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1) Welcome

Tim Evans welcomed everyone to the call and re-iterated that this was a minuted meeting with no decision powers.

2) Review Actions from SA and other incoming LS’s

S3-200636 Minutes of confcall #1 - 2 April 2020


BT- Clarified that it supported the Futurewei document S3-200XXX as the minutes may make it look otherwise.


Chair (Noamen):  commented that his comments in this meeting were as the chair and not as E///

S3-200XXX UPIP Discussion (futurewei)


- no further comments in this meeting

Discussion on the UP IP for 5G RAN connected 5GC in TR 33.853 (ChinaMobile)


- VF - as discussed yesterday - the load for integrity protection is low <5% so don’t see that this argument holds.


- T-Mob  - has there been any studies on the impact of User plane integrity protection overhead?


- BT - Philips argued that there are efficiencies using their documented solution but nothing else.


- VF - there was an argument for CS voice where loosing packets due to integrity protection was inefficient but this no longer holds for packet switched technology.  In other protocols such as 802.11 cope fine with integrity protection.


- DoCoMo - the data rates that we are talking about at present there will not be a noticeable effect.  Note that the operator may switch it off for particular services.

3) Review of TR33.853

TR33.853 v7.0.0



- not discussed in this meeting
Option 1X UPIP (VF doc)



- not discussed in this meeting
Reduced overhead for UP IP in 5G RAN (Philips) 

- Document presented briefly by Philips


- VF - We believe that companies that origionally said that there is a performance issue now have backed away from this - I would prefer to wait on mechanisms that counteract this.

- Philips - we see that support for an optimised mechanism would be beneficial

- T mob - I support having more tools in the toolbox for UPIP

- VF - do you think that adding another UPIP mechanism may complicate UEs and make them more expensive.

- Philips - We assume that it is always full data rate.

- TIM - Do not see it as a good idea to have too many UPIP mechanisms in the market.

- DoCoMo - this would be a long discussion so most likely R17 - probably LTE beneficial.

- Apple - we should look at this in R17.

- Philips - then do we need to make a statement 

Apple doc 


- Not discussed in this meeting

Discussion on next actions

draft_S3-200634 - v5 - LS to RAN2 and CT1 on Updated User Plane Integrity Protection advice (VF)


- HW - concerned about the "UPIP shall be supported by the UE and the (ng-)eNB for all LTE bearers configured in EN-DC (Option 3 family), LTE/EPC (Option 1) and LTE/5GC (Option 5) regardless of the data rate from Release 17."


- VF - The RAN can already do this (use NR-PDCP) since R15.  It should not effect the LS though as this gives direction to the other groups for them to carry out their evaluation.


- TIM - Changing the security requirement would trigger their study so it should be OK in the LS.


- T-Mob - I would like to get re-assurance on the loading that UPIP will have on LTE solutions.


- VF - it is the HPLMN that decides on the use of UPIP where it is available.


- BT - I am concerned about how the user is informed if UPIP is not enabled.


- VF - it is our understanding that if the HPLMN says UPIP must be enabled and it cannot be then the service will not be setup.

Discussion shortened due to time constraints
draft_S3-200633 CR to 33.501 Release 16 - Update of UPIP requirements (VF)


- VF presented the document


- Chair: prefer not to have the beginning of the note

- DoCoMo - maybe this could go in the reason for change

- Apple - how does this result in CT1 / RAN2 changes.

- Chair - the current CT1, RAN2 specs support indication for individual rates.

******   emeeting 98 bis document deadline is 15:00 UTC so please get as many docs as you can in for this deadline  ******
Chair: there is no separate deadline for commenting contributions
A.O.B

- none discussed

Close

- meeting closed at 12:09 UK time



