Telekom
DISH
Ericsson
FirstNet
Fujitsu
Futurewei
Google
Huawei
Hughes/EchoStar
IIT Bombay
Inmarsat
Intel
InterDigital
IPLOOK
KDDI
Kyocera
Lenovo
LG Uplus
LGE
MediaTek
NEC
Nokia
NTT
NTT DOCOMO
OPPO
Oracle
Philips
Qualcomm
Rakuten Mobile
Rogers
Samsung
Siemens
Sony
Telefonica
T-Mobile USA
Verizon
vivo
Vodafone
Xiaomi
Xylem
ZTE

Andy Bennett (SA WG2 Chair) chaired the conference call. Notes were taken by Maurice Pope (MCC).
The IPR call and Antitrust policy Reminders are also provided the Chair Notes for this e-meeting.
NOTE:	Meeting notes are not exhaustive and may not contain all the comments made during the conference call.
0	Opening of the Conference Call
The SA WG2 Chair welcomed delegates to the conference call and indicated that this CC will review the Work Plan, particularly for TIE19_ items and guidance and consider issues raised for potential Show of Hands on a way forward.
[bookmark: _Toc152147058]
IPR call reminder:
"I draw your attention to your obligations under the 3GPP Partner Organizations' IPR policies. Every Individual Member organization is obliged to declare to the Partner Organization or Organizations of which it is a member any IPR owned by the Individual Member or any other organization which is or is likely to become essential to the work of 3GPP.
Delegates are asked to take note that they are thereby invited:
-	to investigate whether their organization or any other organization owns IPRs which are, or are likely to become Essential in respect of the work of 3GPP.
-	to notify their respective Organizational Partners of all potential IPRs, e.g., for ETSI, by means of the IPR Information Statement and the Licensing declaration forms"
[bookmark: _Toc152147059]Antitrust policy Reminder:
"I also draw your attention to the fact that 3GPP activities are subject to all applicable antitrust and competition laws and that compliance with said laws is therefore required of any participant of this TSG/WG meeting including the Chairman and Vice Chairman. In case of question I recommend that you contact your legal counsel.
The leadership shall conduct the present meeting with impartiality and in the interests of 3GPP.
Furthermore, I would like to remind you that timely submission of work items in advance of TSG/WG meetings is important to allow for full and fair consideration of such matters."

1	Check-in reminder
The SA WG2 Chair reminded delegates to check in to the meeting using the link from their registration confirmation e-mails.

2	Work plan (with a focus on TEI19 guidance)
S2-2400761 (WORK PLAN) SA WG2 Work Planning (Source: SA WG2 Chair)
Document for: Endorsement
Abstract: 
SA WG2 Work Planning sheet.
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_160AHE_Electronic_2024-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_22_Jan_1400_UTC/S2-2400761%20SA%20WG2%20Work%20Planning.pptx
CC#1 Discussion:
Ericsson asked how any studies do not reach conclusion for May 2024 will be treated. The SA WG2 Chair replied that this can be considered on a case by case basis in SA WG2 to determine whether any aspects or all the work can be completed in a reasonable time. Ericsson commented that as Study Items do not use Exception sheets, if they exhaust their TU budget then it should be discussed whether and how additional time will be allocated. The SA WG2 Chair agreed that good justification and a good belief that work can be completed would be needed due to the limited time budget available for the Rel-19 work. 
MediaTek commented that some studies have completion dates later than the checkpoint agreed with TSG RAN. The SA WG2 Chair commented that if there is agreement to do work at the RAN Checkpoints then the study work can be started and some exceptions can be expected for some of the normative work for these items.
Nokia asked whether any information on the April meeting venue or invite was available. There was no invitation available and hosts were asked to provide this as soon as possible to allow Visa applications to be made.
Xiaomi asked what TU budget will be available for the items awaiting the RAN checkpoints. The SA WG2 Chair replied that this is not included in the current budget and will need to use buffer and other budgets if they are needed.
The SA WG2 Chair commented that new _TEI19 proposals should be avoided but will likely be noted or postponed in February to Q2.
It was clarified that there will need to be significant support for _TEI19 Work Items as there are a large number of proposals and a limited TU budget to handle them.
Nokia suggested that the scheduling for Q3 and Q4 should be made later when progress can be reviewed.
Huawei asked whether items that are not endorsed or postponed in February can be proposed also in April and May meetings. The SA WG2 Chair replied that submissions are admitted as usual, but prioritisation of handling them would need to be considered given the limited time at these face to face meetings. Extensive use of off-line discussions is encouraged.
The UTC times for the SA2#161 meeting should be corrected. It is likely that only a subset of the Rel-18 maintenance work items will be scheduled for the meeting, with allowance for contributions related to incoming LSs. 
Status: Not concluded.

