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1
Decision/action requested

SA3 is kindly asked to have a discussion on it and agree with the proposals.
2
References

No
3
Rationale

At SA3#90, an incoming LS (S3-180345) with NESAS pilot findings and recommendations on SCAS specification was received from GSMA SECAG and addressed during the meeting. As the discussion outcome based on the contributions provided by Nokia, all of the improvements to TR 33.916 and TS 33.117 suggested by GSMA SECAG were implemented in S3-180419 and S3-180420, except the last finding on ‘complex’ products which have several ‘boards’, for which it was recommended by GSMA that SCAS should be clear on whether the requirement applies to some or all of the boards. 

Based on SECAG’s suggestion to this last finding, an Editor’s Note to TS 33.117 saying that “It is FFS on how details should be added to the SCAS to indicate whether requirements and associated test cases are applicable to all units or boards within a Network Product” was proposed in Nokia’s contributions. However, SA3 did not agree on adding an editor’s note to the specification at this late stage, and it was instead left as action item for Nokia to address the issue. Therefore, on this last issue, the response in the reply LS to GSMA SECAG (S3-180418) is that “SA3 will continue to work on whether requirements and associated test cases are applicable to all units or boards within a Network Product”.
An editor’s note in S3-180088:
Editor’s Note: It is FFS on how details should be added to the SCAS to indicate whether requirements and associated test cases are applicable to all units or boards within a Network Product.
was proposed based on the fact that, it’s not a trivial effort to address the issue by an individual company but would require a review of all requirements and test cases in TS.33.117 by all interested companies to see whether each and every of the requirements (and its test case) is applicable to all ‘units’/‘boards’ of the Network Product or not. 
Thus, Nokia concludes that, to clarify this question, more advice by GSMA and, possibly, joint effort by all companies coordinated between 3GPP and GSMA is needed to arrive at a consensus.
As there has been no SECAG meeting since early February, the reply LS has not been circulated in GSMA SECAG, so SECAG hasn’t worked on this topic yet. 
4
Proposal

Proposal 1: Based on the above background and reasoning, Nokia proposes to close the single-company action item. SA3 should decide whether an action item to all-SA3 is assigned or whether Proposal 2 is sufficient for the time being to progress the issue.
Proposal 2: Nokia proposes in S3-182346 an updated reply-LS to S3-180418 as GSMA SECAG has not met since February (and the original reply-LS may make GSMA SECAG be passively waiting on its implemenation). The updated LS is supposed to better make GSMA SECAG aware of the fact that SA3 did not agree to hold this outstanding issue by adding an editor’s note as proposed by Nokia. It further suggests that GSMA SECAG has a discussion on it and responds with a new proposal to SA3 on how to implement it. If needed, joint effort between 3GPP SA3 and GSMA SECAG could be planned to find a feasible solution.
