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	S5-193040
	Pivotal Commware, ZTE, P.I. Works, Intel, China Mobile, Verizon, BT, AT&T
	Cisco: there are multiple procedures for beam. Is it switching between beams configured in the NRM or the same beam?The dynamic part is not clear to me.

Ericsson had a contribution discussing this issue in tdoc 210.

Huawei had issues for the new clause 4.3.x. 

This was taken offline.

	S5-193210
	Ericsson
	P.I. Works: no reference to the RAN study specification. Taken offline.

	S5-193056
	ORANGE
	It was commented that the process of moving content between clauses would be messy and impact references from other 3GPP specs to these clauses.
Nokia proposed to VOID these clauses and fix the possible references from other specs into this document.They also warned about having different pointers given that it could happen that someone is pointing to two different clauses for the same content.
Intel was in favour of voiding instead of duplicating clauses.

MCC commented that there was a tool to check 3GPP internal references to make sure that the references could be updated. External references would have to be checked.

Revised to 352.

	S5-193057
	ORANGE
	Huawei: the link goes to a different document, it needs to be fixed. It's a bit early to introduce this since GSMA hasn’t published the relevant content on GST.
Nokia agreed that it was too soon to do it before GSMA had finished the work,

Ericsson: SA5 will not use these templates.

MCC commented that he had some issues with the wording and reminded that this was a TS under change control (the content didn’t exactly match the language for that case). They also had some issues for the CR cover.

The document was revised to 353 and taken offline.

	S5-193101
	Ericsson
	MCC asked if the content was really normative and it was confirmed that that was the case. 
Nokia commented that this CR was a partial solution since the stage 3 was missing.

Options to go ahead: postpone everything, convert to draft CRs. There were several other CRs affected by this issue.

Olaf (Nokia): no stage 2 CRs without stage 3.

Ericsson decided to note this one and come back with a stage 3 solution combined with the stage 2.

	S5-193108
	Ericsson
	Revised to correct editorials. All its mirrors as well.

	S5-193129
	PI Works
	Ericsson: this is very heavy.
Nokia: agressive measurements since we need to maintain 7 timers.

MCC commented that having TEI16 could be an issue for SA given their latest update to TR 21.900 on the use of TEIx. Revised to 362.

	S5-193137
	Huawei
	Ericsson: I support that this attribute is misleading, but we are missing the ID.Intel suggested to sync with other groups like SA2, since they didn’t agree with the overall solution. It depends on the results of 273, possible merge

	S5-193138
	Huawei
	Dependent on Ericssons's 275. Possible merge.

	S5-193139
	Huawei
	Agreed.

	S5-193140
	Huawei
	Agreed.

	S5-193141
	Huawei
	Nokia: where is the datatype defined? Several typos to be fixed in the revision..

	S5-193142
	Huawei
	Nokia: not really a mirror CR.Revised.

	S5-193143
	Huawei
	Cisco: it should be provisioning service or provisioning MnS everywhere. A number was given to the Rel-15 version of the spec since the correction needed to be done there as well.

	S5-193144
	Huawei
	Ericsson: where are the "Kbits/s" defined? Nokia: this is a new term. Ericsson: is this used by anyone apart from SA5? Why not "kbps"? Intel asked whether the prior releases needed this change, given that this started in Rel-15. Huawei agreed with this. Ericsson: in 28.554 we have defined the KPIs and we have a well defined term for this. Taken offline.

	S5-193145
	Huawei
	Mirror of the previous one.

	S5-193151
	Ericsson
	Nokia didn’t agree with using the URI term here. This is very specific mapping and should not go into 32.300. Kept open.

	S5-193184
	Ericsson
	Pivotal: explain the different scenarios with a call flow or something.

	S5-193197
	Ericsson
	Huawei: you have used the wrong table. MCC also noted that there was a reference to 28.622 that needed to be added.

	S5-193198
	Ericsson
	Nokia didn't agree with this contribution, regarding the use of datatype. Huawei: check the Rel-15 template and you will see the definition of datatype.

	S5-193201
	Nokia
	There was strong disagreement from Ericsson. This had to be taken offline.

	S5-193239
	Ericsson
	Nokia had some issues that had to be dealt with in the revision.

	S5-193240
	Ericsson
	It fixes the misimplementation of a previous agreed CR.

	S5-193241
	Ericsson
	MCC pointed out that this had to be fixed in all releases, so it needed 8 more tdoc numbers.

	S5-193242
	Ericsson
	Revised to address Nokia's concerns.

	S5-193243
	Ericsson
	Nokia and Intel objected to deleting the clauses. There were also many issues with the new figures.

	S5-193265
	Ericssson
	Nokia: the text does not reflect what the new formula is implying.Revised to address this comment.

	S5-193266
	Ericssson
	Mirror of the previous CR.

	S5-193271
	Ericsson
	Agreed

	S5-193272
	Ericsson
	Agreed

	S5-193277
	Ericsson
	Agreed.

	S5-193278
	Ericsson
	Kept open, as Nokia found the change very strange.

	S5-193279
	Ericsson
	Revised to address the comments received offline

	S5-193304
	Nokia
	Agreed without presentation. It fixes the errors in CR implementation.

	S5-193273
	Ericsson
	It was argued that an LS would be needed to talk to RAN groups. An action point for the next meeting was taken to discuss this. Only the overlapping changes will go through the revision.

	
	
	