S2-2400767 (WORK PLAN) SA WG2 Work Plan - TU planning (Source: SA WG2 Chair)
Document for: Endorsement
Abstract: 
SA WG2 Work Plan - TU planning.
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_160AHE_Electronic_2024-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_22_Jan_1400_UTC/S2-2400767%20SA%20WG2%20Work%20planning%20-%20TU%20planning.xlsx
CC#1 Discussion:
Ericsson commented that there appears to be a higher use of TUs than was planned for Rel-18 maintenance and asked whether this would be tracked for management and learning purposes. The SA WG2 Chair replied that continuing tracking per-WI will be considered. The SA WG2 Chair also replied that higher than planned TU's will be difficult as Rel-19 ramps up and _TEI19 items are discussed and approved.
Status: Not concluded.

3	Issues for SoH
3.1	eUEPO: UE reporting URSP rule enforcement
S2-240xxxx_potential_SoH_for_eUEPO_at_SA2#160_AHe v3.pptx
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_160AHE_Electronic_2024-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_22_Jan_1400_UTC/S2-240xxxx_potential_SoH_for_eUEPO_at_SA2%23160_AHe%20v3.pptx
KI#2: UE reporting URSP rule enforcement
In the incoming LS S2-2400011 (C1-237981), it says:
On "If the UE enforces several URSP rules for multiple applications, and these multiple applications' traffic are all associated to this PDU session, in order to reduce the number of uplink NAS messages, the UE may include more than one URSP rule enforcement report in one PDU Session Modification Request to 5GC (see clause 4.3.3.2 of TS 23.502 [3])." specified in TS 23.503, CT1 would like to ask SA2 the following question:
For the case where more than one URSP rule enforcement reports is included in one PDU Session Modification Request, does the UE provide
several lists of connection capabilities, each of which is for an enforced URSP rule, or
one list of connection capabilities for all enforced URSP rules?
At SA2#160, we discussed the above LS and couldn't reach consensus. During the discussion, one more option was mentioned that this can be determined by stage 3.
CC#1 Discussion:
Google asked whether Option C should be considered at this point, but could be left in case there is no clear preference for Options A or B. Intel commented that if there is no consensus on A or B then C would be the default way forward, but should be asked to determine the support for leaving this to Stage 3.
Option A: In one PDU Session Modification Request, the UE provides several lists of connection capabilities, each of which is for an enforced URSP rule. (LS OUT: S2-2400337 and S2-2401100, CRs: S2-2400335, S2-2400336, S2-2401101)
Option B: In one PDU Session Modification Request, the UE provides one list of connection capabilities for all enforced URSP rules. (LS OUT: S2-2401305 and S2-2400474, CR: S2-2401310)
Option C: Leave the decision to stage 3. (LS OUT: S2-2401168 and S2-2400832)

SoH questions:
Option A: In one PDU Session Modification Request, the UE provides several lists of connection capabilities, each of which is for an enforced URSP rule. (LS OUT: S2-2400337 and S2-2401100, CRs: S2-2400335, S2-2400336, S2-2401101)
Yes:	16
Ericsson; ZTE; Oracle; vivo; Huawei ; Orange; Deutsche Telekom; BT; China Mobile; Xylem; Vodafone; Nokia; AT&T; Telefonica; OPPO; China Telecom
No:	5
Apple; Google; Qualcomm; Samsung; MediaTek

Option B: In one PDU Session Modification Request, the UE provides one list of connection capabilities for all enforced URSP rules. (LS OUT: S2-2401305 and S2-2400474, CR: S2-2401310)
Yes:	7
Google; MediaTek; Samsung; Apple; Qualcomm; OPPO; Intel
No:	8
China Mobile; Ericsson; Oracle; ZTE; Deutsche Telekom; Nokia; Vodafone; Telefonica
There was a clear majority for A).
Objections to A)	2
Google; Apple 
Way Forward: Take Option A (S2-2400337, S2-2400335, S2-2400336) as a basis for work and try to resolve objections to be reviewed at a later CC.


3.2	5G_ProSe_Ph2: UE-to-UE relay discovery and communication with security aspects
S2-24xxxxx_5G_ProSe_Ph2-SoH questions_v3.pptx
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_160AHE_Electronic_2024-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_22_Jan_1400_UTC/S2-24xxxxx_5G_ProSe_Ph2-SoH%20questions_v3.pptx
UE-to-UE relay discovery and communication with security aspects
Based on the discussion so far, it is understood the following options could be candidate way-forward and SoH would be helpful to make a decision.

SoH question for Issue#1:
Take the Opt#1a (S2-2400946) as way-forward, i.e. UE-to-UE Relay selects a different Source Layer-2 ID values for each UE-to-UE Relay Discovery Solicitation message.
SoH question for Issue#2:
Take the Opt#2 (S2-2401270 ) as way-forward, i.e. The target End UE's Destination Layer-2 ID may be broadcast or unicast Layer-2 ID. Unicast Layer-2 ID is used only if the Layer-2 ID of the target End UE associated with the User Info ID is known to the UE-to-UE Relay.
CC#1 Discussion:
Samsung suggested that issue 1 can be further discussed before needing to hold a SoH.
CATT reported that this had been postponed at the previous meeting and discussed off-line over e-mail.
The SA WG2 Chair suggested the issue is further discussed off-line and the questions developed and clarified and this is returned to at CC#2.

3.3	Ranging discussion way forward
Ranging_SL SA2#161AHe CC#1.pptx
https://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG2_Arch/TSGS2_160AHE_Electronic_2024-01/INBOX/CCs/CC%231_22_Jan_1400_UTC/Ranging_SL%20SA2%23161AHe%20CC%231.pptx
Proposed way forward:
Since CT work has strong dependency to the SA3 work, and it is impossible that SA3 and CT develop the solution in parallel, it is proposed to drop the option of "network-based operation" for Ranging/SL Positioning service exposure to SL Positioning Client UE through PC5
If wants to use 'network-based operation', UE can trigger 'Ranging/SL Positioning service exposure to SL Positioning Client UE through 5GC C-plane' procedure, instead.
CC#1 Discussion:
There were a number of comments for and against having network-based operation. The SA WG2 Chair suggested to leave this for further off-line discussion and can be reconsidered in CC#2.

4	New TD allocation
No new TD numbers were requested.

5	Weekend quiet period
The SA WG2 Chair reminded delegates that a quiet period will be set for the weekend between 00:00 UTC Saturday to 23.59 UTC Sunday. This was endorsed.

6	AoB
The SA WG2 Chair reminded delegates to use correct e-mail subjects, correctly tagged concise comments which are unique for each thread, as duplicate comments are not inserted by design of the extraction tool. MCC reminded delegates to mention any provided revision, but not to include the full URL within the comments tags, but outside them. 
Intel reminded delegates to use the formal drafting rules also for pCRs in order to facilitate implementation into the Draft TRs.
Dario Serafino Tonesi, (SA WG2 Vice Chair, Huawei) commented that there had been some issues with processing some e-mails. It was discovered that there some e-mails had digital signatures attached which caused changes in presentation of e-mails in some e-mail systems. Delegates were asked to avoid attaching digital signatures to their e-mails over the SA WG2 EMEET list.

7	Closing of the CC
The SA WG2 Chair thanked delegates for participating in this call and closed the CC.
Next CC: 24 January 2024, 14.00 UTC.

Closed: 22 January 2024, 15.44 UTC

